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1. Apologies and introductions
Due to lack of manpower it has been decided that only participants from abroad – members of National Coalitions – will be invited to the Forums (the invitation was not sent out to the whole list of NGO Group members). The meeting was therefore small but allowed for more time for overall discussion and exchange (see Annex 1, List of participants).

There were participants from Austria, Tanzania, Uganda and the United Kingdom. A number of children from the UK attended part of the meeting. A group of children travelling from Uganda to meet with the CRC Committee held a meeting at the same time as the Forum and was therefore unable to attend.

2.
Country presentations by some NGO representatives from the countries participating in the Committee on the Rights of the Child pre-session (49th Session: September 2008)
Austria: 

The three representatives from Austria work for ECPAT Austria on the issue of sexual exploitation of children. In September, Austria will be reviewed on implementation of the Optional protocol on the Sale of children.

In Austria the National Coalition prepared an alternative report and so did ECPAT Austria (composed of 11 NGOs working in the field of sexual exploitation). Generally speaking it is difficult to assess the situation regarding sexual exploitation of children because there are no statistics or research and the government tends to ignore the expertise of those working on the issue. The ECPAT report is based on the principle of child participation; and therefore the preparation of the report was as important, if not more so, than the report itself. During the whole process, there was awareness-raising in schools, peer to peer workshops were set up and training took place. Children directly concerned by the issue were interviewed.  
Generally speaking the health and education system in Austria is good; however it is more or less reserved to the Austrian population and vulnerable children (refugees, marginalised children, abused children) tend to be left out.
Meeting with young people and getting them involved in the process was a challenge in itself. It requested determination and perseverance: to obtain the permission to organise a meeting in a school meant sometimes up to 20 phone calls. With the children themselves it was necessary to build trust. Also the high turnover of participants in the preparation of the report was sometimes difficult to cope with; yet if they stayed too long in the group they would sometimes lose interest.
Amongst the lessons learned: preparing such documents involving active participation of children is a very long process. It is based on cultural exchanges and therefore on the need to respect others who are different

Tanzania: 

In September Tanzania will be reviewed on the implementation of the two optional protocols to the CRC.

The National Network of Children’s Organisations in Tanzania - created in 1999 by 13 member organisations - is now composed of approximately 40 organisations working on children’s rights. In Tanzania there is a Children’s Bill but there are also 15 laws on children and therefore a real need for harmonisation. In preparation for their report, their network examined the recommendations made during the last review, examined progress that had occurred since then, studied the recent government report and underlined the shortcomings. Often the NGO report had more information than the government report. Civil society is quite strong in Tanzania.
Some of the challenges Tanzania has to meet:

· Countries neighbouring Tanzania are in war and numerous refugees arrive continuously

· Many ill effects on both refugee and Tanzanian children: poverty, prostitution, crime, child labour (domestic servants), trafficking, school dropouts, health issues, violence, exode to cities

· Issue not scientifically researched, though many testimonies; need for surveys
· Extensive corruption (including at borders: customs officers, police)
· Cross-border trafficking is a new phenomenon and not well known
· Lack of political will to incorporate the provisions of both the CRC and the optional protocols into the legal system and to implement legislation

· Lack of coordination between legislative systems of inland Tanzania and Zanzibar (two sets of laws); lack of coordination between different ministries
· Lack of knowledge of CRC because poor dissemination
Uganda: 

Uganda will be reviewed in September on the implementation of the two optional protocols.

The Uganda delegation was extremely large with several children who had travelled to meet the Committee. Unfortunately they did not attend our meeting. Civil society in Uganda is very strong and the national coalition, for example, is composed of 70-80 child rights groups.

