Working Group on Children and Violence
WG meeting

29 April 2008

DRAFT Minutes

Agenda as adopted

1. Opening, welcome and apologies 

2. Review and adoption of past minutes

3. Update on the appointment of the SRSG

4. Review and adoption of the WG activity report 2007/2008

5. Brainstorming for possible future activities for 2008/2009

6. AOB

7. Next meeting and closing 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

1. Apologies 
Helene Sackstein, International Alliance of Women

Denise Allen, World Vision

Christine Cornwell, Africa Child Policy Forum

Ellen Mouravieff-Apostol, International Federation of Social Workers

Jo De Linde, ECPAT

Cecile Trochu from OMCT and Julia D’Aloisio from DCI agreed to take notes and prepare the minutes.

1- Adoption of past minutes with no additional comments
2- Update on the appointment of the SRSG

· Many letters from NGOs have been sent to the UN Secretary General (hereafter SG). The chief cabinet responded to the letter sent by the NGO Group for the CRC but it was more as an acknowledgement of receipt. It was also mentioned that the commitment of NGOs was appreciated.

· Last Interagency meeting on 14/03/2008
Agenda: Terms of Reference (ToR) of the SRSG, Terms of Reference of the Interagency Group, up-date by UN agencies of their own activities re the follow-up.
· From NGOs’ side, there was no such need to have TOR but the problems where elsewhere: * the level of appointment (ASG v. USG): anyhow, the SG said that the SR will report to him; + the location (Geneva v. New York); * the independence and capacity to act independently (notably from any UN agency, having own staff, etc.). 

· According to UNICEF, ToR finally refer to the 2007 GA resolution and UN agencies did send comments to the SG office. But there are rumours according to which the SG sent a note to heads of agencies saying that he has allegedly adopted the UNICEF proposed ToR: the office of the SR would be located in NY with UNICEF administrative support, the SRSG would be an ASG who will directly report to the SG. There are still rumours!
· As far as NGOs’ lobby is concerned, it has been zero impact on those different issues but it is agreed that at least it was important to keep vocal and to stay coherent.
· Up-date on CRIN’s petition by Veronica Yates

It will circulate a template letter to the NGOs who signed the petition for the SRSG/VAC to be sent to the Secretary-General (4 languages available: French, English, Spanish and Arabic). Need to be quick. This is an additional opportunity to have an impact. However, it will probably not make the SG change his mind but it is good in terms of coherence of NGOs’ action. Nevertheless, influencing somehow is still possible.

· OHCHR point of view (Veronica Birga)

The OHCHR had rather prefer having the office in Geneva which had been mentioned in a previous communication to the SG.

It is concerned about the process because there has been short time to discuss on important issues such as staff, administrative support, etc. It was confirmed that the rumours are right. The Deputy High Commissioner wrote to the office of the SG to express its opinion over the location in NY: this might be a problem for the OHCHR in terms of resources. Another problem is the appointment of the mandate holder that should be done quite soon now. In this regard, the OHCHR has not heard anything since 8 April.

· UNICEF point of view (Amaya Gillespie)

Identification of candidates: some States proposed names to the SG but no more information on a name that could come out. We have to be firm on the process which should be more transparent. Once appointed the SRSG will chair the Interagency group that will then become a high-level group not meeting frequently. Another issue is the place of NGOs in the interagency group: in the past their place has been significant; they should propose new ways of acting. Coordination should be found. Substance should become more and more important in the follow-up by NGOs. UNICEF is responsible for the fundraising.

Actions as soon as the SRSG is appointed (see also activities under point 5)
As soon as the SRSG is appointed, the working group should send a letter to, meet and work with him/her.

Lobby the SRSG/VAC and the CRC to hold a regular an annual meeting between the CRC and the SRSG (with the SRSG-CAC as well) and the participation of NGOs

The first report of the SRSG/VAC might be the one to the Human Rights Council in 2009 – the deadline for that report will be September 2008

4. Activity Report:

The activity report for the WG on CAV must be circulated in advance of the NGO Group GA taking place on May 21st 2008. Comments from the WG were solicited in advance and were incorporated into the document.

The final version was adopted by the WG.

5. Scope of activities for the future of the WG on CAV

Roberta asked the group if we should continue to work together? The group agrees that we should continue to work as a group on joint advocacy initiatives here in Geneva. 

Some ideas for the future of the WG:

· Make early contact with the SRSG on VAC including: drafting letters, strategy papers outlining the role and activities we envisage together (eg HRC focus, CRC connection, special procedures). The SRSG should also engage with other treaty bodies, liaise with special procedures, engage in UPR process etc. If the appointment coincides with the annual meeting of Special Procedures (End of June 2008) then there should already be early coordination. 

· Promote joint missions of the SRSG on VAC and the SR on the Sale of Children – see how to work together with them; promote child participate throughout

· We could have a calendar of events that we all contribute to as a means of keeping track of events related to VAC that we could also share with the SRSG.

· Prepare a compilation/map describing what different NGOs are doing on VAC to be ready as soon as the SRSG/VAC is appointed in order to inform him/her of the work that each NGO is doing so they are informed of the strong network we have. CRIN to provide the WG with their template.

· It was also proposed to have a standing item on the agenda where each organisation may share their activities with the rest of the WG
· Prepare an assessment as to how much the issue of VAC has been included in alternative reports to the Committee on the Rights of the Child as a means of determining if the new reporting guidelines have been effective. We can also look at how much it has been reflected in the concluding observations
· 2009 March session of the HRC – possibility of organising side event, propose text for the resolution, etc

· More collaboration with the other WGs, including the one on juvenile justice, HRC, etc.

· create text for the NGO Group web-site page on violence against children as a group.

Roberta will put these ideas into a document, get feedback from the WG, and use it to develop our workplan for 2008-2009.

6. Next Meeting

Tuesday, June 17th at 2:30 

If the date interferes with something at the HRC we can also shift it.
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