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		CRC Guidelines on Follow up to Views

1. The procedure of follow-up to Views adopted by the Committee on the Rights of the Child is regulated by article 11 of the Optional Protocol to the Convention on the Rights of the Child on a communications procedure (“OPIC”), rule 28 of the Committee’s Rules of procedure under the OPIC, and paragraphs 44 to 47 of the Committee’s Working Methods to deal with individual communications received under the OPIC (“Working Methods”). The present Guidelines are based on these provisions.
2. In accordance with article 10(5) of the OPIC, after examining a communication, the Committee shall, without delay, transmit its views on the communication, together with its recommendations, if any, to the parties concerned. As provided by article 11 of the OPIC, State parties shall give due consideration to the Committee’s Views and shall submit a written response as soon as possible after reception of such Views and within six months, including information on any action taken or envisaged in the light of the Views and recommendations. The State party’s response shall be transmitted to the author(s) of the individual communication, who will be given two months to submit comments.
3. The follow-up information provided by States parties should refer exclusively to the individual and general measures undertaken to give effect to the Views and, specifically, to implement the Committee’s recommendations or remedies contained in the Views. These measures should be posterior to the Views. Where possible, detailed information should be provided concerning timelines and current status of implementation of measures, allocated budget, indicators, obstacles encountered and mitigation measures adopted, if relevant. The Committee may decide to publish follow-up submissions in full, so no confidential information should be included. 
4. Pursuant to paragraph 46 of the Committee’s Working Methods, any information provided by both parties under paragraph 2 above shall not exceed 3,500 words, shall be submitted in one of the Committee’s working languages (English, French, Russian or Spanish), preferably the official language of the State concerned when it is one of the Committee’s working languages, and shall be sent to ohchr-petitions@un.org, including “FU CRC” and the case number in the subject matter.
5. In accordance with paragraphs 44 and 45 of the Committee’s Working Methods, the Committee’s designated Rapporteur on Follow-up to Views will monitor the implementation of the Committee’s Views and inform the plenary of progress made by the State party. The Rapporteur’s assessment shall be based on the information provided by both parties under paragraph 2 above and will include proposals for appropriate action. The resulting Follow-up Progress Report on individual communications will be adopted by the plenary and made public.
6. On the basis of the information provided by both parties under paragraph 2, and the proposal of the Rapporteur(s) under paragraph 5, the Committee shall assess the degree of the State party’s compliance with the recommendations. The Committee may decide to keep the follow-up procedure open and request additional information from the parties, or it may decide to close the follow-up dialogue. 
7. If the Committee decides to close the follow-up dialogue, is shall assign a grade reflecting the State party’s level of compliance based on the information provided by both parties. If the author(s) fail to provide follow-up information, due regard will be given to the State party’s submission. The Committee may assess the State party’s follow-up actions according to the following grading:
A	Compliance: Measures taken are satisfactory or largely satisfactory
B	Partial compliance: Measures taken are partially satisfactory, but additional information or action is required
C	No compliance: Reply received but measures taken are not satisfactory or do not implement the Views or are irrelevant to the Views
D	No cooperation: No cooperation or no reply received
8. The Committee will assign a single overall grade to each case. If some recommendations have been fully implemented while others have not, the Committee may decide to assign a general B grading – partial compliance.
9. When deciding to close a follow-up dialogue under the OPIC, the Committee will consider the following criteria:
a. Full compliance with the Committee’s recommendations, in which case the Committee will close the follow-up dialogue with an A assessment - compliance.
b. Compliance with the individual measures of reparation, while the general measures are sufficiently broad to be followed up in the context of the State review mechanism under article 44 of the Convention, as provided by article 11, paragraph 2 of the OPIC. In that case, the Committee will close the follow-up dialogue with an assessment of the individual measures and shall refer the follow-up of the general measures to the State review mechanism.
c. Loss of interest by the author(s), either explicit or implicit (failure to respond to the Committee’s request for follow-up comments after one reminder). In such cases, the Committee may close the follow-up dialogue and assess the level of compliance on the basis off the information provided by the State party.
d. Indication by the State party concerned that it will not comply with the Committee’s Views. In such cases, the Committee may close the follow-up dialogue with a C assessment -no compliance.
e. Lack of response of the State party concerned to the Committee’s request for follow-up observations after one reminder. In such cases, the Committee may close the follow-up dialogue with a D assessment – no cooperation. The Committee may also decide to issue a press release in such cases, in particular, if the lack of cooperation by the State party is not isolated.
f. Exhaustion of the follow-up dialogue, either after a considerable time has lapsed or after several rounds of exchanges without any significant progress, or after it becomes apparent to the Committee that there is no further possibility or no added advantage in pursuing the follow-up dialogue. In such cases, the Committee may close the follow-up dialogue on the basis of the information received.
10. Pursuant to paragraph 47 of the Committee’s Working Methods, the Rapporteur on Follow-up to Views may request a meeting with the State party concerned to seek further information or clarifications on the measures taken to implement the Views. The criteria for requesting such a meeting shall include the following: number of Views issued concerning the same issue, Views addressing a structural issue or Views concerning a paradigmatic case.
11. The Committee, acting through its Rapporteur on Follow-up to Views, may request or receive information that relates to follow-up to Views from third parties. If the Rapporteur accepts third party submissions relating to follow-up to views, (s)he shall transmit them -through the Petitions Section- to both parties, for information or comments. If the Rapporteur deems it relevant and appropriate, (s)he may decide to include follow-up information received from third parties in the draft Report on Follow up to Views, that will be considered by the Committee pursuant to the procedure established in paragraph 4 above. The Committee may decide to publish follow-up submissions from third parties. 
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