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DAY 1 (25 SEPTEMBER)
Protection of Chi l drenos R

Opening Ceremory

The first day of the semindevoted to the Cooperation betweembDdsnen from Eastern
Partnership Quntriesstarted with an official opening ceremony during wetdtomespeeches
by Prof. Irena Lipowicz, Human Rights Defender of the Republic of Patehdjr. Antoine
Grezaugd Director of Cabinein the Officeof the Defender of ights of theFrench Republic
were presented.

Prof. Irena Lipowicz welcomed the guasts participantsn her own behalf and on behalf of
the Ombudsman Office of thEérench Repblic the ceorganizers of the projec®he also
thanked thedifferent institutionalactors engaged in the implementation of the prajett
highlightedhe importance of sharing of experiencedhanthct that itimes of crisis, sure and
certain investents suclas investing in human rights asededThe universalsubjectsof
utmost importanceselected for the seminashich werementionedwere the protection of
children and the situation pérsonsvith disabilitied?rof. Lipowicz o assured thatdé guests
wouldbe able to have contacts with institutions and persons of key importance in the field of the
protection of human rights and freedoms in Pol@tiier details of the seminar programme
were also announced by the Human Rights DeferRtef. Lipowicz then expressed her
conviction that the seminar wougldvide its participants with food for thought and reflection
and constitute a good ground for planning the future of the joint proggading the choice of
topics for future seminar§o corclude, Prof. Lipowicz expressed her hope that the seminar
would be a pleasameixperiencgresented some further organizational datadlgjave the floor

to Mr. Grezaud.

Mr. Grezaud welcomed Prof. Lipowicz, all the guests and partieipdrdapologizedf the
absence of Mr. Baudis, the Defender of Rajtitee French Republitie alsanentionedsome
facts related to the history of the Eastern Partnehsinp the perspective of the French
Defender of RightsHe thenpresented the other members of thenEh delegatiofiom the
Office of the Defender of RightsamelyMs. Marie Derain, Defender of Childr&eputy to the
Defender of RightgndMs. St ® p i€ a n rEeropearand International Affairs Officeand
their participation in the projediext, he thanked the Europedimion for supporting the
initiativeand stated thahe Office of the Defender of Rights wadso highly interested in the
themes of the semin&te also anounced that the initiative wolle continued in the following
year.

Then he guests were asked to pressmirt speechebir. Andrzej GrzybMEP, Vice-Chair of

the Subcommittee on Human Rights of the European Parlidinaerkied the orgesers and
talked abouthe position of the Eastern Partnership countriehi@ndhe initiative of sharing
experiences and gopdacticeshad been presented at the European Parliament in 2011 and
included in a report opening a new era of human rights in the Europearaldaibnked with

the introduction of the Treaty of Lisbdte also cited number of other documeratsd studies
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in whichinformation on the initiative was includdd. Grzyb also reminded that it was the year
of Janusz Korczak andthh¢e o pi ¢ o f c¢c hi | d rbe anéaticed alsgdué tethat o u | d
fact.

Mr. Grzyb waghankedby Prof. Lipowiczfor mentioning Janusz Korczak wlas a person
who changed perspectives for childrenvamaol perceived them as citizens and humansbeing
havinggreatdignity.

Ms. Ewa Synowied;dead of European Commission Representation in Ptianéed the

organisrs for the invitation and congratulated them on the initiative and expressed her happiness
due to tke fact that further seminars were beiagned in the futur@&he speaker highlighted

the importance of errors in experience and best pt i ces sharing as | ea
mistakes can be very fruitf@he also expredséer belief that the seminar wagoa
preparation for eethe European citizenso vy

Prof. Lipowicz thefintroduced the persons respblesfor the orgaragion ofthe seminar and

assured the previous speaker that errors would be taken into consideration as well. Then she
introduced the moderator of thest panel Ms . Kr y st Lhed Sp&cialstc avisians k a |,
for Judicial Proceedings, Department for Crintiaal in the Officeof the Human Rights
Defendernf the Republic of Polarahdannounced the speakers taking part in thespduaring

that day.

