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Report of ACYA Workshop 7 March 2009


Summary outcomes

Now in its fourth year, the annual ACYA workshop is designed with the following purposes in mind:

1. To engage with and value the experience of members in a meaningful way around selected topics of the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child (UNCROC) by way of group discussions.

2.  To facilitate preparation for the Alternative Report to the UN Committee for the Rights of the Child (CRC) by focusing discussion on topics that feed into the CRC format, but not overwhelming new participants with too much technical detail that makes them uncomfortable joining in the discussion.

3. To inform members and interested people and organisations about the work that Action for Children and Youth Aotearoa Incorporated (ACYA) does through a review of its Plans for 2008/9 presented to the Annual General Meeting in September 2008, with an update from last year's workshop and a strategic review that is currently being considered.


4.  To recruit new members to ACYA, add new talent to the committee and increase our networking capabilities.

On all four counts, the 2009 workshop was considerable success.  48 people attended (all or part of) the day, from a wide range of organisations, many of them specially targetted in our invitation.  We were pleased to see representatives from Grandparents Raising Grandchildren, Stop Domestic Violence, and Family Safety Teams as well as many friends who have been stalwarts of previous workshops in health, education, justice, and disability agencies.  Four discussion groups meet for two sessions, dividing into three topics:  Violence against children (2 groups), Family Environment, and Poverty. The rich diversity of people in each group meant discussions were lively and produced a depth of useful commentary which will feed into our Alternative NGO Report writing.   Summaries of these discussions are provided below. 

The third aim of the workshop was met in three ways:  

1.  Alison Blaiklock, ACYA Chair, explained the work that ACYA had undertaken following on from the last workshop and explained, through use of slides developed for ACYA’s strategic planning process, the position that ACYA sees itself upholding –bringing a rights perspective to the Children’s Movement, and a Child perspective to the Human Rights movement.  The slides are available on request. 

2.  We were privileged to welcome Dr Cindy Kiro, Children’s Commissioner, as our guest speaker.  Cindy talked about the work she has been able to achieve in her term of office, and about the Alternative Report that she has submitted to UNCROC in anticipation of leaving at the end of April 2009. 

3. In the closing session, Peter Shuttleworth gave a comprehensive summary of ACYA’s work over the past year, outlining in particular our submissions and responses to the Government’s 3rd and 4th periodic Review and UPR.  Judith asked for and received endorsement of the mandate for ACYA to continue its co-ordinating role for the Alternative Report.  Alison summed up the day and thanked the many people who had made the workshop possible: group facilitators, participants, JR McKenzie for on-going financial support and the National Heart Foundation for their generous hospitality.

Our fourth aim, of attracting new members to ACYA and to the committee, has also been successful, and we hope one person will be joining the committee shortly.  A further unexpected outcome was being able to identify a number of younger people with professional or research interests in topics directly relevant to the Alternative Report.  Research projects known amongst participants were identified.

Shahper Vodanovich, University of Auckland Business School – PhD studies on web information for young people’s wellbeing. 

Kosala Krishnan, Child Poverty: To what extent does New Zealand’s primary education make a difference? Centre for Development Studies, University of Auckland.   Thesis to be submitted by 15th July 2009.
Dr Jude Macarthur, "We learn better together" - Working towards Inclusive Education in New Zealand.” A literature review of national and international evidence-based research into inclusive education, to be launched at the end of April (09) by IHC.

Nola Harvey in the Education Faculty, University of Auckland, Sarah Te One, Victoria University of Wellington, and John Waldon, Massey University also bring research contacts and, in the case of Sarah and John recently completed PhD theses.   
We are interested to hear of any other relevant research in progress.

Summary Findings from the Discussion Groups

Groups 1 and 2: Violence against Children.  Twenty people discussed this topic (2 groups x 10), facilitated by Barbara Lambourn, UNICEF and David Kenkel (OCC).  