Uganda has been independent for the past 40 years but remains a violent society because of political unrest and conflict in some areas. Overall, the economy is improving, with tourism an important sector in development. But this has led to a new phenomenon, prostitution, including child prostitution. Also, the number of disabled children is extremely high. The Children’s Act, adopted in 1995 is presently under review.
The child rights network has been working both as a complement to - an ally of - the government and as a watchdog, pushing the government into action. Balancing these two aspects is difficult. 
A few of the challenges:

· Need for increased political will to not only adopt protocols but develop relevant legislation and implement it (including resources, enthusiasm, coordination): signing is not enough, practice is needed too

· Government needs to better examine the implications of instruments and to follow through with them (implement recommendations for example)

· NGOs are often the main service providers (street children, abused children, trafficking, education) but they generally lack funds and services are often of poor quality. This has to change
· NGOs are now learning to integrate the “human rights perspective” in the work accomplished but this is a long process.
United Kingdom:

In September, the UK will be examined on its periodic review and the Optional protocol on the involvement of children in armed conflict. Several reports have been presented to the Committee.
The NGO delegation was composed of one person from Save the Children and several members (including children) of Funky Dragon – Wales, a children and young people’s organisation. It is led by young people; 8 of its trustees are under 18 years of age, 4 are professionals. Funky Dragon developed a survey of 10,000 children, has led workshops and published a book (www.funkydragon.org). The survey revealed that only 8% of children had heard of the CRC; implementation is a difficult exercise, policy differing from practice. An important issue for children is the right to play, safe playgrounds and easily accessible parks. Lastly the government seems to blame children for the problems they have whereas in most cases children are the main victims.
More generally, it was felt that the government does not take children seriously – lack of dissemination of the convention, lack of understanding of its meaning, of its implications. Also, discrimination exists towards children just because they are children: there is a tendency to demonise them, to see them as the problem. This leads to poor quality care and protection measures. Inequality starts young, already at the age of 18 months; it is found at all levels of society and particularly in areas under the control of the State (justice, institutionalised children, disabled children). In the UK the number of children living in poverty is high. Currently there is much discrimination – hatred – of Roma people and of Roma children.
3.
Follow-up after country reviews: how to implement the Committee recommendations 

Participants explained what they would be doing at country/regional level, after the review in September 2008:

Austria:

· Aim to implement child participation principles in facilities (not only at decision-making level, or by organising poster contests for example)
· Attend 3rd world congress on sale of children (November, Brazil). Will present report.

· Hold a press conference.
Tanzania: 

· Meet with the government to discuss recommendations and implementation
· Disseminate the optional protocols: media, 
· Hold training sessions and workshops for government, parents, children
· Raise funds

Uganda: 

· Concerning the OPSC, rather than fight for stronger legislation, the coalition will include issues that are presently absent from legislation into existing legislation. 

United Kingdom:

· Every year England creates an event around the CRC and will continue
· Will continue working with the government on reports and recommendations

· In June will meet Cabinet

· Will organise a big event when concluding observations are released. They will then study them for a few months and organise a large conference in Spring of 2009 during which a 5-year agenda will be developed

· Disseminate information to children throughout the country

· Focus on developing rights-based approach for each school, hospital, etc. based on child participation and research done by the children themselves.
General:

Participants expressed their high interest in this exchange of information and of views. They noted that both the so-called developing countries and the richer countries had similar problems:

· lack of data

· lack of dissemination and of general understanding of the CRC and the optional protocols

· lack of political will

· challenges of poverty, inequalities and discrimination

· lack of harmonised laws and procedures

· long implementation process because it means changing deeply ingrained attitudes towards children.

4. Linking with other Treaty Body review processes: update on the Universal Periodic Review (UPR) and the Human Rights Council
Treaty Bodies:
The organisers of the Forum felt that NGO Coalitions were often unaware of how their own country was reporting to other Treaty bodies. For this reason, the NGO Group Secretariat had prepared a table and detailed information (see Annex 2), stating the reporting situation of the countries present relative to the other Human Rights Treaties. 
It was suggested that national coalitions could probably send the alternative reports or parts of the alternative reports prepared specifically for the CRC Committee (or the Committee’s Concluding Observations once they have been made public) to other Committees, thus bringing up the issue of specific child’s rights, when relevant, into other reviews.
· IBFAN, for example, will send recommendations made by the CRC Committee regarding health and nutrition of infants and young children to CEDAW and CESCR Committees when relevant). Other networks and NGOs could follow this example in their own area of expertise.
Other suggestions included:

· Check websites for the Treaty Body reporting guidelines

· Find information about other TB coalitions and make alliances with them

· Contact the Secretariats of the different TBs.

