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I. INTRODUCTION

1. Antecedents

          Latin America and the Caribbean since the Special Session:

  

A National Committment not to be halted
Undoubtedly the region of Latin America and the Caribbean was one of the most dynamically involved in all the process of the Special Session.

The ratification of all the countries of the region of the convention, the existence of national coalitions of ONGs formed to invigilate and follow up the progress of the Convention in most of the countries, the presence of the Group of Rio, or group of states of our region to negotiate our countries in front of the Special Session as also various initiatives of the civil society to weave a regional network in defense of the rights of children allowed the creation of a social capital, the foundation on which to build all this process.

The protagonism and speed of action are not the product of a day, they rather respond to social processes in the making.  The Special Session provided the optimum place to connect the different efforts, chanelling actions with and for the children and adolescents, mobilizing resources and thus consolidating future committments with the partcipation of all.

Perhaps it would be more fair to speak of a regional committment that began way before the Special Session , became universaly visible during the same and allowed the possibility to renew forces and establish firm foundations for a near future.

It is pertinent to recognize the significant role played by the Group of Rio in the world wide discussions showing a clear defense of the Convention when making decisions regarding the document with goals for the next 10 years as also the open minded attitude to

proposals shown by the civil society during all the process-  This was of great importance in so far as it insured clear knowledge and incidence of the attitudes of civil society of the region to be included in the final document to be approved.

Lastly the regional network of the Caucus of Latin America and the Caribbean is undoubtedly one of the cooperative greatest achievements of the civil society in all this process.  The Caucus, a network of interchange, learning, contributions but above all 

a stand of the civil society , children and adolescents of all the countries of the region regarding all the situations that arose, showed a clear definition of the region in defining policies for childhood.  At the same time it showed its capacity to be organized to act jointly, keep informed and create the necessary alliances.

But above all and perhaps its most permanent achievement was to have strengthened through a regional attitude, the capacity and motivation of each of the countries in order to continue generating changes in favour of the children .

Immdiately after the Special Session with the support of Save the Children Sweden

A document was set up about The Participation of the Civil Society and the Children and Adolescents during the process towards the Special Session called “Promoting the Participation in a World  of Rights”.

http://www.redlamyc.web.com.uy/Documentos/scs-pub-es
“Promoviendo la participación en un mundo de derechos”.pdf (website to access )

This is a document of great value since it was set up with the support of all the networks and organizations of the region and is therefore to be considered foundational is to how to continue working to fulfill  our promises.

After beginning to carry out  what was planned the region has counted on the interest and support of many organizations and networks within the network .  To this must be added the regional UNICEF Office (TACRO) and international NGOs amongst which we would like to highlight Save the Children and World Vision.

One year after the Special Session not many of the plans were carried out.  Reality has been slower and more difficult than promises.Therefore the fact that we make a halt and among all of us diagnose as to the present situation ragarding the fulfillment in designing and implementing the s with their obstacles and achievements will allow us to make an extra effort and renew our committment to build an APPROPRIATE WORLD FOR CHILDREN.

2. The Special Session and National Plans of Action

We here share extracts of the Document  “An Appropriate World for Children” where the countries take on their responsibilities and how to carry these out.  To access the whole text please refer to

Htto://www.redlamyc.web.com.uy/Documentos/Documento%20Final%20Ungasspdf


Declaration

“We, the heads of State and Government and representatives of States participating in the special session of the General Assembly on children, reaffirming our commitment to the purposes and principles enshrined in the Charter of the United Nations, are determined to seize this historic opportunity to change the world for and with children.

We acknowledge that the Convention on the Rights of the Child,4 the most universally embraced human rights treaty in history, and the Optional Protocols thereto,5 contain a comprehensive set of international legal standards for the protection and well-being of children

We hereby call upon all members of society to join us in a global movement that will  help to build a world fit for children”

Plan of Action

Creating a world fit for children

“We, the Governments participating in the special session, commit ourselves to implementing the Plan of Action through consideration of such measures as: 

(a) Putting in place, as appropriate, effective national legislation, policies and action plans and allocating resources to fulfil and protect the rights and to secure the wellbeing of children;

(b) Establishing or strengthening national bodies such as, inter alia, independent ombudspersons for children, where appropriate, or other institutions for the promotion and protection of the rights of the child;

(c) Developing national monitoring and evaluation systems to assess the impact of our actions on children;

(d) Enhancing widespread awareness and understanding of the rights of the child”
Partnerships and participation
“The energy and creativity of children and young people must be nurtured so that they can actively take part in shaping their environment, their societies and the world they will inherit.
We will strive to develop and implement programmes to promote meaningful participation by children, including adolescents, in decision-making processes, including in families and schools and at the local and national levels.