Key concerns identified in the two groups are summarised under four main headings:

a. Social attitudes within NZ society: a sharp division is seen between the sympathy and compassion shown to younger children and the harsh, punitive attitude shown towards anti-social adolescents. This ‘sympathy switch’ shows up in attitudes to crime and punishment and lack of tolerance or understanding of what it means to be marginalised as ‘youth’. Many people do not like the idea that children and young people have rights. Children’s advocates in society are the last to get attention. Ministry of Social Development children’s advocate programme was judged (in this group)  to be poorly implemented and fragmented.

Children and young people’s rights are breached and abused through lack of adequate funding, eg community partnerships (see p2p, where underfunded Government agencies/communities are unable to deliver on their responsibilities). The Group Special Education (GSE) Maori Strategy, is underfunded so fails to address social issues / context. The reasons and incidence of expulsions and exclusions from school from school needs to be monitored. A language of violence in the media exacerbates social attitudes.

b. Current and future economic difficulties are likely to increase pressures in families and the likelihood of violence. Violence was seen as individual pathology, not a human rights issue associated with poverty. Physical aspects are highlighted, other aspects are not recognised. There is a lack of child poverty measures (and these may be very different from adult measures). CPAG continues to campaign against the discrimination of Working for Families tax relief to those on benefits. Lack of integrated service 
c. Hidden impact of violence

The Domestic Violence Act acknowledges the impact of family violence on children (as witnesses to violence) but typically provides no follow-up actions. Physical needs are addressed, but psychological trauma is not addressed. There is denial of domestic violence to children.  Children fear interventions (by authorities) will make things worse.  Children not covered by protection orders are not able to access services.   As prevention can’t be measured, funds for protection and prevention are inadequate – they only deal with crises.

Certain groups and sections of children are invisible – children with disability, gender, colour, immigration status (refugee/migrant) and those in violent family situations. Gender analysis is needed to give a more complete picture.

Cultural issues create situations of silence: subservient women/children, violence as a norm in some families – men seen as authority. Facilities provided under Corrections (Mothers with Babies) Amendment Act 2008 aren’t child appropriate or safe.    Children of prisoners are ‘silenced’.

d.  Knowledge

There is a lack of knowledge across the system: children lack knowledge of their own rights. Communities need to be better informed/educated, there is a lack of understanding of cause and effect of parenting, and professionals lack knowledge of ‘abuse’.  Information about children at risk comes late – there is a 5-6 year gap before children come to the forefront  (during early years).   Schools have an important role to play in combating Violence against Children (VAC) – a UK model uses UNCROC to ‘live human rights’. Need to move from welfare to rights framework – human rights of children/broader rights framework – UK model.  Human rights should be taught within schools as provided in the 2010 NZ Curriculum.

The groups identified a range of groups of children who were deemed to be 

‘falling through the cracks’: 

Children who are affected by emotional and sexual violence, affected by family violence not addressed or identified, Children with parents with addiction and mental health problems, with parents in prison, missing out on early childhood services, witnessing family violence, experiencing trauma. Truant children, transient children, children in the sex industry, migrant and refugee children, children living in Poverty, with disabilities, in marginalized communities (Northland, rural and East Coast); children whose parents have fallen through the cracks, children in institutions, quiet girls for whom there is a lack of services, female juvenile offenders, children with chronic illness or who are in families with chronic illness (to which we would add transgender children).

Priorities for Action

· Retain S59 amendment to protect children
· Education and Awareness about violence (what is it? Where to go? Who can help?)
· Training judiciary and sub-judiciary in practical application of UNCROC

· Child Impact reports and assessments

· Widespread public education for prevention of violence against Children

· Better relationships with families (Govt. agencies partnering with families)
· Measure effectiveness of programmes
· Generate statistics/ measures on recovery from abuse, building on recommendation of previous report.
· More effective responses in the Justice system to crimes against children including child victim impact statement

· Funding for Child Advocates at area FVIARS (Family Violence Interagency Response System) meetings

· Early intervention – universal funding pre-birth care

· Having specific policies that look at children with multiple issues (A&D, FV etc.)