Universal Periodic Review (UPR):

Since January 2008, the Human Rights Council (HCR) (http://www.ohchr.org/english/press/media.htm) has put in place a new review process - the Universal Periodic Review (UPR) - by which the general human rights status and situation of all States will be examined on a regular basis. The 47 members of the HCR will meet three times a year to examine 16 countries per session. For information concerning the 2008-2011 calendar, see: http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/UPR/Documents/uprlist.pdf
The State review is based on information found in three specific documents prerpared for the review (the State party report, the OHCHR report (10 pages) and the National NGO/civil society report (5-10 pages)) between the HCR and the State party delegation. 

NGOs have a role to play as they are allowed to prepare a short report: “Additional, credible and reliable information provided by other relevant stakeholders to the universal periodic review which should also be taken into consideration by the Council in the review, which will be summarized by the OHCHR in a document that shall not exceed 10 pages. Stakeholders include, inter alia, NGOs, NHRIs, Human rights defenders, Academic institutions and Research institutes, Regional organizations, as well as civil society representatives.” For more information concerning the reporting process, see: http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/UPR/Pages/UPRMain.aspx
5. Elections of the members of the CRC Committee

In December 2008, the terms of nine members of the Committee on the Rights of the Child will expire. These are: Ms. Alya Ahmed Bin Saif Al-Thani (Qatar), Ms. Joyce Aluoch (Kenya), Ms. Yanghee Lee (Republic of Korea), Mr. David Brent Parfitt (Canada), Mr. Awich Pollar (Uganda), Mr. Kamal Siddiqui (Bangladesh), Ms. Lucy Smith (Norway), Ms. Nevena Vuckovic-Sahovic (Serbia) and Mr. Jean Zermatten (Switzerland). Elections of new members will be held during a meeting of States Parties in December 2008 at the United Nations in New York. 

Nominations are open until 22 August. For more information on the role of NGOs in the nomination process, see Annex 3 and Fact Sheet 1 attached
6. NGO Group fact sheets

The NGO Group Secretariat has prepared three fact sheets will information on the following:
Fact Sheet 1: Elections to the Committee on the Rights of the Child – Information for NGOs
Fact Sheet 2: Days of general Discussion – Information for NGOs

Fact sheet 3: General Comments of the Committee on the Rights of the Child – Information for NGOs

In future other issues will be developed: the Human Rights Council, other Treaty Bodies and review systems

For more information see documents attached and contact Lisa Myers: myers@childrightsnet.org or Shushan Khachyan: khachyan@childrightsnet.org
7. A.O.B. 
Next meeting: 

· The next Forum will take place during the pre-session in October 2008. The precise date and time will be scheduled later.

· Countries to be reviewed are:
Consideration of State Reports: Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Malawi, The Netherlands, Republic of Moldova, Republic of Chad. 

Optional Protocol on the sale of children, child prostitution and child pornography (OPSC): Maldives, The Netherlands.
Optional Protocol on the involvement of children in armed conflict (OPAC): Maldives, Tunisia.
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	Organisation
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	Sushan Khachyan
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	Elaine Petitat-Côté
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	elaine.cote@gifa.org
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	Funky Dragon Wales
	darren@funkydragon.org
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	Funky Dragon Wales
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	George Kayombo
	National Network of Organisations Working with Children (NNOC) - Tanzania
	gkayombo@gmail.com


	Marion Kreissel
	ECPAT Austria
	info@ecpat.at


	Laura Lechner
	ECPAT Austria
	Laurale13@hotmail.com


	Cleuen Mashamba
	National Organization for Legal Assistance (NOLA), Tanzania
	cjmba2002@yahoo.co.uk
msaadawasheria@gmail.com


	Daisy Muculezi
	Save the Children in Uganda + Uganda Child Rights NGO Network
	d.muculezi@sciug.org


	Justa Mwaituka
	Kiota Women Health and Development (KIWOHEDE Tanzania)
	jmwaituka@yahoo.co.uk
katri@africaonline.co.tz


	Rachel Price
	Funky Dragon Wales
	rachel@funky.dragon.org


	Ben Sawyers
	Funky Dragon Wales
	sawyers2003@hotmail.com


	Anna-Katharina Skorpik
	ECPAT Austria
	ann-kath@gmx.at


	Eleri Thomas
	Save the Children UK
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Annex 2 : Countries/Treaty Bodies

