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Workshop discussions

Discussion of suggested outcomes based on the paper After
the Study - what next?

The paper considers a number of possible outcomes at the international level,
elaborating on suggestions raised over the last few years. These include creation of a
new UN Special Mechanism to address violence against children; potential
developments in international law to protect children relating to the Convention on
the Rights of the Child; the mainstreaming of children’s concerns through existing
mechanisms and bodies; involving a broader range of international bodies in
addressing violence against children; practical outcomes; and achieving a global
perspective on the issue of violence against children.

A new UN special mechanism to address violence against children

A new Special Rapporteur or Representative could address those violations of
children’s rights which appear to fall outside the boundaries of existing UN
mechanisms. The paper raises a number of concerns regarding this proposal, pointing
to the limited assistance available to mandate holders, the political nature of their
appointments, and that existing mandates are not being used to their full potential to
address concerns about children.

There was general agreement that consideration should be given to the better
utilization of existing international mechanisms, including the Special Rapporteurs
and Representatives. Opinions diverged on creation of a new special mechanism.
One presentation advocated a new special mechanism on violence against children, in
particular for the period immediately after the report, and others referred to the need
for some mechanism to be in place, or a person to be reported to, in order to
maintain momentum. Other speakers expressed reservations about pushing for a new
mechanism, concluding that the disadvantages listed in the discussion paper
outweighed the advantages. A suggestion for a good starting point for further
discussions was made: to analyse what the existing special mechanisms do on
violence against children.

Potential developments in international law to protect children from violence

The discussion paper addressed two potential outcomes involving the Committee on
the Rights of the Child. The first was a new General Comment to assist State Parties
to interpret the extent of their obligations to protect children from violence and the
second was to add a third optional protocol to the Convention.



method for generating discussion rather than to attempt to cover all the subject
matter.

Ideas presented in the matrix as well as in the oral and written interventions are
outlined below. Several participants expressed the view that many, if not most of the
outcomes should not have to wait until the Study is released but be implemented
without delay.

a) At community/local level:

In the home, provision of parental training in non-violent forms of child-rearing,
awareness about violence amongst children themselves, and creation of trustworthy
and child-friendly community mechanisms for children to turn to.

On the streets, a tolerance of street children and willingness to volunteer to assist them,
the provision of community protection points, changing social perceptions of street
children and decriminalising them.

In schools, campaigns against corporal punishment and violence, codes of conduct for
those working in schools, the abolition of school fees, the development of peace
programmes, training for staff, supervision and social assistance for pupils, and
discussion groups for pupils.

Concerning law enforcement, creation of community youth/police pattnerships, joint
prevention partnerships, communities to become involved in juvenile justice, children
and youth involvement in local decision-making, periodic independent monitoring of
police stations and detention centres, training for police and judiciary, and the
publishing of independent annual reports on violations.

b) At national level:

Creation of an independent national ombudsman for children in each country, public
awareness campaigns, parenting skills training, research (including that relating to the
costs to society of violence), the adoption of protective legislation, a school
cutriculum that addresses violence, incorporating the notion of the best interests of
the child, and national focal points to facilitate government contributions to the
Study.

Provision of training for all adults who have contact with children in the justice
system, detention facilities designed to eliminate or minimise the potential for
violence; promotion of training for national human rights NGOs to include a child
rights component, and creation of child-focused sections within national human
rights institutions; creation of national accountability mechanisms; for national child
rights coalitions to take on a role in monitoring violence against children and
contribute to the reporting processes of the Committee on the Rights of the Child;
and the strengthening of existing national child rights coalitions.
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Inclusion of all issues dealing with violence against children in national processes to
protect and assist children.

At national, regional and international levels use of the media and of celebrities as
“patrons” or ’champions”.

c) Atregional level:

Sharing of information and promotion of best practices concerning social work,
intervention, policy and legislation between countries; training to be made available
for newly-established regional mechanisms; reinforcement of the use of non-
refoulement provisions for child victims of torture; the presentation of cases to
judicial mechanisms; and use of regional mechanisms to motivate governments to
address issues of violence.

d) Atinternational level:

Revision of the reporting guidelines of the Committee on the Rights of the Child to
improve reporting on situations and responses to violence against children;
encouragement of relevant human rights mechanisms to consider violence against
children in the home and to propose guidelines for national policies to prevent and
combat violence against children; launching of information campaigns to raise the
visibility of situations of children in detention; and the training of officials concerning
human rights mechanisms.

The use of web-based communication, patticulatly to reflect children’s views.
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Conclusions

From the discussions amongst participants and the ideas expressed in the matrix, it
was clear that tangible results in the protection, intervention and recovery of children
from violence are considered most likely to be achieved by local and national actions
with civil society and governmental commitment, and that these need to be
supported at regional and international levels.

There was agreement that the legal framework provided by the Convention on the
Rights of the Child is both relevant and good; the key challenge remains its
implementation. The involvement by the CRC Committee as a whole and by its
members during and after the UN Study was considered important as the reporting
process to the Committee is critical to the long-term follow-up of the UN Study.
There was agreement as to the usefulness of exploring what else the Committee
could do without requiring further legal authority.

During the workshop, discussions focussed on the merits and constraints of
previously proposed outcomes’, and sharing ideas about other outcomes. Participants
welcomed the opportunity to consider outcomes at an eatly stage in the process of
the Study, and hoped that the discussion paper and report would help to stimulate
discussions regarding outcomes within and between the various stakeholders at all
levels, including national and local. They also recommended that the regional
consultations would include consideration of desirable outcomes.

Participants were not convinced that the creation of a new special mechanism to
address violence against children was the best idea given the constraints under which
the existing mechanisms operate, particularly the very limited resources available to
them. Also, very few NGOs utilise existing mechanisms with respect to children’s
concerns. However, several participants considered it would be important to have
some sort of mechanism, or individual, to report to at the international level,
particularly for the period immediately after the Study, in order to maintain
momentum.

There was broad consensus that creating a new legal instrument to enlarge the
mandate of the Committee on the Rights of the Child to enable it to receive
individual complaints would involve a lot of time and effort which would be hard to
justify given that other treaty bodies, notably the Human Rights Committee, could
already be dealing with such complaints. It would be more useful, at least in the
immediate future, to focus on how to raise awareness about the existing mechanisms
- and how to make them truly accessible and functional for children. It was agreed
that a useful step would be to inform organisations and individuals about such

! See the discussion paper: After the UN Study — what next?
www.savethechildren.net/alliance/resources/publications
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mechanisms at the same time as sensitising them about the rights enshrined in the
Convention on the Rights of the Child.

Various ways of encouraging “mainstreaming” of children’s concerns into existing
mechanisms were discussed, including by inviting trelevant experts and/or their
assistants to be involved in consultations and workshops concerning children’s rights,
and asking them to consider children’s concerns in the light of their various
mandates. They could, for example, participate in the regional consultations for the
Study.

Participants agreed upon the importance of placing the issue of violence against
children on all relevant agendas. For example, bringing other international actors into
the UN Study process, particularly the ILO, UNESCO and UNAIDS, as well as the
private sector. The regional consultations were considered useful opportunities to
involve these and other actors.

At national level, the involvement of NGO coalitions for the Convention on the
Rights of the Child, and similar national groupings, was seen as critical for mobilising
a debate around outcomes and desired results in a particular country. In some regions
there are already regional steering committees with broad representation that plan for
the regional consultations — these were also considered well-placed for mobilizing
discussions on desired results. Also, the NGO Advisory Panel will continue to
consider and analyse the technicalities, merits and constraints of the potential
outcomes.
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