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The neeting was called to order at 10 a.m

CONSI DERATI ON OF REPORTS OF STATES PARTI ES (agenda item 4) (continued)

Initial report of Luxenbourg (CRC/ C/ 41/ Add.2; HRI/CORE 1/ Add. 10;
CRC/C/QLUX' 1, witten replies of the Government of Luxenbourg to the
guestions raised in the list of issues (document without a symbol) (continued)

1. At the invitation of the Chairperson, the menbers of the del egation of
Luxenmbourg resuned their places at the Conmttee table.

2. M. MAJERUS (Luxenbourg) said that a 1992 Act based on a Community
directive contai ned regul ations on the conposition and marketi ng of breast

m |k substitutes allowed on the Luxenbourg market and formally prohibited any
advertising for such products, as well as the distribution of free sanples.
The Mnistry of Health had established a nultidisciplinary commttee to
pronote breastfeeding, the relatively frequent practice of which was often
abandoned after the third nonth, when mothers returned to work. There was
still much to be done to make that practice nore wi dely accepted.

3. The test to enter secondary school from primary school, which had been
abol i shed two years previously, had been replaced by continuous nonitoring

i nvol vi ng psychol ogists. At the end of the |ast year of primary school, the
teacher prepared a recomendati on on the track the child should follow and
discussed it with the parents. The Government had al so | aunched i nfornmation
canpai gns to pronote technical education

4, Ms. PALME said that she wel coned the plan to extend maternity | eave
when a child was being breastfed, but w shed to know when it would be adopt ed.
She stressed that husbands and baby-friendly hospitals had a role to play in
encour agi ng breastfeedi ng.

5. Ms. MBO recalled that she had already asked the del egati on of
Luxembour g whet her there was machinery to follow up violations of the
International Code of Marketing of Breast M|k Substitutes.

6. Ms. QUEDRAOGO asked what neasures were being taken to prevent schools
from becomi ng an instrument of social discrimnation. Wuld it be possible to
establish a less rigid systemof education that would take account of the
affective and enotional characteristics of children? She noted that the
pedagogi cal and psychol ogi cal training of teachers left something to be
desired. Instead of excluding children with |earning problenms or directing
them towards ot her types of instruction, it mght be better to integrate them
into the ordinary school system perhaps by having them nonitored by teachers
with a better understanding of their problems. Wth regard to differentiated
education centres for children with “special needs”, was the Government

pl anning to take nmeasures to have such children and their teachers assisted by
psychol ogi sts, doctors and psychiatrists? Could such children be included in
ordinary classes so that they would not be marginalized? She also asked

whet her the transparency and organi zati on of the educational system could not
be improved. It might be appropriate to review the responsibilities of
teachers so that they could concentrate nore fully on their nmain job as

educat ors.
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7. M s. SARDENBERG requested additional information on the system of
student participation in schools referred to in the witten replies to
question 24 of the list of issues (CRC/C/QLUX/1).

8. M. RABAH said that he was outraged by the information conmuni cated by

t he Luxenbourg del egation and by NGOs on the conditions of detention of mnors
and, in particular, the regine of solitary confinenent applicable to them
They were treated like crimnals, but they were only ordinary offenders. In
view of the high recidivismrate, he wi shed to know what was being done to
reintegrate young offenders into society. Did they receive |egal assistance?
Did social workers help them solve their problenms? Did judges, |awers and
soci al workers receive training to increase their awareness of the probl ens of
young of f enders?

9. M. FULCI asked what action had been taken on the recommendati ons made
by the Working Goup on the Prevention of Drug Addiction (CRC/ C/ 41/ Add. 2,
para. 815). Had the Drug Addiction Prevention Centre referred to in

par agr aph 825 of the report (CRC/C/ 41/ Add.2) been established? Did the

Gover nment have up-to-date statistics on al cohol consunption, which was,
according to the 1997 UNDP Hurman Devel opment Report, one of the highest in the
i ndustrialized countries? Wth regard to drug use, he was surprised by the
conpari son between coffee consunption and illegal drug use, as well as by the
fact that 1 per cent of the total population regularly used cannabis
(CRC/ C/ 41/ Add. 2, para. 810). Was the Covernnent of Luxenbourg planning to
decrimnalize “light” drugs?