Questions CRC should ask NZ Government: 

1. Why hasn’t NZ withdrawn the 3 Reservations of UNCROC?

2. What guarantees (statistics, evidence) can you give us that all agencies dealing with violence against children understand, promote and adhere to provisions of Article 42 of UNCROC?

Recommendations CRC could make to NZ Government:

· Child impact assessments (with a timeline)

· Human Rights Education

· Collaborative early intervention

· Review of Agenda for Children, Youth Strategy and Action Plan for HR by 2012 by independent Children’s Authority.

· Research and evaluate programmes of action to deal with violence against children

· Ensure the independent status and adequate resourcing of OCC

· Debate the presumption of maturity of children at age 17 (cf. Article 12).

Group 3: Family and Community Environment group.  Nine participants discussed this topic, facilitated by Sarah Te One.   The group recorded its own summary of the discussion as follows:
Key Issues:  Fragmented provision of resources; services to whanau

Impact of economic recession on well being of children and their families

Attending to children and families experiencing difficulties, disparity, disadvantage, discrimination and separation.

Punitive and welfarist vs. rights based socially just policy and action

Key Recommendations

· Assess impact of economic recession by evaluating the effect of policy and previous Recommendations (cf. 1997, 2003)

· Coherent well-resourced services that are accessible, to all communities eg migrant, disability, young offenders etc.

Key questions

1. What is family? What does ‘family’ mean in different communities?

2. What policies will be implemented to address the economic recession particularly with growing/higher unemployment; falling incomes; increased demands on the benefit system?

3. How will govt. support/enhance communities and community-based initiatives?

4. How is the Govt. promoting UNCROC to families in regard to their responsibilities and roles (Article 42)?

5. How will government attend to children and families experiencing:

· Discrimination

· Disadvantage

· Difficulty and hardship

· Separation

The group also identified the following categories of people as vulnerable to falling through the cracks of policy and practice in relation to the family and community environment:

fathers, children, same sex partners, adults and children with intellectual disabilities; young people in prison, vulnerable families missing out of early childhood education and early intervention, young offenders, teen parents, migrant/refugee children; kids of adults who are unlawfully in NZ, children of unemployed/low income parents.

Group 4: Child Poverty.  Ten participants discussed the impact of poverty on children, facilitated by Sue Copas.

They started their discussion by asking more broadly Who is the Impoverished Child?  The group identified the Child who cannot get:

· Social / emotional/ spiritual/ material/ cultural nurture and support

· Children of imprisoned parents

· Girls

· Beneficiaries

· Students/youth

· And the following as vulnerable to ‘falling between the cracks’:

· Children of unemployed guardian

· New migrant children

· Homeless or constantly shifting home

· Disabled children

· The children of parents who suffer physical and/or mental illness/disability

· Chronic and unmet health and education needs and rights

Discrimination against the poor was seen in the Working for Families policy and its privileging of the employed; the high cost of education, the double discrimination against the poor in inadequately resourced schools who fail to meet the standard of providing“all students with opportunities to achieve for success in the essential learning and skill areas of the New Zealand Curriculum.” Child poverty was seen to be an enduring factor for which there was little recognition.  There is need for a distinct definition for child poverty – separate from general indicators of poverty

What are our priorities for action?

· Commitment to eliminating child poverty at the highest political level
· Shift from Policy that excludes to policy that includes.  
· Change Focus from the family or the household to the Child – change the focus from material/economic measures to a wider focus – factors predictive of enhancing potential
· Commitment to hearing the voices of children
Questions CRC should ask NZ Government:
1.  When will the Government implement the Youth Development Strategy Aotearoa – Youth Health: a Guide to Action?

2.  Will the govt. use its experience in social welfare (the Minister) to eliminate child poverty?

Recommendations CRC could make to NZ Government:

· Raise all benefits to the level of a living income and equal child support for all members of society

· Comprehensive policy to advance the wellbeing and social participation of children and youth  (the policy frameworks for this have already been developed via the Youth Development Strategy Aotearoa (2002) and the Agenda for Children (2002)).  These frameworks have languished and are yet to be comprehensively implemented.