Reporting timetable *for Austria, Tanzania, Uganda and the UK before the UN TBs

	
	Human Rights Committee (CCPR) 
	Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (CESCR) 

	Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination 
(CERD) 
	Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination Against Women (CEDAW) 
	Committee Against Torture (CAT)
	Committee on the Rights of the Child 
	Committee on Migrant Workers (CMW)
	Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities (CRPD)

	Austria
	The 5th periodic  report  is   due on 30 October 2012.
	The 4th periodic report is due on 30 June 2010.

	15th to 17th periodic reports  are scheduled on 5 - 6 August, 2008.
	The 17&18 periodic report is due on 30/04/2011 
	The 4th &5th periodic report to be submitted by 31 December 2008. 
	The 3rd and 4th periodic reports  & OPAC to be submitted by 4 September 2009.
	No action
	Signed

	Tanzania 
	Tentatively scheduled on July 2009 

	One initial report and four periodic reports overdue. The State party report was due on  30/06/2005 
	17 &18 periodic reports 
 overdue on  26/11/2007  


	Combined fourth, fifth and sixth periodic reports of States parties is scheduled on 30 June-18 July 2008
	No action (no accession/ratification)
	3rd,4th,5th periodic report is due on 09/01/2012 
	No action
	No action

	Uganda
	Second periodic report overdue on 01/04/2008 
	1st,2nd,3rd,4th periodic reports overdue.
	11, 12, 13 &14 periodic reports overdue.
	The 5th periodic report overdue on:21/08/2002 
	2nd periodic report to be submitted by 25 June 2008.
	4th and 5th reports to be submitted by 15 March 2011.
	Initial report overdue on 01/07/2004 .
	Signed

	UK
	6th periodic report to be examined on  7-8 July, 2008.
	4th -5th periodic report scheduled on 4-22 May 2009.
	18, 19&20 periodic reports overdue.
	5th-6th periodic reports to be examined on 30 June-18 July 2008. 
	5th periodic report overdue 06/01/2008.
	OPSC signed
	No action
	No action


Handout for the participants of the informal meeting of the 
CRC Pre-session Working Group

Tuesday, 10 June 2008

Secretariat of the NGO Group for the CRC

I. THE CORE INTERNATIONAL TREATY BODIES 

A ‘treaty’, ‘convention’ or a ‘covenant’ is an international legal instrument. A treaty imposes legal obligations upon a State who is a party to that treaty. When a State becomes party to a treaty, it is obligated under international law to uphold and implement the provisions of the relevant treaty. This implies that the domestic legislation of the State party must be in conformity with the provisions of the treaty and cannot contradict them in any way. 

Some of the international human rights treaties have been expanded upon by the creation of an optional protocol, which may increase protection in a particular area, or contain additional procedures that allow for further monitoring or receipt of individual communications. In order to be bound by an optional protocol, a State must ratify it separately in the same manner that it ratifies a treaty or a convention. 

The current seven core international human rights treaties are: 

· International Covenant on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination (ICERD) 

· International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (ICESCR) 

· International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR) 

· Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women (CEDAW) 

· Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment (CAT) 

· Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC) 

· International Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Their Families (ICRMW) 

Two new conventions are presently open for ratification. These new instruments will enter into force after the requisite number of States has ratified them. These new instruments are: 

· Convention for the Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearance (2006)1 

· Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities (2006) 

While the two new conventions are not yet in force, they also provide for the creation of committees, or treaty bodies to monitor the implementation of the conventions by State parties. The committees will be established after the respective conventions come into force. 

For more information see www.ohchr.org or download the Simple Guide to Treaty Bodies at http://www.ishr.ch/.