10. Referring to the notion adopted by the Chanber of Deputies during the
approval of the Convention (CRC/ C/ 41/ Add. 2, para. 854), he asked whether the
Governnment intended to make the use of children in the production of

por nographic material illegal and, in particular, to regulate the devel opnent
of information technology for that purpose.

11. Ms. MBA said that she would |like to have nore detailed information on
the two studies on drug use referred to in the witten replies to question 20
of the list of issues (CRCCC/ QLUX/1). In that connection, she requested

further information on the health of young people. Was there a systemfor the
early detection of health problens anong young people, as well as rel ated
programes in which young people were directly involved?

12. Referring to the conditions of detention of mnors, she said that she
was concerned about the illnesses detected in young of fenders and by the fact
that 49 per cent of them becane repeat offenders. She therefore encouraged
the authorities to take i mmedi ate nmeasures to inprove the materi al
psychol ogi cal and social environnent of those mnors. Wre the behavioura
probl ems from which they suffered being analysed by a clinical teamwith a
view to the adoption of preventive measures? She also requested additiona

i nformati on on the training of teachers and psychol ogi sts.

13. Ms. PALME, stressing the inportance of article 39 of the Convention
asked whet her the Governnent intended to take i mrediate steps to assi st young
of fenders who were in danger of being marginalized. She also asked whet her

| egi sl ati ve nmeasures had been taken to conbat the di ssenm nation of

por nographic materials by el ectronic nmeans, particularly the Internet.
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14. Ms. SARDENBERG asked whet her neasures had been taken, especially in
schools, to integrate the children of poor famlies. Did the authorities have
statistics on Romchildren and what had been the result of programes to
integrate then? Noting that, in its witten replies to questions 26 (c) and
27 of the list of issues (CRC/C QLUX 1), the del egation of Luxenmbourg
recogni zed that the situation of children in detention was serious, she said
that she would like to know what the Government's position was. Referring to
sexual abuse, she requested clarifications on the action taken on the
recommendati ons made by the Intermnisterial Task Force which had been set up
in September 1996 and was nentioned in the witten replies to question 30 of
the list of issues (CRC/C/ Q LUX/ 1).

15. Ms. KARP asked whether there was infrastructure for keeping first-time
juvenile offenders separate fromyoung repeat offenders. She also requested

i nformati on on the fact that a m nor aged between 16 and 18 years coul d be
tried by an ordinary court and on the criteria on which decisions in that
regard were based. Wuld it not be better to have special protection neasures
for such mnors? The law all owed a young offender to be sent abroad if there
was no appropriate establishment in Luxenbourg. Had agreenents been concl uded
to ensure that such a mnor benefited from basic guarantees and that his
parents could visit hin? She also asked whether the Governnent of Luxembourg
was planning to set a mninmum age bel ow which a child could not be inprisoned.
It would be useful to have nore specific information on applications for a
periodi c revi ew of placenent, which, according to article 37 of the 1992
Protecti on of Young People Act, could be submtted only one year as fromthe
day on which the placenent order had becone final. Ws that system not too
rigid? 1In her opinion, children subjected to sexual abuse should be able to
testify on video cassette or on screen in real time in order to avoid hearings
that would be traumatic for them

16. The CHAI RPERSON, speaking as a nenber of the Conmittee, said that

M's. Sardenberg's question on the nunber of children enrolled in primry and
secondary school had not been answered. Since Luxenmbourg had ratified
Convention No. 138 concerning the M nimm Age for Adm ssion to Enploynent, she
requested details on child |abour in Luxenbourg and asked whether the

Gover nment of Luxenbourg had adopted neasures and | egislation to prosecute
Luxembourg nati onals who engaged in sexual tourismactivities.