Panel 1. Pr ot ecightsomi@rinronbl Ch i
Law

Protection of the Rights of Child Victims in the systenof Polish Criminal

Law

Il n turn, Ms . Kupczyzska once again highligh
foll owed with the pr esentaiminabawsysten condentratidgr e n 6 s
on two aspects, namely protection from domestic violence »aral abusevhich were
highlighted with special legal a8t mentioned a PoliskttArom 2005amended in 201on
counteracting domestic violemdgch tookinto considerain the need to protect chiettims.

She stressed thditet Act separated the npetrator from the victim and statedittht wasthe

perpetrator who hatb leave the apartment, not the victMeasures of implementing the
injunction to use the flat were also discussedsmentioned that a Nationatdgramme of
counteracting doméstviolence was also put in placel an annual report on the matteis

submitted to théarliamenf the Republic of Poland 2012 showing a considerable rise of

public awarenesBhe establishment of the National Partnership for the Protectionldre@hi

from Violencewith the participation of a number NfGOs which organized a vast social
campaigragainst violenaand other actionserealso spoken abouthe issue of baby victims

and the special mode of hearing of childgemo the age of fifteesong withthe difficulties

linked withits implementatiowounteractedhy the Gnbudsmarnwerethen presented by Ms.

Ku p ¢ z yAdsafk act. prepared to amend treeoff hearing procedures in case of children

was briefly presentedith speciaimpact on hildren with health problemBhe speaker also

briefly talked about the proposal of friendly hearing rpoesentedby t he Nobodyds
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Foundation Then, she presented the measbrngtaken by the Polis@mbudsmanin
cooperation with other actarsorder to fight sexual abusamhors a crimeon the risat that
time due to the availability of the Interrad their outcome¥he measures presentathong
others,inclucedthe efforts to rise thage to which children werevered by special peotion
the introduction of grooming as a new form of caevell ageneral ws of counteracting
pedophiliaand rising social awareness.

Prof. Lipowicz thanked the speaker and asked her to take over the full moderation of the panel.

Ms. Krystyna Kupgzz s ka 1 nvited Mshief Speniaist faom the Officel of ther a
Commissioner for Human Rights of the Republic of Azerbaijake the floor.

Protection of Childrends Rights

Ms. Novruzovapresented the characteristics of the protection af chel n 6 sincludingg ht s
awareness risimgAzerbaijan and cooperation of different state amdtate also international,
actors in this respect since the regaining of independence by the whightrjostered the
introduction of important reforms itne field. The speaker also enumerated a number of
internationat r eat i es and conventions on chidndlr ends
various activities related to the subjdst Novruzova also presented feerbaijan NGO
Alliance on Chilen 6 s R i g ht was eoapératihgithathe iOmbudsmanncluding the
establishmentof the Children Rights Clinic ellvork The scope of activities of the
Commissioner for Human Righdaad their outcomes were atatked abouin detail with
special imact put on monitoring, resear@articipation in law draftirgnd cooperation with
relevantbodies and institution§ubsequentlyhe speaker talked about thetivities of the
Center for @ i | dRigbtsicdeated witihe help of UNICEFand ofthe ChildResource Center

for the Ombudsman Initiatives such ahe year 2009 which was the Year of thikd Gn
Azerbaijanand the National Actionl&h which resulted from #&s well agthe Month of

Chi |l dr e n & s edReadyhvers describgdaim defithe end of the presentation, the
speakeexpressed her hope that as the cooperation of differentcacttmnsied the problems

of children in Azerbaijan will be gradually solved.

Ms . Kupczyzska t hank e dthetnbxe speakeisa kamara Tenticc ann o
Consultant Principal, Service Children Protection in the Center for Human Rights of the
Republic of Moldova.

Protection of Childrends Rights i1 n Mol
Ms. Tentiuc presded therole and theactivities of the @budsman fo€C h i | dighesafthe R
Republic of Moldoyaa fairly recent institutionand acquainted the participants whi most

important legal developments in the ea of protect iimthat codntryc hi | dr
including theinfluence of the UNConvention onthe Rights of the ChildOne of the
developments cited was a free hotline for abused chddnrea.ng t he chi |l dr eno:

often violated in Moldova, the speaker mentioned the right to Inegditénation and the right
to educationThe importance of cooperation with the media was also stressed by Ms. Tentiuc.