MANDATE OF THE TREATY BODIES 
The treaty bodies were created in order to monitor and encourage States to uphold and implement their international obligations under the international human rights treaties. The implementation of each of the international treaties is monitored by its own committee (refer to Table I). At present, there are eight treaty bodies/committees monitoring the implementation of the seven core international human rights conventions.
Table I: International conventions and their treaty bodies

	TREATY 
	RELATED TREATY BODY 

	ICERD 
	Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination (CERD) 

	ICCPR 
	Human Rights Committee (HRC) 

	ICESCR 
	Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (CESCR) 

	CEDAW 
	Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women (CEDAW) 

	CAT 
	Committee against Torture (CAT) 

	CRC 
	Committee on the Rights of the Child (CRC) 

	ICRMW 
	Committee on the Protection of Migrant Workers (CMW) 


For more information on each of the treaty bodies and an overview of their primary activities and procedures see www.ohchr.org or download the Simple Guide to Treaty Bodies at http://www.ishr.ch/.

Table II: Composition and sessions 

	TREATY 

BODY 
	COMPOSITION 
	NUMBER & DURATION OF SESSIONS 
	SESSIONS 

	
	
	
	PERIOD 
	LOCATION 

	CERD 
	18 
	2 sessions per year, of 3 weeks duration each 
	February and August 
	Geneva 

	HRC 
	18 
	3 sessions per year, of 3 weeks duration each 
	March, 

July and 

November 
	New York 

Geneva 

Geneva 

	CESCR 
	18 
	2 sessions per year, of 3 weeks duration 

1 week for pre-sessional working group 
	May and 

November 
	Geneva 

	CEDAW 
	23 
	2 sessions per year, of 3 weeks duration each; 

OPCEDAW prior to each session for 3-5 days 

Pre-sessional working group for 5 days immediately after each session to prepare lists of issues and questions for following session 
	January and 

July 
	New York* 

	CAT 
	10 
	2 sessions per year, of 3 weeks duration each 
	May and 

November 
	Geneva 

	CRC 
	18 
	3 sessions per year, of 3 weeks duration each 
	January, 

May and 

September 
	Geneva 

	CMW 
	10 ** 
	Approximately 2 sessions per year, of around 1 week duration each 
	April and 

November/ 

December 
	Geneva 


* CEDAW has already begun meeting in Geneva since 2008. 

** Membership of CMW will increase to 14 when the Convention has 41 State parties. 

WHAT DO THE TREATY BODIES DO? 

The treaty bodies are mandated to carry out several activities in fulfilling their function of monitoring the implementation of State parties’ obligations under the treaties. 

All treaty bodies (except SPT) can: 

· Receive and consider reports submitted by State parties 

· Issue concluding observations/recommendations to assist State parties in implementing their obligations 

· Develop general comments/recommendations interpreting provisions of their respective treaties both substantively as well as procedurally 

Some treaty bodies may be mandated to perform additional functions, such as: 

· Consider individual communications 

· Consider inter-State complaints 

· Conduct or initiate inquiries 

· Conduct investigations through country visits 

These functions and activities will be discussed in further detail below, and have also been summarised in Table IV at the end of this chapter. 

Table III: Periodicity of reporting
	TREATY BODY 
	PERIODICITY OF STATE REPORTS 

	
	INITIAL REPORT 
	PERIODIC REPORT 

	CERD 
	1 year 
	Every 2 years (but in practice every 4 years) and whenever CERD requests 

	CESCR 
	2 years 
	Every 5 years 

	HRC 
	1 year 
	Every 4 years, or whenever requested by the HRC 

	CEDAW 
	1 year 
	Every 4 years, or whenever requested by CEDAW 

	CAT 
	1 year 
	Every 4 years, and any other reports requested by CAT 

	CRC 
	2 years 
	Every 5 years, and any other information requested by CRC 

	CMW 
	1 year 
	Every 5 years, and whenever requested by CMW 

	CRC-OPSC 
	2 years 
	Every 5 years or with next CRC report 

	CRC-OPAC 
	2 years 
	Every 5 years or with next CRC report 


MONITORING STATE OBLIGATIONS

The process of monitoring States’ obligations through the reporting process follows several stages (although all treaty bodies may not follow all the stages): 
· Preparation of the report at the national level

· Pre-sessional preparation for the plenary session 
· Consideration of the report in the plenary session of the concerned treaty body 
· Issuing of concluding observations 
· Follow-up on implementation of the concluding observations 

Pre-sessional preparation

All the committees carry out certain activities in preparation for their main plenary sessions. 