17. M. MAJERUS (Luxenbourg), referring to breastfeeding, said that
Luxembourg | aw regul ated the composition of substitutes and their marketing
and provided for nonitoring machinery. An NGO conposed of m dwi ves and
parents was pronoting breastfeeding training sessions. For grow ng nunbers of
students, the traditional advantages of education in Luxenbourg, namely,
curriculumrequirenents and trilingualism were painful burdens rather than
genui ne opportunities. Many children, especially the children of imm grant
famlies, suffered fromthe very demandi ng school system It was, however,
wong to believe that the teaching staff did not have the necessary training.
Psychol ogi sts, doctors and teachers worked in the Child Gui dance Servi ce.
There was a school psychol ogy and counselling service in every high school
Primary school teachers received three years of training based on psychol ogy
and educational science in a higher institute of educational studies and
research and secondary school teachers had to conplete three years of teacher
training. In all reception centres, children could go to psychol ogi sts who
worked full-time or part-tine. He was surprised by the evaluation of
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differentiated educational centres and noted that, for every specific problem
there was a specialized centre (speech therapy services, institutes for the

vi sual 'y handi capped, psychonotor rehabilitation services, out-patient
rehabilitation services). 1In sone cases, the system had even proved to be too
effective because it could nean that a child had to be taken out of the norma
school and famly environment.

18. Wth regard to the participation of parents in education, he said that
the regul ati ons thensel ves were good, but their inplementati on depended on the
nmoti vati on of teachers and of parents. At the communal |evel,

par ent -t eachers' associati ons bel onged to national federations which
negotiated with the Mnistry of National Education

19. Teachers had the sanme school holidays as pupils. Mny teachers spent a
great deal of their free tinme on volunteer activities and hel ped to inprove
the quality of conmunity life in their regions.

20. He recogni zed that training had definite inpact (information on and

awar eness of the rights of the child, social work, sexual and affective
education) and confirmed that primary schools did not have full-tine
principals. Each class was headed by a trained tenured teacher. Two bodies
nmoni t ored schools: the primary education inspection departnent, which was
part of the Mnistry of National Education, and the communal authorities. It
could, of course, be asked whether it would not be better to have a teacher or
reference person in each school who coul d guarantee better coordination and
ensure direct contacts with parents and children, but the systemin force gave
teachers responsibilities. Secondary schools were, however, headed by
principals.

21. The problens of the National Students' Conference established in 1998
were that the young people had to deal with adults who were nore at ease than
they were in | eading discussions and that student representation m ght becone
politicized. He agreed that the situation of minors in the Luxenbourg
Penitentiary Centre (CPL) in Schrassig was disastrous. He recalled that the
“State Soci o-Educational Centres” had been part of that prison before becom ng
a separate department. As a result of the Act of 12 July 1991, the Centres
had been renoved fromthe jurisdiction of the Mnistry of Justice and pl aced
under the authority of the Mnistry of the Famly. Mny efforts were being
made to i nprove those day release units in which the guards had been repl aced
by teaching staff. A psychosocial departnment had been set up. All children
who could do so went to ordinary schools. The Centres did not yet have
adequate closed units and any young person who wanted to could therefore
escape. Such children were then placed in the Luxenbourg Penitentiary Centre,
where the nunmber of detainees kept increasing, particularly because Luxembourg
had becone a hub of the drug traffic. The Luxenbourg Penitentiary Centre had
used up all its financial resources. The Protection of Young People Act
prevented any contact between adult and m nor offenders, but the isolation
regime to which mnors were subjected was depl orable, as M. Rabah had rightly
poi nted out. The CGovernnment had set up a working group to consider
alternative solutions with a viewto the establishment of a special secure
unit for mnors in the Socio-Educational Centre as a means of giving young
peopl e an opportunity to get out as quickly as possible. The cost of caring
for young people was still exorbitant and the political and adm nistrative
authorities were reluctant to provide funding for it. That trend was a matter
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of concern, but he hoped to be able to report on the experience gained in that
unit when Luxembourg submitted its next report. W welconed the initiative
taken by one NGO which had established a hal fway house reserved exclusively
for juvenile delinquents. Efforts were also being made to rehabilitate drug
addi cts. Good progress was being made on the reorgani zati on of the Luxenbourg
Penitentiary Centre. For exanmple, the director of one of the

Soci o- Educati onal Centres had agreed to set up a school in the prison. The
prison authorities consented to | et psychol ogi sts from Drei born and Schrassig
continue to treat former inmates of the Soci o-Educational Centres.