Non-governmental organizations and community-based organizations will be supported in their work and mechanisms should be established, where appropriate, to facilitate the participation of civil society in matters relating to children”.

Follow-up actions and assessment

“We hereby recommit ourselves to spare no effort in continuing with the creation of a world fit for children, building on the achievements of the past decade and guided by the principles of first call for children. In solidarity with a broad range of partners, we will lead a global movement for children that creates an unstoppable momentum for change. We make this solemn pledge secure in the knowledge that, in giving high priority to the rights of children, to their survival and to their protection and development, we serve the best

interests of all humanity and ensure the well-being of all children in all societies”.

II. GENERAL SITUATION OF THE REGION AS REGARDS CARRYING OUT THE NPA AS SEEN BY THE ONGs


1.  General Panorama


a)  Sources

Through the survey carried out in the region and with the reports received from theUNICEF regional Office there is information from 27 countries.These are:Argentina, Belice, Bolivia, Brazil, Cao Dominica, Chile, Columbia, Costa Rica, Cuba, Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatemala, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Jamaica, Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Dominican Rep., Uruguay and Venezuela.

Of the 27 countries a total of 14 were added actively with their contributions through the national NGO networks.  These are: Argentina, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica,  Ecuador, El Salvador, Honduras , Mexico, Nicaragua, Paraguay, Peru, Dominican Rep. Uruguay and Venezuela.  These involve, within the framework of their national networks a total of 579 national NGOs distributed amongst the different countries, integrated in actions in favour of and with children and adolescents.

The great majority of the organizations brought information as to the situation of their countries regarding the s,they actively took part in the process towards the Special

Session both in the regional as in the national forums.  They also admit having had contact

with the final document elaborated by the Special Session.This should not be ignored when

considering their contributions as they have closely followed the definition of their 

commitments and know the actors of their countries as of the region.

Honduras: “We are part of the Network to follow Pro Cumbre with various local organizations . We worked towards the Special Session with the direct participation of  children,”

Peru : Various members of the GIN (Grupo de Iniciativa Nacional-National Network of 

NGO),together with other institutions members of the National Commission for the Rights

 of Children and Adolescents participated in preparing events for the Special Session and the Assessment of  for Children and Adolescents. The contribution of the adolescents to the document was promoted and monitored, Assemblies of Children and and “Adolescents regarding the Special Session were organized to discuss the proposals

and elect the adolescent representatives”.

El Salvador : “All the members of the RIA (Red de Infancia y Adolescencia) have been informed about the process, know the document of results as also the goals for the next 

decade”.

All the organizations know the commission, network, working group formed in theircountry during the process towards the Special Session and took on commitments

 towards it. This has helped to capitalize the subsequent follow up as also to visualize its importance where there has not been any.

Venezuela : “During the Special Session  no specific network with this aim was constituted

We are now motivating the different social actors to organize a follow up of the 

agreements”.

b) Present situation

Out of the 27 countries integrated to the assessment , 6 at present have carried out

National Plans of Action for Childhood. Therefore only 20% of the countries of the region have managed to carry it out.

These countries are Chile, Costa Rica, Guyana, Mexico, Nicaragua and Peru.  It is noteworthy that two of these are now being revised in spite of having been finished.

The 21 countries who do not have a NPA could be divided into three categories:

· Those that do not present a plan at present and whose national situation is still very weak regarding the  necessary mobilization to produce it.  These are Argentina, Belice, Haiti and Venezuela.

· Those that do not have a Plan but the first steps towards it have been elaborated although the political definitions or the resources have either not been assigned or have not yet begun to be executed.  These countries are therefore in a first phase of their design.  This is valid for Cao Dominica and Uruguay.