· Child and youth impact assessment across all ministries

New issues not addressed in earlier reports

All of the groups identified matters that UNCROC reporting needs to address in the future and we note these here for reference for our forthcoming Alternative Report. 

Violence groups

· Parity re NGOs- foster and kin care, whanau/fanau care missing out 

· Adolescent targetted services – age up to 18.

· Definition of the Child

· Education information to government /professionals Re UNCROC in policy work

· Young carers

· Bullying at school and at work

· Internet re exploitation (Articles 36, 42)

· Information directly to children

· Children with disabilities access to information

Poverty

· Wellbeing – General progress Index

· How do children themselves define/experience poverty?

· Need a distinct definition for child poverty – separate from general indicators of poverty

Family and community environment

· What educational support is specifically there for children in foster care? Keeping family together when one or both parents have an intellectual disability

· Addressing incidence of children developing intellectual disabilities through neglect/abuse in CYFs foster homes

· Ability to work with whole and extended families – lack of resources

· Lack of paid parental leave

· Support for breastfeeding working mothers

· Current economic policy initiatives eg 9-day fortnight

· Fragmented and lack of co-ordination between social services, NGOs and Government agencies

· Unemployment as a result of recession= increased poverty for children
The value of child impact assessment reports at all levels of policy determination, and implementation was highlighted in every group and strengthens the case for youth participation and child and youth advocacy in every facet of society.

The briefing papers prepared by Peter Shuttleworth for the workshop are appended below.

Judith McMorland

15 April 2009

Appendices

Appendix 1.  ACYA WORKSHOP MARCH 2009 BRIEFING NOTE   

VIOLENCE AGAINST CHILDREN

BACKGROUND
Article 19 of UNCROC requires the State to protect children from all forms of physical or mental abuse or injury, neglect, maltreatment, including sexual abuse, and provide social programmes and supportive programmes (shortened text)

The UN committee in 2003 under the heading “Civil rights and freedoms”  raised under Recommendations 28 
a) issues of expanded services for victims of child abuse
b) increased services and programmes to prevent child abuse
c) improve coordination of services for vulnerable families


Recommendation 30 addressed the need for 
a)amending legislation to prohibit corporal punishment in the home
b) strengthening public education programmes about non violent forms of discipline

The Government’s 3rd & 4th Periodic Report UNCROC page 58 addresses the ill treatment and abuse of children and leads into family violence. The report notes the increased level of reporting of incidents (to Child Youth and Family) and enumerates various government initiatives. The Taskforce for Action on Violence within Families is addressed on page 59.

Page 61 addressed corporal punishment by parents and the amended legislation under Section 59 of the Crimes Act.

QUESTIONS- to prompt discussion

Is child abuse easy to define and act upon in family situations?

Are Government support programmes for child abuse and its avoidance adequate?

What effect will the outcome of the public referendum on section 59 Crimes Act have?

What more should society including the government do to reduce the incidence of child abuse

IMPORTANT PAPERS/REPORTS
ACYA submission to draft Government 3rd & 4th Periodic Report UNCROC Appendix 1
Taskforce for Action on Violence within Families
The First Report – July 2006
The Ongoing programme of Action- December 2007


Extract from ACYA submission to draft Government CRC REPORT

3.2.  Violence Against Children And Young People

3.2.1   Keeping children safe from violence was a top priority in the New Zealand Action Plan for Human Rights.

3.2.2   The rights of children to be protected from violence and to receive help if they have been harmed and mistreated is a repeated theme of UNCROC, with Articles 2, 3, 4, 6, 12, 13, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 30, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38 and 39 being especially relevant. 