Pre-sessional working groups 

A pre-sessional working group is convened prior to the main session of some of the treaty bodies. The aim of the pre-sessional working group is to draft a list of issues and questions (CEDAW, CESCR, CRC) for the next session, or to consider individual communications (HRC, CAT). The pre-sessional working groups are usually held in private, with the exception of the pre-sessional working group of CESCR, which is public and open to NGO participation. 

List of issues and questions 

Most of the treaty bodies prepare lists of issues and questions prior to their sessions, which generally follow the structure of the relevant treaty. However, practices for developing the list and the use of the list vary across the different treaty bodies. 

The list of issues and questions can provide an opportunity for the treaty body to receive relevant information absent in the report. 

Additional sources of information 

In addition to the State report the treaty bodies also receive additional information from other sources such as national, regional or international NGOs and any other civil society actors. There is no requirement for UN accreditation for NGOs to submit information to the treaty bodies. Reports from national NGOs (commonly referred to as ‘shadow’, parallel or alternative reports) are of particular value to the treaty bodies in examining State reports, as they provide an alternative source of information on the human rights situation in a particular country. 

Additionally, the Secretariat of the relevant treaty body prepares a country dossier, containing all available relevant information on the situation in the concerned country from within the UN system. 

Additional information, generally of a confidential nature, may also be submitted by the UN specialised agencies such as UNICEF, UNHCR, the ILO, and the WHO. 

For more information on each of the treaty bodies and an overview of their primary activities and procedures see www.ohchr.org or download the Simple Guide to Treaty Bodies at http://www.ishr.ch/.

II. HOW CAN NGOS ENGAGE WITH THE TREATY BODIES

The importance of NGO input has been at the forefront of the work of the treaty bodies. There are a number of ways in which NGOs and other civil society actors can have input into the work of the treaty bodies, in formally institutionalised ways as well as informally. Several of the treaty bodies, such as CESCR and CRC, have specific guidelines for NGO participation in their work. 

Regarding formal avenues for participation, NGOs can provide input at different stage of the work of the treaty bodies. These are discussed in further detail below. 

1. Preparation of the State report 

NGOs can be called upon to participate in national consultations preceding the drafting of the State report, if the State concerned encourages broad participation of all stakeholders. NGOs can submit valuable findings and information and make recommendations to the State regarding the drafting of the report. Unfortunately, not all States make the effort to include the participation of NGOs in national consultations, and NGO perspectives and information are often excluded from the information contained in the State party report. The treaty bodies try to encourage States to hold broad and inclusive national consultations by drawing particular attention to the consultative process employed by the State in the production of its report in the concluding observations issued by the committee after consideration of the report. 

2. Pre-sessional preparation 

Whether or not they are involved in the preparation of the State report, NGOs and other stakeholders can submit a report of their own (alternative, parallel or ‘shadow’ reports) that present information in the same format as the State report, but include their own research, findings and views on the implementation of the relevant convention in their national contexts. Such a report can help committee members achieve a more comprehensive picture of the human rights situation in a country and is therefore essential to examining the record of a State party. If an NGO does not have the time or resources to submit a comprehensive report prior to the session of the relevant treaty body, it should consider at least sending a short letter or some other brief submission of information highlighting key issues that deserve the attention of the committee. 

NGOs can make written submissions to the secretariat of the relevant treaty body at any time, even one week before the relevant committee is scheduled to consider a State party report. However, it is in the interest of NGOs to submit information as early as possible before the consideration of the report of the relevant country is considered by the committee in order to ensure that the information that they supply is taken into consideration when examining the record of the State concerned. For example, if NGOs submit their alternative reports well in advance of the session, this would give committee members the opportunity to examine the questions or information presented in their reports with closer attention. If the report has been submitted so much in advance that the situation in a particular country has changed, NGOs could also send an update to their report closer to the time of examination. 

The treaty body can and often do use the information presented in the NGO report to raise specific questions in the list of issues and questions to be sent to the State in advance of the main session and during the constructive dialogue. Also, if the information is provided in advance of the plenary session, then it will be included in the relevant country file prepared by OHCHR for each of the committee members before consideration of the concerned country. 