22. Wth regard to drug use, he said that the Drug Addiction Prevention
Centre had been open for two years and was carrying out primary prevention
work in cooperation with schools and associ ations. The authorities had
established a network of social workers and counselling centres to assist
young drug addicts in connection with AIDS prevention and the nethadone
programme. Prevention work was also carried out during leisure time and youth
centres organi zed activities during which young people | earned to excel by
testing their owmn I[imts. In Luxembourg, as el sewhere, there was a heated
di scussi on goi ng on about the topic of the decrimnalization of so-called
“light” drug use. The increase in and spread of al cohol consunption was a
matter of concern to the authorities, but it was very difficult to evaluate
al cohol consunmption by Luxenbourgers accurately because many French, Gernmans
and Bel gi ans bought their alcohol in Luxenbourg.

23. The authorities estimated that 8 per cent of the popul ation earned |ess
than half the average wage, the yardstick of relative poverty in Luxenbourg.
Those threatened were single-parent famlies, famlies in which the parents
had had little training and i mm grant and refugee famlies, in particular
Unempl oynment was still very |low, but the problem of over-indebtedness was

di sturbing. According to estinmates, 5,000 famlies were no |longer able to
honour the financial commtments they had undertaken. The guaranteed m ni mum
wage was one neans of combating poverty and social exclusion. The amunt of
the all owance depended on the number of nmenbers of a household and their
income. The fam lies of political refugees could also benefit fromit. Since
housi ng costs were very high, the Governnent or the communes often paid for a
housi ng al | owance as wel | .

24, Wth regard to access to education, he pointed out that primry and
secondary education and school books were free and that the problem of poverty
therefore did not arise in schools, at |least at the primary and second | evels.

25. Referring to psychol ogi cal support provided at the Luxenbourg
Penitentiary Centre, he said that services were offered by psychol ogi sts from
the Central Social Welfare Departnent and the Soci o- Educati onal Centres, but
there was still a great deal to be done in that regard.

26. The lack of child psychiatry services was a major gap that the
Luxenmbourg authorities were trying to fill. As a result of that gap, a court
could order that a minor should be sent to an institution in a neighbouring
country. In such a case, the judge was supposed to nonitor the mnor's case
file. As was often the case in Luxembourg, it had to be determ ned whet her
the nunber of persons concerned warranted the establishment of a very

speci alized institution.
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27. To use the avail able resources nore efficiently, Luxenbourg had recently
concl uded cooperation agreenents wi th Bel gium s German-speaki ng comunity.
Under those agreenents, nentally handi capped children from Luxenbourg coul d
recei ve specialized instruction in Belgium while children from Bel giunm s
eastern cantons coul d have access to the Soci o-Educati onal Centres.

Luxenmbour g mai nt ai ned excell ent working relations with hospitals and ot her
speci al i zed nedi cal centres abroad, partly because all Luxenmbourg doctors had
been trai ned abroad.

28. M. BEWER (Luxenbourg) said that judges which dealt with children's

i ssues often took specialized courses abroad. |In addition, an association of
young | awyers had set itself up as an NGO in order to defend the interests of
children and had recently organized training for judges in connection with the
Conventi on.

29. Wth regard to the right to be represented by defence counsel, children
benefited from | egal assistance in accordance with the | aw and coul d request
the juvenile court to provide a |lawer on that basis. |In sone cases, the

| awyer was court-appointed. The fact that a mnor had al ready appeared before
the juvenile court several tinmes could be grounds for referring himto the
ordinary courts if he was aged over 16. Mnors tried by the ordinary courts
were liable to the sane penalties as other accused persons. Since the entry
into force of the Convention, which was directly applicable in that regard,
its provisions were taken into account in the determ nation of the penalty.
There was no limt on the age at which a person could be placed in detention

30. Article 37 of the Protection of Young People Act did not allow parents
to submt nore than one application for review per year in order to prevent
them from taki ng advantage of that possibility. However, juvenile judges,
soci al workers and directors of social centres could submt such an
application at any tinme.