· Lastly, those that do not have a Plan but actions towards its design are being being carried out whether is assessments, agreements or elaborating the document.  These countries are in full process to carry out the Plans . Bolivia, Brazil, Colombia, Cuba, Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, Jamaica, Panama , Paraguay, Dominican Republic, Santa Lucia, Suriname, Trinidad and Tobago.

2. Steps towards the Design of a National Plan of  Action for Children.

a) Diffusion

One of the first difficulties encountered by the countries of the region after the Special Session was that the commitments undertaken had been given little diffusion.Most of the governments have not made public on a local or national level the documents agreed upon on a regional and international level.

Venezuela:  Have not shown a major interest although in some cases their diffusion through the ONGs has been supported.

Peru” have been diffused but mainly among the DDNN institutions”

Mexico “ its diffusion has been slight and selective”

Therefore, their diffusion has been through civil society with its implicit limitations since impact and coverage on a national  level does not always have the necessary incidence to mobilize governmental structures.  Also, limited resources have lead to many national and local scenarios not having given diffusion to the agreements.

Honduras” Civil Society has taken the initiative through the networks”
El Salvador: RIA has given all the information, so that not even the Report presented to the 

Committee on the Rights of Children in Geneva is known. “ The diffusion is still a 

current topic as the process of elections delayed its announcement.”

b) Leadership

 It must also be pointed out that almost unanimously all the networks point out that governements would take up leadership in designing the NPAs, although not always explicitly.

During this time various countries have defined the institution to carry these out, thus simplifying the follow up and articulation by the NGOs.

Columbia,” The initiative to take over the responsibility to carry out the  has come through the Instituto de Bienestar Familiar, the leading organism for childhood on a national level”

Paraguay” The Secretaria por la Niñez y la Adolescencia  has committed itself to its importance.”

Ecuador” The Secretaria Tecnica del Frente Social has been charged with the design of ”

Honduras.”Not explicitly, but the role was taken over by the Instituto Hondureño de la Niñez y la Familia , the authority , by law on childhood and adolescence.

Mexico.  The Secretaria de Desarrollo Social has taken over, although the impression is that it does so in order to fulfill the requisites without going into the matter seriously in depth.

Venezuela.”The NPAs does not have priority and there is no articulated plan.  Each Ministry is acting according to what it thinks is convenient without a central authority .

El Salvador.” The ISNA has contracted a Consultant in Finance to elaborate the Plan.  RIA is following up proposing processes and who is to participate in the same”.

Uruguay”  The Programa de Infancia y Familia which depends on the Presidency of the country has been charged with the design of the .  The national authority on childhood takes part in its design but does not  have its leadership.


c)  Supporting Commissions
When asked whether the commission or work group created during the process towards the Special Session to design the s was still functioning, the most frequent answer was that it still existed although its pace was very slow and was very often undergoing changes in its composition.

It is still very doubtful as to  the degree of participation  being given to children and adolescents and the civil society for their design, although out of fourteen countries, nine state their participation in  them.

Honduras: “ Wide representation on a national level”.

Mexico “At least apparently, although the contributions are not much taken into account”


Venezuela “Has not gone beyond proposals, mainly of the national Government; Regional and local Governments do not know the scope and implications of the document”.

In various countries a National Interinstitutional Commission of Labour has been created to design  with members of the civil society be they active as in the case of Honduras almost totally lead and financed by UNICEF” or as in Peru “a intersectorial instance was created”.  In other cases, as in Mexico, the Civil Society is only invited,but not as a member.

d )  Commitments 

The commitments to ca.rry out the  is most varied.  The cases that worry us most are those in which the government has stated that the design of the  will be carried out by a consultant without the participation of all those involved in the subject.  This situation is not exceptional in the region since at least four countries have chosen that modality.

It is therefore important to know if the necessary mechanisms to guarantee consulting children and adolescents in the design on the  have been created.  Only three countries have said so.

At the same time nearly all recognized that there were national or local networks of childhood NGOs functioning capable of contributing proposals for the design of NP, only three countries confirmed the existence of national or local networks for chuldren and adolescents which function and are capable of submitting propodals for the design of .