3. Dialogue with the concerned country 

Generally, NGOs are allowed to attend all the plenary sessions of the treaty bodies as observers. In order to attend a session of the treaty bodies, NGOs are required to obtain accreditation from the secretariat of the relevant committee in advance. While NGOs cannot participate in the dialogues with the concerned State during plenary sessions, NGOs may make oral submissions during an allotted time period either at the end of a session or in a pre-sessional meeting. 

4. Briefings 

NGOs can also participate in briefings either before, during or in-between the treaty body sessions. For example, CESCR holds a pre-sessional briefing that is open to NGOs, who can present oral or written submissions. Some of the treaty bodies, such as CAT for example, allow for NGO representatives to brief committee members orally during a session. In the case of the HRC and CERD, NGOs can also request the OHCHR to hold ‘lunch-time’ briefings, which committee members are invited to attend. As the lunch time-slot is considered to be outside the formal working period of the committee members, it is left up to committee members to decide if they want to attend the briefing. 

Table VI: NGO participation in treaty body briefings

	TREATY BODY 
	TYPE OF BRIEFING 

	CERD 
	NGOs do not brief during the plenary session 

Lunch-time briefings with NGOs for country-specific information 



	CESCR 
	Oral briefing by NGOs during pre-sessional working group 

First day of session devoted to NGO oral briefings (open) 



	HRC 
	First day of session devoted to NGO oral briefings 

Lunch-time briefings with NGOs for country-specific information 

	CEDAW 
	Oral briefing by NGOs during pre-sessional working group 

Beginning of first and second week of session (open) 



	CAT 
	NGO oral briefing to committee on day before State report is considered during plenary session (private) 



	CRC 
	Oral briefing by NGOs during pre-sessional working group 

May allow NGOs to brief committee during session 

NGOs can request private meetings with the Committee 




SUBMISSION OF INFORMATION 

NGOS also play a vital role in the submission of information to the treaty bodies, at nearly every stage of their work, such as during an inquiry procedure, or as part of an early-warning or urgent action procedure. In cases where no State report has been presented and a State is being examined under the review procedure, NGO reports are of even more significance. The submission of information is a key way for NGOs to assist the work of the treaty bodies, especially since committee members rely on the submission of information in order to examine the human rights record of the concerned country as they do not conduct country visits to the respective State parties in order to gather their own information on a regular basis. 

OTHER 

NGO coalitions may also play a unique and vital role in assisting the work of the treaty bodies. NGO coalitions or NGO networks can play a key role in coordinating the drafting of shadow reports and other activities pertaining to the treaty bodies at the national or regional level. 

The NGO Group for the CRC, for example, works together with over 60 international NGOs to promote the implementation of the CRC, coordinate NGO written submissions and to undertake other such specific tasks to assist the work of the Committee. Another international organisation, IWRAW-Asia Pacific, convenes training sessions for NGOs in parallel to the sessions of CEDAW in New York and also coordinates the submission of NGO reports to the Committee. 

NGO coordination is vital to maximise the limited space and time given to NGOs to interact with the treaty bodies, and is also a way to give added weight to information submitted to them. 

III. TREATY BODIES & THE HUMAN RIGHTS COUNCIL 

The Human Rights Council, the main human rights body of the United Nations was created by General Assembly Resolution 60/251. It is an inter-governmental, political body that replaced the Commission on Human Rights in 2006. The mandate of the Council is more generally to protect and promote human rights.

The treaty bodies interact with the Council through two of its procedures-the newly created universal periodic review (UPR) and the special procedures mandate holders.

UNIVERSAL PERIODIC REVIEW MECHANISM (UPR)

The UPR, as its name suggests, is a process by which the human rights record of every State, whether members or non-members of the Council, will be examined by a working group, consisting of all the members of the Council, every four years. The main premise of the UPR process is to ‘ensure universal coverage and equal treatment of all States’, in order to avoid the allegations of ‘selectivity’ and ‘politicisation’ that infected the work of the former Commission on Human Rights. It is an inter-governmental process that is intended to complement and not duplicate the work of other human rights mechanisms. 