31. There were | egislative provisions in Luxenbourg which prohibited child
| abour in a nunmber of cases because sone activities were dangerous for the
health and norals of young peopl e.

32. M. MAJERUS (Luxenbourg) said that what was prohibited was the
production, not the possession, of pornographic documents involving children
The M nister of Justice had established a working group which was to propose
an amendnment to the Penal Code in order to prohibit the possession of such
por nographic material as well.

33. The Penal Code prohibited the sexual exploitation of children regardl ess
of whether the acts in question were committed in Luxenbourg or abroad. If a
Luxenmbour g national had conmitted such acts abroad, the cooperation of the
countries concerned woul d be necessary in order to prosecute him The
CGovernment was trying to get Luxenmbourg travel agencies to discourage any form
of sexual tourism

34. Ms. KARP asked whether children placed in foreign institutions faced
probl ems of comunicating in a | anguage they did not know. The requirenent
that an application for a review of placenent could be submtted only by the
m nor concerned or his parents after one year was excessive. Wthout going to
the other extrenme, it mght be appropriate if placement could be revi ewed
whenever a specific change took place in the situation of the mnor
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35. Ms. PALME asked whether only the nost difficult children were sent
abroad. No matter how small it was, a country as rich as Luxenbourg should be
able to take care of its own children, who were quite vul nerable, however
brash they m ght seem Wth regard to child pornography, Luxenmbourg m ght
learn fromthe experience of Sweden, which had, follow ng a | engthy procedure,
just adopted | egislation prohibiting the possession of pornographic docunents
featuring children.

36. Ms. QUEDRAOGO said that, inits reply to question 27 of the |ist of

i ssues (CRC/C/ Q LUX/ 1), Luxenbourg had stated that separation fromadults in
prisons had the effect that m nors could not be enployed in workshops or
follow training courses. They spent all their time in their cells. What did
Luxembourg intend to do about that?

37. Ms. SARDENBERG said that she was not satisfied with the answers the
Luxembour g del egati on had given on children in detention. |If the Governnent
itself recognized that their situation was scandal ous, why had the WrKking
Group on the Pronotion of the Rights of the Child, which had been set up in
1991, not managed to change it? Financial argunments did not inpress her
because Luxembourg was a wealthy country that should be able to afford to nmake
much faster progress in that regard. Lastly, she would |like to know what the
Luxembour g del egati on thought about the adol escent suicide rate, which was
hi gh anmong the popul ation in general and anong the prison popul ation

38. M. RABAH asked whet her special rehabilitation neasures had been adopted
for the benefit of girls.

39. M. MAJERUS (Luxenbourg), referring to children placed abroad, said that
there was no formal agreement with the institutions to which they were sent,
but either the Government or Luxenbourg NGOs had excellent ties of cooperation
with those institutions. All children placed abroad were nonitored by public
and private services and such placenment was often regarded as a holiday. The
Luxenmbourg institution which had dealt with the child before his placenent
abroad shared responsibility for the nonitoring and rehabilitation of that
child on his return to Luxenbourg. He did not think that there was any
tendency to send the nost difficult cases abroad because a pl acenent deci sion
i nvol ved not only the judge, but also the National Comr ssion, which

consi dered each individual situation on a case-by-case basis, unless the

deci sion was taken by the parents. Language was usually not any nmore of a
probl em t han geographi cal distance was. The child was consulted before such a
deci sion was taken and, in some cases, he was spontaneously in favour of such
a solution. Such children often preferred to go to an institution where they
were |less well known because they were part of a very small group that it was
difficult to get away from The point of the choices nmade was thus not to get
rid of the nost difficult children, but to find the nost appropriate solution
in each case. In the past few years, the Governnent had been meking
considerable efforts to avoid placenents abroad and to establish nationa
institutions. Wth regard to the Luxenbourg Penitentiary Centre, the
Governnment's aimwas to get children out as fast as possible. By the tine it
submtted its next report, the Luxenbourg del egati on hoped that a tried and
tested secure unit woul d have been set up. As a fornmer chairman of the
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Worki ng Group to which reference had been nade, he understood

Ms. Sardenberg's inpatience and was keeping that situation under close
review. The initial funds for the inplenentation of the secure unit project
had been provided for in the 1998 national budget.

