Report from the meeting of the Working Group for Cooperation on Children at Risk (WGCC)

17th – 18th of March 2005

Warsaw

Members of the WGCC present at the meeting:

Chair of the WGCC: Ms Anne Hujala

Ms Lise Færch, Denmark

Ms Monika Luik, Estonia

Mr Ulrich Paschold, Germany

Mr Bragi Gudbrandsson, Iceland

Mr Björn Bredesen, Norway

Ms Magdalena Wantola Szumera, Poland

Ms Maria Keller Hamela, Poland

Ms Jessica Lundahl, Sweden (from lunch on the 17th of March)
Mr Lars Lööf, Children’s Unit

Ms Eva Ekmehag, Children’s Unit

Guests:
Mr Stanislaw Cios, Ministry of Foreign Affairs and member of the CSO, Poland (Until lunch the first day)

Mr Zdzislaw Hensel, Vice Minister of National Education and Sports (Until lunch the first day) 
Mr Lukasz Wojtasik Nobody’s Children’s Foundation, Poland

Professor Zbigniew Izdebski, University of Zielona Gora, Poland

Ms Agnieszka Felińska, University of Zielona Gora, Poland

§ 1. Chair of the WGCC, Ms Anne Hujala from Ministry of Social Affairs and Health in Finland, opened the meeting and read the welcome note from Mr Mirosław Sawicki, Minister of National Education and Sport, Poland. 

Introductions and excuses: Ms Anne Hujala extended to all a warm welcome to this meeting in Warsaw with an interesting agenda. She also thanked our Polish colleagues for their preparation efforts and in making these days interesting in many ways. 
Due to changes in the Russian ministry there is no member from Russia present. A new representative to the group is Mr Sergey Gil from the Russian ministry of Education. The new representative from Sweden, Deputy Director Jessica Lundahl from the ministry of Social Affairs is delayed due to cancelled flights. Ms Audra Mikalauskaite from Lithuania is unable to attend the meeting due to other pressing duties and she sends her greetings through the chair. The Latvian representative to the WGCC has not been appointed. We had a roundtable to introduce everyone. 

§ 2. Mr Lukasz Woitasik from Nobody’s Children foundation made a presentation of the work relating to keeping children safe on the web. Research conducted before the programme started, a survey with 8400 respondents, had revealed that 53% of these had received online proposals to meet off line and 25% actually did meet with someone. Most of these children went to the meeting on their own and very few told their parents. Those that did tell their parents did so after the meeting. This result was in the view of the organisation alarming enough to launch the media campaign which included posters and media clips focusing on the dangers in meeting persons you do not really know who they are.
Mr Woitasik gave a few Polish figures: 30% of the families have internet access at home.

There are no big differences between boys and girls. More children in big cities use the Internet.
§ 3. Professor Izdedbski presented the Polish part of the Baltic Sea Regional Study on Adolescent Sexuality to the WGCC. He started by introducing the PRO ECPAT organisation. The work of the organisation is focusing on preventing commercial sexual exploitation of children. Tied to the University in Zielona Gora in western Poland, they also run a clinic that works with children that have been abused or that have suffered other forms of violence.
The study had been presented the day before at a well visited press conference where Lars Lööf had represented the other countries involved in the study. The questionnaire contains a question on selling and buying sex, what are the experiences of this in the Polish study? 1.4% of the respondents in Poland had sold sex. 2.5% claimed having bought sex. Boys had more experiences in selling sex than girls, something that is consistent with the result in the other countries a somewhat surprising result that was not generally expected.
Regarding other forms of exploitation or abuse professor Izdebski mentioned the fact that many young persons report having been forced to watch or touch in an abusive way. Is this abuse or is it not being aware of the borders of your own body? Sexual violence against children in Poland is very little spoken about. The family values are strong in the country. Strong reactions against the research from catholic groups in Poland. It is not sufficient education on the issue of sexuality in Poland. It is in the subject family education in school. 