Ms . Krystyna Kupczyzska thanked the speaker
discussion.
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Discussion Time

Prof. Lipowiczamentioned that there wakso a free hotline for all citizens in Poketdup with
thehelpot he Nobodyds C.Hntheaontext of thethingsthat failednasise
mentionedhat there werstill not enough friendly hearing rcofar childen and that there was
also the problem of irregular minor migrants staying in detention centers without eshacation
that these issuagerebeing discussed witie Minister of Interioat that moment

The question that followdtbm a representative ofeGrgia waaddressed tMs.Kup czy zs k a
and was connected with the methods of enforcement of the injunction to leave the apartment by
the perpetrator of violence in Poland and its relation to the right to pmopasgs when the
perpetrator ownetthe apgment.

Mr . Kupczyzska replied that there had been
need for the perpmator to leave the apartment wagy temporary and stressed that the
injunction to leave the apartment waagenal legal remedy e preparatory proceedings and

that it did notsolve the prolkim of assets. It was noted that the perpetratasbliged to leave

the flat, if not, some more drastic mezssguch as temporary arrest cbaldpplied.

A representative of Moldova alsdestahatm their country even if somebody waes owner of
the flathe or shevould also havie leave it

One of the participants stated their opinion that the experience af &waMoldova in this
respect wabeing seen agery positive and that imeir country due to apppriate legal
regulations it wate victim of the crime whoadto leavethe apartment and move to centers
for victims.

A speaker from Poland informed that for some time there was also a tendency to move in the
direction of estalslhing centers fovomen and for children who weretims of domestic
violence, whiclvas very costly, btitatat that moment it was the perpetrator whoehekoice

between leaving the apartment and being put in a detention center. She also mentioned tha
Austrian studies shedthat this solution is not that costly for the state as most perpetrators go
live with their parents and start a newsbf¢he state does not have to provide accommodation

to them in most cases.

Another speaker mentioned the faet in thé country the perpetrators hedparticipate in a
special recovery programme and asked aboptatexdure of forcing perpetrators out of the
apartment.

A speaker from Poland replied thas is a preventive sasure, the perpetrator receigad
injunction to leave a flatittv a time limit, and if it didlot happen mar strict preventive
measures would @pplied andhat they would bemplemented by the body whiohdered
them.

Another participanfrom Armeniaonce again raised the questidncollision of these
proceedings with the right to property and brought up the example of Awhengathe right
to propety coutl be limited only by decision of a court of law, not a prosecutor. The person
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asked whether it was correct to have mereglyappe cut or s deci si on to d
right to property.

A speakerrbm Poland replied that there waasossibility for the perpetrator to file a complaint
concerni ng tdécision@nddhereticeurtatter viosldekamined by a court,uth
assuring he protection of the perpetratordos right

A speaker from Moldova added that in their country in cases whejadgyuents were not
respected, the police would csercive measures.

A representative from Potholarified that in herountryall the preventive measures which were
freedomlimiting hadto be controlled by eourt. It was also said that temporary detention was
only the competence of a court, so compdaainst a decision of a court wouldhecked by a
higher instanceourt.

A speaker from Ukraine asked a question conggrrocedural deadlines, ite limits to be
obeyed by the perpetrator as regards leaving the apartment. lvég salds country, the child
would beimmediately taken away from parents by al seaiker assisted by a doctor if its life
and healthverein danger, the deadline for the court to issue a decision beingdurembyrs.

Another speaker asked once more about defined deadlines ensuring the removal of the
perpetrator from the flat.

A speakerrbm Poland repd that preventive measures cdaddenforced immediately and
added that the egpability of the perpetrator wasised by the perspective of stricter measures
such as detention arrest.

One of the participants noted that in Geoig criminal cases concerningars, prosecutors
and judges wegeipposed to have good pedagogical and peyiciad education and that it was
not the casenitheir country andvanted to know if other countries also encounter such
difficultiesand whatole didthe Ombudsman play in such cases.

A participantstated that judges were obliged to enhance their qualifications also in this respect
and that during a hearing, also an expert psychologist attended to ensure that the child was well
cared forAlsothe existence of special family diagnostic centers was brought up.