40. There was no Gypsy community in Luxenmbourg, but, fromtine to tine,
Gypsy children were brought into the country to beg and steal by gangs or even
by their famlies. Those children were treated by the police in exactly the
same way as Luxenbourg children and efforts were made to find their famlies
and return them

41. There were no statistics on children's suicides which showed that they
were nore frequent in Luxembourg than el sewhere. Sone suicides were not

decl ared as such. However, there had been suicides and attenpted suicides,
particularly in the Luxenmbourg Penitentiary Centre.

42. There were very few delinquent girls and they were dealt with in the
same way as boys. The Soci o- Educational Centres were bei ng nade
coeducat i onal

43. Wth regard to the review of court orders, a judge could change his
decisions at any time. He periodically visited the Socio-Educational Centres
and saw the children he had placed there. Teachers and directors could al so
apply to the judge at any tine to suggest changes in the neasures he had
ordered. \VWhat the | aw provided for was that the child hinself should have a
possibility at |east once a year to apply for the review of his placenent. In
actual fact, a child did not stay in a Socio-Educational Centre for nuch nore
than two or three nonths, and that neant that such neasures were, fortunately,
changed nore qui ckly.

44, The CHAIRMAN invited the nenbers of the Comrittee to make prelimnary
conments on the report of Luxenbourg.

45, M. FULCI commended Luxenbourg on having annexed a docunent to its
report showi ng how nmuch of the budget was spent specifically on children, an
initiative to be imtated by the other Governments submtting reports to the
Conmi ttee.

46. Ms. PALME said she was glad that the Wrking Goup on the Pronotion of
the Rights of the Child would soon be in a position to submt the results of
its work to the Governnment and wel coned the idea of a plan of action for
children threatened with sexual exploitation based on the Agenda for Action
adopted at the Stockhol m World Congress. In her view, that plan of action
shoul d al so cover the dissem nation by electronic neans of pornography
featuring children. She reaffirned that it was contrary to the Convention to
make it unlawful to reveal to an abandoned child his identity and true
origins. Simlarly, children born of parents who were not narried to one
anot her should not be stigmatized. Children in detention or about to be

pl aced in detention should be nonitored nore closely and protected because
there seemed to be many such children in proportion to the size of the
popul ati on.
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47, Ms. QUEDRAOGO took note of the fact that the Luxenmbourg Governnent was
endeavouring to dissem nate the Convention, particularly in schools, through
ongoing training for teachers. She was concerned about the situation of
natural children, who were treated differently in |l egal terns, but she noted
that the Luxenmbourg del egati on had assured the Committee that they enjoyed the
sanme rights as other children. She neverthel ess recommended that there should
be a review of the use of the ternms “legitimate” and “illegitimte” in the
Constitution and in |legal term nology. She stressed that children born
foll ow ng an anonynous delivery were entitled to know their origins and the
name of their biological parents. |t appeared that the participation of
children in school and in the famly was not yet fully guaranteed. She
recommended that discussions and an awareness-rai sing campai gn shoul d be
organi zed on that question. The Luxenbourg del egation itself had recognized
the need to offer nore educational assistance services to children placed in
institutions. The situation of children in detention was also a matter of
concern to which a better solution had to be found in the best interests of
the child. She had taken note of Luxembourg's intention to increase its share
of official devel opnment assistance to 0.7 per cent of GDP and strongly
encouraged it to continue along those |ines.