The NGO Group encourages child rights NGOs and coalitions to get involved in the new UPR process by lobbying their government for their involvement in the preparation of the information or by preparing their own submission.
By taking part in the UPR, child rights NGOs can ensure that, priority child rights issues are reflected in the HRC agenda and that the implementation of  the CRC in their country is promoted at international level. Since the  examination of the initial countries in April, it was apparent that child rights were more prominent when NGOs prepared good submissions.
Unlike the CRC reporting, the UPR requires less time and effort, as the submission is shorter and can be based on the alternative report. The submission should be no more than 5 pages for individual NGO. The information should highlight key child rights issues and violations. As theconclusions and recommendations from CRC will be used for the UPR, it is  important that you do not duplicate this information. Instead, you should reinforce the recommendations of the CRC Committee.
As the scope of the review is rather broad and the required length of the submissions is relatively short, NGOs should consider submitting information on the most serious and representative examples of violations of child rights. The OHCHR sets up deadlines for the submission of the NGO information. This date will be communicated with the NGOs in due course.

For more information about the UPR and the participation of NGOs in the UPR process see: http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/UPR/Pages/UPRmain.aspx

 HYPERLINK "http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/UPR/Pages/UPRmain.aspx"
  

 HYPERLINK "http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/UPR/Pages/NoteNGO.aspx"
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/UPR/Pages/NoteNGO.aspx

 HYPERLINK "http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/UPR/Pages/UPRmain.aspx"
. 
http://www.upr-info.org/NGOs-and-the-UPR.html.

A toolkit has been designed for child rights NGOs to help them participate in the new UPR mechanism. The pdf version of the toolkit can be accessed  through the link http://www.crin.org/docs/VeryFinalUPRToolkit[1]PDF.pdf

 HYPERLINK "http://www.crin.org/docs/VeryFinalUPRToolkit%5B1%5DPDF.pdf"
. An online version is available at: http://www.crin.org/resources/infoDetail.asp?ID=17366&flag=report 


Annex 3: Elections of members to the CRC Committee
In December 2008, the terms of nine members of the Committee on the Rights of the Child will expire. These are: Ms. Alya Ahmed Bin Saif Al-Thani (Qatar), Ms. Joyce Aluoch (Kenya), Ms. Yanghee Lee (Republic of Korea), Mr. David Brent Parfitt (Canada), Mr. Awich Pollar (Uganda), Mr. Kamal Siddiqui (Bangladesh), Ms. Lucy Smith (Norway), Ms. Nevena Vuckovic-Sahovic (Serbia) and Mr. Jean Zermatten (Switzerland). Elections of new members will be held during a meeting of States Parties in December 2008 at the United Nations in New York. 

Nomination process
· In June 2008, the States Parties to the CRC received a letter from the Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights requesting nominations for members of the Committee.
· Nominations are due to be submitted by States Parties to the Office of the High Commissioner before 22nd of August.

· The nine members will be elected during the States Parties meeting in December 2008.
Criteria for nominees
Article 43(2) of the CRC states that the Committee shall consist of “eighteen experts of high moral standing and recognised competence in the field covered by the Convention” and consideration shall be given to equitable geographical distribution and the principal legal systems. The following are a few suggestions as to the recommended background of candidates:

· A demonstrated expertise in the field of human rights, particularly children’s rights

· Independence and impartiality

· The ability to devote sufficient time to the work of the Committee

· Experience working with NGOs

· An awareness and sensitivity to cultural differences
The role of NGOs in the process
· Identify qualified candidates and approach them for their availability

· Lobby their State Party to nominate a good candidate who meets the above criteria

To understand the nomination and election procedure and the role that NGOs can play in these processes, please refer to the fact-sheets attached to this email message.
For additional information or if you have any questions, please contact Lisa Myers at myers@childrightsnet.org.

*	The timetable is tentative. Check it with the OHCHR website: � HYPERLINK "http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/Pages/HumanRightsBodies.aspx" �http://www.ohchr.org�. 


�	 The information is extracted from the Simple Guide to Treaty Bodies developed by the International Service for Human Rights available at � HYPERLINK "http://www.ishr.ch/"��http://www.ishr.ch/�.


�	The information is extracted from Simple Guide to Treaty Bodies available at http://www.ishr.ch/
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