Another partipant wanted to know what happened when the motheh&gaerpetrator as
especially smaller children are very attached to their mothers and stated her opinion that there
shoud be special trainings for parents on how to raise children.

A speaker from Poland stated that the question ofdtieer being the perpetrator veasplex
andthati n Pol and t h e putihthd ficsBptace,bse theechild should desplaced i
suchconditionswvhere it wouldhave proper conditions for development.

Ms . K u p aldeg thas ik Roland, alcohothe main cause of domestic violenu® that
leaving a flat was a painful consequence whichleadltb overcoming of the addictiGmne
then thanked everyone for their attention and announced a coffee break.
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Panel 2 . Protection ofw Chi

The moderator, Ms . MaGgorzata €wirtcziak,
the Officeof the Human Rights Defider of the Republic of Polanalviied the participants
back,announcedhe speakers taking part in thatt of the seminar and gave the floor to Mr.

Denp

Mi chaG Kubal ski, Seni or Specialist, Di vi si c

Department for @il Law in the Officeof the Human Rights Defendef the Republic of
Poland

Interests of the Child in Practice of Family Courts from the Perspective of

the Human Rights Defender of the Republic of Poland

Mr. Kubalski greeted the participamtsoducedthe topic of his presentati@md the issue of

t he defi niti o,nwhiahfwadlehriotl sttidls defined tinetle ePslish lavkich
allowedthe amending of provisions according to changing condittemspaker stated that
following the @nvention onthe Rightsof the Child it neededo be assumed that the interest of
the child wasof primaryvaluein Polandand that this appliemlso to relations between parents
and childrerand wasn line with theConvention orHuman RightsHe then pointé out to
competencies of tHeolish Human Rightsddenderjn this topicandto several main areas in
whichthe citizens addresee Ombudsmann matters related to wkking and interests of the
child He explained that then@dbudsmanvas functioningsic the triple division of powetkat

he could apply for #egislative initiative and he coslgbmit applications to the Polish
Constitutional fibunal and opinions on draft abist that his role wabmited to rights and
freedoms of persoria the tertiory of Polandand subject to the principle stibsidiaryMr.
Kubalski then added that themBudsmanwas monitoringthe activities of other public
authoritiesand bodieswas actingas a prosecutor in famitasesand cooperatedith the
Ombudsman for Chlirenas their competences weoenplementarylhe fact that the cases of
family matters are very delicate and often exploited by theam@édreatin many cases the
Ombudsman ha® choose the lesser ewvds also highlighte@ihe problem of children ued
thirteen was alsoentioned as these childrengiven special protection hetcriminalaw and
they areheard in a special wayen though they aseen as having partial capacity for legal
mattersThe categries of matters where citizesegk th©Omb uds mands hel p as
speaker were the following: fathers wishing to deny their fathes$tabtishing contacts with
the child establishing alimonies, raising them or enforcing the already adjudicateducies

a growing number of gasconcerning alimonies from abro@lde issugof t h Euro @rphans
and of the children ©6hi ghand treic relaidwith thebHaguea d
Convention weralso raisedsumming up, the speaker staiddrring to the observatiomade

by Prof. Wanda Stojanowskat the interest of the child waisthe core oéll legal provisions
concerni ng andihé whisotal thecases iwigeke tthenbudsman had sayThe
speaker then thanked the audience for their attention.

Ms €wirtczak thanked the speaker and gave

by

t

h
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Taking into Account the Best Interest of the Child in the Choice of the Place

of Residence after the Parentsdo Separ e
Ms. Derairexpressed her happiness tutae fact that the entewas takinglace in the country

of Janusz Korczakhe father othec hi | d r e $hé menttosd ghht the institution of the

Defender of Childremxists in France since 2011. She declared that apart from the supreme
benefit of the child, they deedlit was necessary also to setlimdas t he c hThéndds i n
she @ve the following explanatidnis in rdation to cases where a childvisig in incomplete
familiesandan issue isroughtuporhow t o t ake t he c hnisicdéases.i nt er
The point of reference adopted whaes definition developed liye Commissioner for Human