3.2.3   Neither the Social Report 2008 or the Children and Young People Indicators of Wellbeing in New Zealand 2008 report any statistics to identify the extent of violence to children except that of the under 15 year mortality rate. With 4,800 children in care and protection placements (OCC Statement of Intent 2008), 12,161 children protected in Women’s Refuge and 7,924 children involved in protection orders (acknowledging these are not cumulative figures) there is evidence of a substantial problem.

3.2.4   The UN Committee will be most interested in the changes to Section 59 of the Crimes Act. We recommend that the Report expand on this, including some of the challenges faced and current information about the diverse views of adults and children. Mention should also be made of the forthcoming referendum attempting to reverse this legislation.  

3.2.5   There is a description of the important work of the Family Violence Taskforce. The UN Committee will want to know if the Government is developing a comprehensive programme – a programme which has clear objectives, sufficient resources, timeframes and milestones, and responsibilities for leadership and implementation – to end violence against children. The Report should include evaluations of the outcomes of the important work of Child, Youth and Family.
3.2.6   The Report should also provide more detailed information on what is done to support children who have experienced and witnessed violence. 

3.2.7  Providing information about violence applies to reporting on progress against a number of Articles. For example, under Article 24, the Report should acknowledge the extent of the shortage of child and youth mental health workers, describe the impact this has on services including those that assist children who have been abused, and what measures are underway to address this.

3.2.8   Have the evaluation results of the New Zealand Family Violence Prevention Strategy been made public yet? There is overwhelming evidence that children and young people who witness or are subjected to family violence, in turn often become perpetrators of violence in adulthood.  What evidence can the government show that the cycle of inter-generational violence and abuse is being broken by the strategies proposed?

FAMILY ENVIRONMENT AND ALTERNATIVE CARE

5. 28   Abuse and Neglect 
What reviews and evaluations have been done or are being planned in the following: 

· Of programmes that aim to prevent domestic violence and child abuse to ensure they are  effective, sufficiently resourced and co-ordinated?

· To review if there are adequate numbers of trained and experienced staff with access to sufficient financial and other resources and at appropriate locations throughout New Zealand to investigate and respond to allegations of child abuse in a timely way, and assist with the recovery of children who have been abused?

· To review if services and programmes for assisting children recover from child abuse sufficient, timely, co-ordinated and effective?

· To review if services are appropriate for children and families from different ethnic and linguistic communities?

Appendix 2. ACYA WORKSHOP MARCH 2009 BRIEFING NOTE

FAMILY ENVIRONMENT AND ALTERNATIVE CARE


BACKGROUND
The Convention Articles in summary for this topic are:
5. State to respect the right of parents and others to help children understand their rights
18 (1 & 2). Parents rights to bring up children
9-11, 20 & 25. Separation of children from either parent, State care, family reunion, trafficking
21. adoption

The UN Committee report 2003 Recommendations, in summary form, paragraphs 32 & 34 say: 

a) the need for adequate numbers of qualified social workers

b) ensure Child Youth and Family delivers appropriate services

c) ensure children in care have periodic reviews of their treatment

d) Adoption processes to meet Convention requirements

The Governments 3rd & 4th Periodic Report CRC report pages 48-56 has these headings
     Strengthening the child protect system
     Child Youth and Family services
     Children’s rights in State Care
     Improving social workers qualifications
     Parental guidance
     Families commission
     Care of Children Act
     Separation from parents
     Adoption


QUESTIONS

· How does Child Youth and Family demonstrate it is appropriately coping with demand for its services?

· Can the permanency policy for children in care be seen to be effective?
What evidence is there of an adequate and appropriate pool of foster parents?
What is the outcome of the Care and Protection Blueprint?

· How are families receiving adequate assistance to cope with children who need help?
Are children in care receiving regular reviews of their care?

· What needs to be done to improve the adoption process?

IMPORTANT PAPERS/REPORT
Care & Protection Blueprint
ACYA submission to draft Government 3rd & 4th Periodic Report UNCROC-Appendix 1



Extract from ACYA submission to draft Government CRC REPORT

5. 28   Alternative Care; What reviews and evaluations have been done or are being planned in the following: 

· To review if services are appropriate for children and families from different ethnic and linguistic communities?