§ 4. Vice minister Mr Zdzislaw Hensel thanked the members of the WGCC for the invitation to the meeting. In his concluding remarks to the group he mentioned the dangers of the Internet and of other technologies. Information on dangers he suggested should start at the school level. In his view he underlined that parents are less and less able to guide children in the way they handle all new information technologies. From this we must conclude that we have a huge area we need to look at in order to be better prepared. The separate problem that professor Izdebski has raised in recent times is the problem of behaviour of the adults which is transferred on to children and sometimes the integrity of your own body is not enough respected and defended. The responsibility to respect the integrity of the body and to convey to children that they have a right to be physically respected lies with the adults. This is why research is encouraged and the results should be used. 
§ 5. Maria Keller Hamela, in place of Agnieszka Morawska who was ill, introduced the programme of interviewing all asylum seeking unaccompanied children arriving to Poland. This programme is a cooperation between the Nobody’s Children Foundation and the Polish Immigration authorities.
So far 43 interviews have been conducted in the premises of the Nobody’s Children foundation. According to the new Polish law, a psychologist must be present at the interview. 
“Children are not for sale” is an awareness raising project targeting professionals dealing with unaccompanied alien children such as border guards, police and social workers making these aware of the existence of of child trafficking and how children exploited may be identified and assisted. 

Mr Paschold mentioned the German experience of having special clearing institutions that try to assess if a child crossing the border has been trafficked or runs a risk of being exploited.
§ 6. Ministerial meeting. Discussions on which ministers will attend. 
Denmark supposes the minister will be present; there is no other indication at the moment. 

Estonia has a new government so it is now difficult to see what level of representation there will be.

Finland will be represented by the secretary of state.

The German minister has been ill for some time why it is yet not clear who will head the German delegation.

Iceland is presently waiting for the minister’s confirmation.

Latvian minister has accepted the invitation and will be present.

The Lithuanian minister heads the Lithuanian delegation.

Poland does not know by whom, but will be represented.

Russia has not yet given any indication. We know however that the week of the meeting is the week of celebrating the 60th anniversary of the end of the 2nd world war.
Sweden will probably be represented by one of the ministers.
§ 7. The programme for the meeting was presented and discussed. 

Comments to the programme were made and some amendments were made to the wording. General agreement to keep the programme as suggested. 
§ 8. The conclusions from the ministerial meeting was discussed, several suggestions were made for changes and the Children’s Unit in cooperation with Norway will send an updated version back to all by the 24th of March in order for all ministers to have a look at it well before the meeting. Responses to the document to be with the Children’s Unit before the 10th of April.
§ 9. The background document to the ministerial meeting was discussed and the group made important additions and changes to the document. This too, will be amended and the new version sent out to the group. 
The group thoroughly discussed the issue of institutions and residential care for children. General agreement on the need to underline the challenge that lies in building alternatives to residential care for children and, in parallel to this create institutions that are child friendly and that can guarantee the best possible care for children. The group also discussed the importance of avoiding the WGCC doing the same work as the council of Europe. The practical dimension of the work is how the WGCC may operationalise the CoE recommendations. We need to put the child in focus. Some members of the group had wanted to see the CoE recommendation as a convention. Norway and Iceland thought that if we could pioneer this recommendation by implementing monitoring tools within the cooperation this would be extremely valuable and seen as a major benefit to children in institutions. By emphasising the need for cross border knowledge exchange the work on improving the situation in institutions would fall under the cooperation. The development of regional instruments is on e possibility in following up on a recommendation like the present. It was suggested that the outcome document would need an argument in the text saying something about the added values in exchanging experiences and knowledge.
§ 10. Activity Plans: Iceland considers the issue of including more work on child deaths as a result of abuse as an interesting suggestion. The work with death review teams is worth looking into in that respect. Suggestion to discuss this with the National Coordinators and Competence Centres at their next meeting. Another suggestion made is the suggestion to look at statistics on children that die from accidents or from so called mysterious deaths with an aim to try to compare the situation. Death reviews of mysterious deaths is also discussed in Sweden at the Board of health and social welfare. Norway is also discussing this. This is an issue that the WGCC could move forward on and add to the plan of action. Is it an issue for the WGCC or for the National Coordinators? Denmark considers it a bit dangerous to put too much work on the NCs. 
Suggestion to discuss it more in the WGCC  at the next meeting and to have an expert intervention on this at the next meeting of the WGCC.
Estonia raised the issue of having Children in the street as a priority as it to them seems a bit difficult to identify which children we mean. Important to keep the issue as a priority as it is a continued priority for Russia
§ 11. NC CC meeting. Lars Lööf informed the group of the invitation from the Russian Agency of Education to have a meeting on Children leaving residential care in Yaroslavl in September. National Coordinators and Competence Centres to be invited together with other experts. Russian side is contributing with all accommodation costs during the meeting.
§ 12. Reports. All reports were recognised by the WGCC. 