Rights in the Quncil of Europea general principle ardprocedural requirement in which

public bodies taking the decision haweexamine the situati and se¢o what extent it was
compatible with the best interest of the chite specificef an individual case also hawbe

taken into account and a comprehensive methodologlingcduspecial questionnaire lhesen

developed for the purposesasfsessing the situation in safeseparation of parents and in

cases of adoptiokVhileassessing the situation in sa$eeparation of parents, factors such as

the specific needs and yak well as thematurity and stability of the situatminthe child are

taken into accounonly then the situation of the paseisexamined, including the factors of the
relationwith the child and its securifinen the relation between passisexaminedn cases of

adopton several additional issues areeaiamined.

After finishing her speedids. Derain thanked the participants for their attention.

Ms . Ewirtczak thanked the speaker, congratul
team and expressed bdpat the French ®budsman woullde willingto share the documents
mentioned as they sesthto be of univeld value. Then the moderagave the floor to Ms.

Nato Antia, a lawyer at Child and Woman Rights Geritre Officeof the Public Defender of

Georgia.

The Chil dds Ri ghtJudcial PBaedHgsar d i n Ci vi
Ms. Antiastarted with providing the partigiggwith information about theuBlic Defender of
Georgia, who hathe authority to address special recommendations to state body officials or
legal persanwhose actions viotk human ights and freedom$he also stated ththe
Defender disposeaf a special Center fohitire n 6 s R i @dtivitiss werbaised lon the
Convention on theiBhts of the Gild and which aimeat protecting and popularizing the rights

of children.lt wasadded thatni line with the @nvention, e child haso be given a right to
express itself freely in all the matters that edfidecdnd to be heard, in accordance with its age
and maturitynd that the question of age at which the child iseeaioughfor its viewshasa

big weight according to the codite deduced rule from thisveas f ol | ows : a chil
be heard when a given chiéden at a very young agesapable of forming it and is able to
express jteven in a nexerbal wayjn the administrative and judicial proceedings in accordance
with the domestic lawEhe speaker emphasized that every effort sheutthé¢o ensure that

the child hadhe opportunity to expregs views to the court as it waally importanthat the

cout fully understoodhe position and opinion of the chadd that it needed to be determined

still how the capacity af child to express its views ccagdadjudicated considering its maturity

and abilityMs. Antia also mentioned certain problems irGémrgian legislatippuch aghe
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onerelated tathe process a@doption in which there at the moment weygprocedures for
establishing the true interestha# child or where the right to proteati of private life of a child
wasviolated in certainrcumstancesShe lowever cited some limitationadoption, namely a
provision which prohibits adoption of children aged ten or older without their coasenthe

case of younger children there wagsoblem in terms of taking their opinion into aw®ration
inGeorgiawh i ch i s a vi ol antlighbohtheddhventidnThe dcom@exifyef r i g h
the issue of maturity of children was also addressed along with a conviction that the person
taking decisions should provide a child with alleébessary information for it to understand its
situation.Ms. Antia then enuméea the recommendations of the Publefddder of Georgia

for public bodiessuch as the one addressed to the Minister otiLabocerning the need to
elaborate specific redidas for establishing the best interest of the éttilthe end, she stated

he conviction that the Georgiaaffament should amendment the provisions of Georgian law
concerning adoption and foster parenting in view of the best interest of the child.

Ms. €wirtczak thanked the speaker and gave t
of Commissioner, Head of the Department for the Rights of the Childlid¢oimination and
Gender Equalitin the Officeof the Ukrainian Parliament CommissidoeHuman Rights.

Protection of Childrends Rights 1 n Ci\
Ms. Philipishyna started by saying that protection bfi | dr ends r i dokehs i n
declared a strategic national priority and that the country was onersf thig memlers to

ratify the ©nvention in 1991, the year its independence was d&harato explained that the
policy of taking care of a child in recent years was declared in a very active way and that some
positive achievements in the area were visibleaintéegs and in the form of normative
documents in line with international standards. A number of legal documents related to the
matter wa also mentioned including the Law on the Protection of Childhood, theo@avdfC
Ukraine regulating issues coneeatih the assets of the child, the FamdgeCregulating the

child's rights connected with the origin and duties and rights of parents in relation to the child
and many other related issulesluding the right with no age limit of the child to be heard
matters that concern it, the Civil Procedwde aw on Ensuring Organizational and Legal
Conditions for Social Protection of Orphans and Children Deprived of Parentalh€are
speaker characterized the biggest problem forin&kesthe mechanismsvhich allow
implementinghose rights and the most pi&iatic issue in this respentionedvasdefining

the place of residence of a child linkedhto groblem of implementing therwentionby