The importance of the role played by various international organizations in their follow up, such as:
Save the Children, International Plan, World Vision, DNI, IPEC-OIT, European Union.

In most countries the local UNICEF office has supported the process to design the .

Peru:  UNICEF has had a fundamental role in designing the ”

Venezuela:” UNICEF has specialy supported working with the Civil Society”

Paraguay:”UNICEF has supported orally but not with concrete deeds; although specific events are said to have been supported.”

Another of the weaknesses almost generaly to be found during the design of the , is that the mechanism for its follow up is not being foreseen.

What is also worrying is that in all cases the design of the  has not clearly been linked with the Convention on the Rights of Children.

e)  Revisions  of the designed NPA s

It is with great surprise that we have seen that in the countries where the s have been elaborated, some are undergoing revisions.  This is due to the fact that Civil Society was not consulted during their design and this is being done now or else there has been a change in government and therefore of authorities and plans which demand their revision.  When the countries where asked if the implementation of those not subject to revision was being 

searched, in various, but in two, it was stated that the sociopolitical and economic situation did not allow this step to be taken and that in spite of this efforts are being made to municipalize the Plan; however without the necessary allocations to allow for its application.

Nicaragua:Observations to the  were presented, however they were not integrated and only the promise was left over to revise it later.

3. Visualized  achievements during the process towards the NPAs

Costa Rica: All governmental programmes related to childhood and  adolescence are being revised.  Technicians and representatives of the organized Society are taking part.  The National Decenal agenda is kept up since it  has been proved and agreed upon although it should be brought up to date and even more important, mechanisms for its execution and follow up must be found.

Ecuador:  “An increase of the political will, articulation of actors and interest of technicians”

El Salvador:” Disappointing since the Administrtation in power has not been concerting. It is the first time that through pressure or due to the fact that there was participation in the process of the Special Session, that Government, with all its limitations has called the RIA as the instrument that connects different NGOs and at least we have that space to try to allow forparticipation in the process.”


Honduras:”On the one hand thre convocation and on the other the obvious interest oif the organized Civil Society.

Mexico:”At least a small possibility to dialogue with the Commission  charged with the NPS has been opened.  The ONG Networks have managed to link as regards the following of the  to present a common front and proposal.  The creation of Children Parliaments, although I do not think it will solve the participation of children and adolescents, is at least an attempt to do something.”

Nicaragua:” There are resources to elaborate it with the participation of CODENI: consultancies of children and adolescents; the cooperaytion agencies allowed the material resources for its elaboration.

Paraguay:”The beginning of its elaboration, counting with appropriate persons to elaborate it and that children and adolescents participate in its design”.

Peru:” We have a Plan approved in April 2002 until 2010”

Dominican Republic:” Childhood as a subject has become more important.  The activation of all sectors working in the area of childhood;; advances in the design of general terms to elaborate policies in favour of childhood and adolescence”.

Venezuela:” 1.  There is none so far. It is foreseen to be the union of both governmental and non governmental organizations, children and adolescents. The Plan is to be the axis for government policies and the System for the Protection of Childhood and Adolescence. 2.  Some  Ministries, specially the Ministry of Health and Development are aware of the necessity to have an articulated policy regarding childhood and adolescence and have incoporated proyects and specific programmes within its operative plans for the next five years regarding the protection and inegrat development of childhood and adolescence.”



4.  Difficulties visualized regarding the NPAs
Argentina:” The difficulties are political, we are witnessing a very strong crisis with constant changes in the natiuonal authorities. Possibly certain stability may

be expected after the elections although I doubt that this will guarantee the application of the Convention and National Plan.”

Costa Rica:” The process is slow, lack of coherence between the political discourse and the will to act; lack of knowledge of children and adolescents area”.

Ecuador:” Financing its elaboration.  Slowness as to the new government, sectorial interests.

El Salvador:” Little or limited opening for participation.  Lack of knowledge of the responsable instances of the rights.  No political will about the subject.  Together with this the elections are being given priority by those who make decisions and the subject of childhood has been left aside in their proposals of government”

Honduras:”Timefactor,Resources”


Mexico:”There is no participation and priority reatment of the NGOs;there are no mechanism to guarantee the incorporatyion of childre and adolescents of the county and of the various sectors or groups:farm childhood, indigenous chgildhood, children with different capacities, working childhood, children of day to day workers etc.  The  is a “reshuffling” of things that have been done and do not guarantee the transformation of childhood.  The topics are more foreseen as assistance than as of the Convention on the Rights of Children and Development”.