· As to whether there will be sufficient foster parents available in the future and whether sufficient support and assistance (financial and practical) is provided to family members and foster parents who care for children whose parents are unable to care for them adequately?

· Of the numbers and experiences of “street children” and the services available to help them? (There is a description of some services on pages 155-156, paras 8.84 – 8.88)

· Of the experiences of children and young people held in Child, Youth and Family facilities and whether there are adequate safeguards?

· Of the opportunities children and young people have to express their views about their placement, and services? 

· Of the experiences of children in care – including the transition arrangements and experiences of young people ending care when they turn 17 years?

· As to whether existing complaints procedures are effective for the children concerned?

· As to whether the systems for review of placement and treatment of children in care are adequate, and do they enable the voice of the child to be heard and taken into account when decisions are made?

· As to whether the integration of Child Youth and Family into the Ministry of Social Development has improved services to children, young people, and youth?

5.28.1   What happened with the implementation of the Care and Protection Blueprint 2003?

5.28.2  What progress is being made in following up the findings of the Ministry of Social Development report, Children at Increased Risk of Death from Maltreatment and Strategies for Prevention?

5.28.3  The Office of the Children’s Commissioner has a statutory responsibility to monitor the Children, Young People and their Parents Act 1989 and the operation of the Government Department that implements it.  What are the mechanisms set up to ensure this happens?

5.29   Parental guidance 

To what extent does legislation support parents having primary responsibility for the upbringing and development of children and reflect that this responsibility must be based on the best interests of the child? How accessible to adults and children is education about parenting and the care of children? Are there plans to expand paid parental leave to other parents (para 5.18)?

Are there sufficient affordable early childhood education and out-of-school-care centres (paras 5.11, 5.102)? How many children spend time without adult supervision because their parents have to work and there are no alternative caregivers available? Are overseas-based children being educated in New Zealand without proper parental care?
5.30   Separation from parents 

How many children live apart from one or more parent and / or step-parent? How easy is it for children to access counselling when their parents separate? What evaluations have been done, or are planned, of how well the Care of Children Act and the Family Court works for children? 

5.31   International students

The situation of international students attending schools in New Zealand should be described in some detail. How many international students attend school in New Zealand? Who are their caregivers? What are their ages? What are their special issues? What follow up has there been on the 2007 review of the circumstances of very young and/or vulnerable international students in New Zealand?

5.32   Family Reunification 

To what extent are immigration laws and practices appropriate for the reunification of children and their families? Under what circumstances are children detained (para 5.46)?

5.34   Adoption 

We recommend that this paragraph be expanded on with much more detail provided on the problems caused by the current outdated legislation, the key issues the government wishes to address in adoption law reform, and what is meant by “a considered and comprehensive approach is being taken to reviewing these complex issues.” 

5.35   The Hague Convention 

Is there evidence of children being taken out of or brought into New Zealand in breach of the Hague Convention? How often does this happen? Is New Zealand considering entering into further multilateral or bilateral agreements to protect children? Is there any conflict with the Care of Children Act?

Appendix 3.   ACYA WORKSHOP MARCH 2009 BRIEFING NOTE: 

CHILD POVERTY
 

BACKGROUND
Article 27 of UNCROC requires children’s right to a standard of living adequate for the child’s physical, mental, spiritual, moral and social development. Parents and the State have obligations to assist in this matter.  Sub section 4 addresses recovery of maintenance.

The  UN Committee 2003 Recommendation, No 42, under the heading Basic health and Welfare – standard of living,  shall ensure parents and especially single parents have an adequate standard of living.... and the State is to ensure assistance is given to Maori and Pacific Island families(shortened version)

The Government 3rd & 4th Periodic Report UNCROC pages 71-73 address the issue under headings of improved living standards and in particular “Working for Families”
Under appendix 3 of the report there are various tables: see table 22

QUESTIONS -  to prompt discussion

How do we evaluate the obligations of Article 27?