Ukraine within theillegal moving of childrerAnother prblematic areanentioned by the
speaker were the right of the child to receive alimony in relation tcshéhistated that her

Office workedvery intensely, the exercise of right to residence and the issue of taking children
away from their parents andamaing between necessity and justification. Then Ms. Philipishyna
elaboratedn detailon thehistory,position rightsand activities of the OmbudsmanUiraine

andof the Cffice which weraimed at protecting the rights of childf@me also providedtda

on applications received by thenkudsman, which inded applications concernitige
protection of rights during the adoption or foster procedures, rights of children to the place of
residence, sexual exploitation and abuse, right to alimony, hedperrabhintenance and other
issuesThe issue ofesidence obrphans and orphanages in Ukraing measures planned to
improve the mattexerealso brought up in the presentatidnthe end, the speaker defined the
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topics important for the actia ofthe Ombudsman, namelynplementing the concept of
establishing special legislation for children, regulation of children's rights, of children who are
born of foster mothers, of refugee children, of children staying in Ukrainian territory without
parentsash t he protection of economic emigrantsa©ad

Ms . Ewirtczak thanked the speaker, announce
participants to ask questi@ml exchange experiences.

Discussion Time

The first question was addressed to the representative of Ukraine and concernedlitje possibi
of creating a special state comgpéon in cases when alimony nedaid and then penalizing

the perpetrators.

The representative of Ukraine ghat in cases where the parent had no revenue amdtwas
able to pay alimony thezeuldbe some kinaf state aid given to the other parent and added
that the law in Ukraine forespenal liability for intentional avoidance of alimony payment.

The next question was addressed to the representative of Azerbaijan and cologeiored
with parents pointgnout toa concrete family and how it viesated according the law as in
Poland there wasproblem related to this matter resulting in a sort of human trafficking.

The representative of Azerbaijan rdphat such a private adoption Weabidden byaw.

The question tdrwards concerned the matteclafinging care after parents splErance and

how this issue wassolved by law theat that timeThe person asking the di@ssaid that in

Poland this waguite a new issue and that there ayanciple that the court toakto account

such an greement between parents if it matsagainst the interest of the child and mentioned

an interesting case of a child which by ruling of the Irish court was supposed to live alternately a
year in Polandhd a year in Ireland.

The representative of Franeplired thatheir country hathken the decision not to adopt any
concrete principles for alteting guardianship and that it wassidered on a case by case basis.
The person added that studies shHwt @lternating guardianshimat that easy for a child to
adapt to and that this systemas beneficial for children younger than three. It was also stated
that the case of the example of the ruling of the Irish court would be inadmissible in France.

The Pllowing question concerned the existence of allowances for parents who adopt disabled
children.

One of the participants respoddbat in their country there wasgh an aid and also that foster
family custodians also recdiwe monthly support anthere wasa draft act being prepared
concerning these matters.

A representative from Ukraine mentioned thaptioblem of paying alimonies a&k® vital in
their country and that they suggésteating a special alimony fund.

Ms . € wi r t clzha speakensamd Istatet thdekd the topic of alimonies aasirrent
problem in every country and it would be useful to mention this very important topic during



COOPERATION BETWEEN OMBUDSMEN FROMEASTERNPARTNERSHIPCOUNTRIES

other meetings. She then provided the participants with practical information cdnoeming
and the agenda for the rest of the day.

Visit at the Office of the Ombudsmanfor Children
and Meeting with the Ombudsman for Children,
Mr. Marek Michalak

Mr. Michalak greeted the participants expiessed his happiness that talks on the topie of th
Polish solutions concerning the protection of children's rights and institutmabzisye in

such protection wergoing to take place. He then followed with a detailed presentation of the
institution he represents including history, definjtrotes powersand the relevant legal basis.