a. On the Childcentre it was mentioned that the new self registration form that is under development should include not only NGOs but also public agencies working with assisting children. 
b. The report on Unaccompanied and trafficked children was also recognised. The fact that Eva Ekmehag’s secondment to the Children’s Unit will finish after the ministerial meeting was specifically mentioned and all WGCC thanked Eva for her commitment and good work during the two years cooperation. The upcoming expert meeting in Kiev was also specifically mentioned as an important step towards implementing the full scope of the plan of action.

c. Baltic Sea Regional Study on Adolescent Sexuality will have the next meeting in southern Sweden discussing possible use of the material and how to cooperate regionally in writing articles. The study will also be the topic of one presentation at the ministerial meeting.

d. The meeting with the Nordic Council of Ministers was taken note of.

e. The group was informed of the developments in relation to the WGCC becoming the expert group on children at risk within the partnership. The partnership will formally ask the WGCC to be included as an expert group after its next meeting. 
f. The meeting with UNICEF in relation to the Innocenti Research institute study on trafficking in children was presented.

g. Eva Ekmehag and Lars Lööf briefly informed of the meetings with IOM in Moscow and in Kiev.
h. The regional cooperation will have a workshop at the ISPCAN conference in Berlin in September where the study on adolescent sexuality will be presented together with the work against trafficking from the St Petersburg angle, the Swedish governmental study on sexual exploitation of children and the work to assist children that have been exploited and abused on the Internet. The theme of the workshop is exploitation of children and Lars Lööf will be chairing and make the introduction.

§ 13. Budapest Yokohama review meeting in Slovenia: WGCC members mentioned that the invitations had not reached the relevant ministry. As of now the invitation has not yet been sent out so the members may keep watch for it.. Maybe it is sent to the Ministries of Justice as the whole work is conducted under the Legal affairs directorate. Lars Lööf is asked to make a presentation of the WGCC cooperation under the working group titled “Regional and national cooperation”. He has accepted to do so.
§ 14. The financial outcome for 2004 was noted. The contributions to the 2005 budget were also noted. Several countries were in the process of sending their contributions. The budget for 2006 was accepted as a draft to be more formally accepted at the autumn meeting.
§ 15. Norway mentioned to the group that part of the contingent that they pay to the EU for their agreement with the EU has been put into a fund from which the new EU members may apply. Children’s issues are prioritised. Many of the issues in the field we work on could possibly be financed through the fund. The website address is: www.eeagrants.org.  It was decided that we will use ten minutes at the next meeting for more information on this. All negotiations are handled by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs in Norway. 
Estonia has set up their national priorities for the protection of harm to children and children in institutions and strengthening the network are the national priorities. 
§ 16. Follow up of the bulleting board: Decision to postpone this discussion. The bulletin board was a suggestion to open up the web site and create a forum that anyone could use to write about issues they feel are important. 
§ 17. Follow up of Laulasmaa summit. Short text to be drafted by the unit. 

§ 18. Election of chair and vice chair. 

Audra Mikalauskaite, Lithuania,  is unanimously elected as chair of the WGCC from 1st of July 2005 until the 30th of June2006.
Björn Bredesen, Norway, is unanimously elected vice chair for the same period. 

§ 19. Decision on the next meeting of the WGCC: Estonia is happy to host the next meeting. The meeting will be held in Estonia on the 20th to 21stof October 2005. 
§ 20. Any other Business: Lars thanks the group for the trust shown by appointing him for another three years as Head of the Children’s Unit.

Eva Ekmehag thanks the group for the cooperation and interest shown by the WGCC for her work during the two years she has been working with the group. 

The Polish hosts, Magdalena Wantola Szumera and Maria Keller Hamela were warmly thanked by the chair and by the entire group for having arranged such an interesting programme both content wise, tourist wise and socially. We will all miss Warsaw.
§ 21. The chair closed the meeting and the Polish hosts invited everyone to lunch.