What needs to be done to eliminate child poverty in New Zealand?

What definition(s) of poverty is appropriate and what is the Government’s position?

Which  particular sections of the community are vulnerable?

What are there child maintenance issues that need to be addressed?

IMPORTANT PAPERS/REPORTS
Left Behind – report by Child Poverty Action Group
A Fair Go for all Children- OCC : addresses child poverty
CPAG v Attorney general: re beneficiaries not eligible for Working for Families package
ACYA submission to draft Government 3rd & 4th Periodic Report UNCROC-Appendix 1
Social Report 2008-Populations with low incomes – page 62


Extract from ACYA submission to draft Government CRC REPORT

3.1    Child Poverty

3.1.1 This topic is addressed under the heading “Standard of Living” Article 27 on pages 100-103. The common theme is the apparent success of Working for Families which has undoubtedly greatly reduced the number of children and young people in poverty. 

3.1.2 Child Poverty Action Group is making a submission which we endorse. We also endorse submission from NZAAHD.
3.1.3   A substantial number of New Zealand children and young people, however, continue to experience poverty.  Maori children and young people, Pacific children and young people, those in one-parent families, those where the family income is from a benefit, and those who themselves have a disability or have a family member with a disability, are especially likely to be living in poverty. 

3.1.4   It is very troubling that it is the poorest children whose situation has not been improved by Working for Families, and even more so as many of them will be already experiencing other forms of discrimination and disadvantage. Working for Families only helps children in families where a parent or carer is working. Yet it is the children of beneficiaries who experience the greatest hardship. Recent tax cuts did not assist the children of beneficiaries. 


3.1.5 We recommend that the Report provide more detailed information and analysis about child poverty, and the impact of child poverty. Such information can be found in the reports:

· Children and Young People Indicators of Wellbeing 2008(Ministry of Social Development)

· A Fair Go for All Children (Office of the Children’s Commissioner and Barnardos, 2008)

· Left Behind (Child Poverty Action Group, 2008)
· Atlas of Socio-economic Deprivation in New Zealand NZDep2006 (Ministry of Health, 2008)

· Monitoring the Health of New Zealand Children and Young People (New Zealand Child and Youth Epidemiology Service, 2007).

3.1.6  The New Zealand Action Plan for Human Rights made extensive recommendations about what needs to be done to eradicate poverty and saw child poverty as a top priority. Two key reports released this year also made recommendations on what needs to be done to eradicate child poverty:

Left Behind recommended:

· Income tax and benefit actions

· Health actions

· Housing actions

· Education actions

· Social hazard actions

A Fair Go For All Children recommended actions to:

· Give children a good start

· Support parents to work

· Ensure adequate income for all children with families

· Set goals and targets.

3.1.7  It would be helpful for the UN Committee to know what the Government’s responses to the specific recommendations in these quoted reports have been. The UN Committee will want to know if the Government is developing a clear and comprehensive programme – a programme which has clear objectives, sufficient resources, timeframes and milestones, and responsibilities for leadership and implementation – to end child poverty (as was promised in the Agenda for Children).
3.1.8 The UN Committee will be especially interested in the Child Poverty Action Group Incorporated v Attorney General. We recommend detailed information be provided about this case.

3.1.9  Poverty impacts on children’s opportunities to enjoy other rights. For example, the Report should expand on the effects of poverty on education, and what mitigating action is being undertaken by Government. Differential regional demographics and access to resources also impact detrimentally on children’s opportunity.  With the current financial and economic turmoil children will inevitably be affected.

3.1.10  Has the Government plans to set an official child poverty line? 

5.33   Recovery of maintenance 

What measures are taken to ensure that the child's best interests are the paramount consideration? For how many children is the scheme of direct benefit? What happens to the child if a parent does not pay or owes payments?  How many parents pay or do not pay maintenance in various ways?  How many owe maintenance in various ways? What levels of debt are there? Where do parents who owe maintenance live? For which countries does New Zealand have reciprocal arrangements
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