He then presented his activity subdivided into different levels: individual activities, controlling
activities, activities of legislative nature, promotion of children's rights and education concerning
children’'s rigis. Mr. Michalak brough t h e s p e a koae oftlhe biggedt aclmevements t o
in Poland concerning the protection of children, namely the statutory prohibition of beating
children.He also talked about the complexity of certain situations and thdieemadgefor

example between supporting families and taking the children away from theivfemitiesir

security wathreatenedwhich isa painful experience.

Discussion Time

One of the participantssked a question concerning the procedurenafhimg the perpetrator
in case of repeated offences.

Mr. Michalak replietthat even offences whialererepeated shoulddé to punishment and that
it hadto be bornen mind that the @budsman could ndake the work of thenforcement
bodies and thatthwaghere to control and monitor.

A particpant wanted to know if there were many such complaints whicHilede@gainst
parents.

The Ombudsman foChildren replied that they hgdt just very little percentage of unjustified
claims.

One of the partipants wanted to knom which cases thentbudsman waaddressed most
often by children and mentioned that in their country probleredrelaseparation of parents
werevery numerous as adults often &e@titer children instrumentally and diot cardor their
best interest.

One more question was asked concerning violence.

Mr. Michalakeplied that violent situations didpp@& and sometimes when parents coold
assurethedhidr end6s s af et raised with fostec fanniliesd thee reégiarenrcare
insttution, but the general rule vilagt the first placetvere a child should be placed widls its
closest relatives.
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The following question concerned citizenshigp &@hether the @budsman received any
reports.

Mr. Michalak answered tHa¢ wasobliged to present to theaflament information on his
activities carried out in the previous year and to present his remarks on thenpobtectio
chil drends r i gdating powthior ecdebateia thdfidmebten this very topic.

Then a participant asked if there were any relt@ilitanters for children who weretims of
violence.

The Ombudsman for l@ldren replied that such centers for helping familiesceaust they
providal support, especially peyplogical support bthere weralso therapy groups orgauis

The Ombudsman was then adkf his institution cooperateath preventive institutions.

The answeprovidedwas that he trieth cooperate wh all the intuitions which todctivities
for the benefit of childre

The question that followed concerned conducting esabfs the information that the
Ombudsman for Rildren had obtained.

The Ombudsman answered that thegreconduting monitoring as well as studies involving
participation of different institutions.eHlso then once again stressed tlegt ¢ould not
execute the law babuldonly submit proposals and provide state social control anddasesn
when they were not listened to they cdildda cassationomplaint or a complaint to the
Constitution&Tribunal

Afterwards, e Ombudsman forilldren announced a short break.

The first question that followed was connected with the share of participation of children i
decisiortaking in Poland and whether children weriaginvolved in the process diaosing
the Ombudsman of Children

The Ombudsman for fldren repliedthat children didnot choose the mbudsman for
Childrenbut that children in Poland participhite decisiormaking above all in tis&ructures of
local governmentybmeans of teenagesisy councils, county councils or youth parliaments
where they participatén giving opinions on the decisions ofladand often their opinions
would bethen taken intaaccount by the growurps. The @budsman also mentioned the
instituton of the Ordepf the $nile.

A particpant asked for what reason the Ombudsmanhitdrén waswardedhe Order of the
Smile.

Mr. Michalak dclosed that before he becammebOdsman, he had worked with abused children
for 21 years and added that at the moment hthevétead of the International Committee of
the Order.

The next question concerned the necessity to undertake very quick interventions and who should
be addressed in such cases.
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Mr. Michalak stated that it dependedvhat kind of intervention it wade al® stressed that
there wes very complex family cases and thatesimes he askéo change the decision of a
court if he satha the wellbeing of the child couddd better protected. He also announced that
he was going to take the last question.

One of the participants wanted to share their experience and brought up a case where the court
decision of putting a child in a care facility due to conflicted parents was withdrawn by a court of
second instance as it was too far reaching.

One of the participantsrém Francecongratulated Poland on the high number of motions
submitted by children.

Mr. Michalak thanked everyone for coming and encouraged them to listen to children.
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