48. Ms. KARP said that the Convention was not just a piece of scrap paper
and it was not enough to know about it; it had to be inplenented as well. The
experts concerned should be able to be guided by directives shedding |ight on
problem matters. Children and teachers should be involved in the

i rpl enmentati on of the Convention. The concept of the “rights of the child”
was not naturally accepted by teachers and it had to be situated in the
general context of human rights if they were to understand it properly. The
State party had to re-evaluate its infrastructures to ensure that no child
could be the victimof discrimnation. The proliferation of private services
and the absence of central counselling services were nmatters of concern. The
situation of the systemof juvenile justice was far from satisfactory and,
within a year or two, the CGovernnment of Luxenbourg should submt a report to
the Committee on what it was doing specifically to change that situation

49. Ms. SARDENBERG paid a tribute to the conpetence, frankness and
open- m ndedness of the Luxenmbourg del egation. There was no doubt that the
State party had done good work in many areas, but the inpression was that, in
sonme respects, Luxenbourg society was very conservative and sonewhat

appr ehensi ve about children. Perhaps it would be a good thing to try to
change that perception on the basis of the Convention and information and
awar eness canpai gns. The State party had to go further in bringing its
legislation into line with the text of the Convention. The Government shoul d
consider the possibility of withdrawing its reservations to the Convention
starting with reservations No. 1 and No. 5. The coordination of data
collection on all aspects of the inplenentation of the Convention should be

i mproved. A conprehensive strategy on behalf of children should be
established to enphasize the transition froman approach based on socia

wel fare to an approach based on respect for rights. Further steps had to be
taken with regard to the inplementati on of the general principles,
particularly those of the best interests of the child and participation. The
Committee should be kept infornmed of changes in the situation of the children
detained in the Luxenbourg Penitentiary Centre. The Commttee would like to
know in particular whether there was a correl ati on between the detention of
children and their nationality or their socio-econonmc situation. It was also
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i nportant that, as prom sed, the Governnment of Luxenbourg should review the
judicial treatnment of children who had been subjected to sexual abuse to
prevent themfrombeing ill-treated by the systemas well.

50. Ms. MXHUANE said she agreed that Luxenmbourg should withdraw its
reservations and stressed that there was still a great deal to be done in the
area of nmental health, especially as far as the training of health officials
was concerned. Progress also had to be made on the health of adol escents, the
prevention of drug addiction and the treatnent of detained children and those
wi th psychosocial problenms. 1In the case of children placed in adoptive
famlies, it would be appropriate to use nore objective criteria for the

sel ection of such famlies, who should be subject to constant evaluation. The
question of the best interest of the child did not appear to be fully taken
into account in all aspects of the legislation referred to during the
consideration of the report of Luxenbourg.

51. M. KOLOSOV said that Luxenbourg saw its activities in the European

Uni on context and he recommended that it should nove away fromthat context to
develop bilateral relations with neighbouring countries, for that was the only
way of effectively conbating problenms such as drug abuse and child

por nogr aphy.

52. The CHAI RPERSON, speaking as a nenber of the Conmmittee, said that
Luxembourg shoul d di splay stronger political will in favour of respect for the
rights of the child. She recognized that Luxenmbourg had ratified the
Convention after |engthy consideration, a sign of the inportance it attached
to the Convention, but the process of preparing reports was not sinmply a
bureaucratic exercise. It was an indication of the commtnment made and the
fact that the inplenentation of the Convention was an ongoi ng process. She
had taken note with satisfaction of the proposal on the onbudsman, but

consi dered that the question of the definition of the child in the system of
juvenile justice should be given further consideration and that account should
be taken of the general principles of the Convention, particularly those of
the best interests of the child and respect for the views of the child.
Efforts should also be nade to deal with the problenms of child placenment by
limting placenment in institutions as nuch as possible. Lastly, Luxenbourg
shoul d beconme a party to the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children
and Cooperation in Respect of Intercountry Adoption

53. M. MAJERUS (Luxenbourg) thanked the Commttee for its warm and
under st andi ng wel cone. Hi s del egati on had understood that the Conventi on was
not only a set of directly applicable provisions, but also a basis for a
process of political, social and educational innovation that m ght never be
conpleted. It intended to step up efforts to increase the awareness of
political and social decision makers. |t had taken note of the prelimnary
suggesti ons and conments made by the nenbers of the Comrittee and would try to
transmt themas fully as possible to the mnistries concerned and the Chanber
of Deputies. It fully agreed that it should continue the dialogue with the
Conmittee outside the franmework of its official obligations.

The neeting rose at 1.10 p.m