Nicaragua:” It is not an integrated plan focusing on the development stages of children.  Resources for its execution are not identified nor is there a monitor system”.

Paraguay”:Insufficient participation of the Civil Society, centralization of conultations, the institutes as guarantees are not wholly appropriate, small interest of the state for the  as interest shown  is more personal from the person who is now responsible of the SNNA”.

Peru:” There is no budget proyected for 2010, there are no priority targets, the monitoring should be reformulated as regards priorities, terms in time and budgets”.

Dominican Republic:”Lack of stability when considering priority topics in favour of children.  No follow up of the processes started to design the Plan.  Weaknesses of the   of the Public Institutions”.

Venezuela”: The present situation in Venezuela diverts attention from this imporan  task. The political and instant will required for its design.  2.  The country¨s present situation does not allow for the elaboration and follow up of international agreements as in the case of the document”An appropriate world for Children” to have priority which implies that they are not given the necessary importance.  

Actually there is no rector to design the , the CNDNA should articulate the  various governmental institutions.  However until now adequate action has not  been carried out. The present lack of  articulation of public administration regarding childhood and adolescence.  Little interest of the Civil Society to follow the Special Session.”

III. Possibilities to collaborate with and support the Network as regards the  NPAs in the countries.

1. Information and Documents

Most networks know the steps taken by the Network regarding the subject. (Annual Plan, Annual schedule, web page, promote support by the agencies amongst others) whereby the importance of the web as to updating and completion is to be emphasized to gather this information.  In some countries its diffusion should be stressed on the national level that it may reach all organizations, not only one.

Regarding the handling of the necessary documents for the design of the , all ackowledged having the most important information, stressing the following:

· The contribution and experience in  other countries  would be positive

· A list of all documents would be handy as also a place to access them both

easily and cheap

They coincided as to the necessity to have supporting instruments such as simple texts on the documents, material to connerct ther document of the Special Session with the Agenda Iberoamericana and the Convention on the Rights of Children, learning material that the design ensures the wide participation, with more concrete contributions such as,

El Salvador:”When designing it it is important to stress the existing national laws and use as a starting point the balance of targets achieved during the last Plan.”

Mexico:”This type of instruments always come in handy”

Venezuela:” They are all necessary as also blueprints with indicators that are easily handled, emphasizing local Governments.”

2. Design of the NPAs in each country

Argentina:”Support for the most effective way to begin this task considering the situation of this country...  Know the experience of other countries.It would be valuable that the fulfillment of the international convention and the national plan be required from the new administration beginning 27th of April.”

Ecuador:” Share experiences, technical and methodological proposals.  For that purpose the network or its coordination should create a strong international pressure in order to carry out the plans and the new codes.

El Salvador:”Provide information, a popular version of the aims of the decade could be set up.  As also financial support to allow for further diffusion of the ensuing plan.

Honduras:” In its active and propositive participation andHave clearer indicators, proposals

Mexico:”  The exchange of ideas and of experiences of the different countried, agreeing on a follow up system and joint evaluation of the .  Creating a pressure group to improve and execute adequately.the  of each country.

Paraguay: To have clearer indicators , proposals to monitor plans, incorporate necessary

transversal axis.”

Peru:  Training to monitor and invigilate the ; exchange information of other processes in designing the . Exchanging ionformation on other processes in Latin America as to participation  of the Civil Society in the follow up commissions of the s

Dominican Republic:” Exchange of experiences with other countries in the same process,

Participation in an event to discuss design of . Sharing information on methodology to design .  Political support to follow processes that require this.

Venezuela “ Unification for the National Plan.  2. Design and Distribution of documents

and information on follow up. Technical  advice for the design based on sharing with other countries involved.  Permanent forum of discussion related to the Rights of Children and Adolescence in the Region; campaigns to appeal to governments and organizations of the Civil Society”.

3. Some Reflexions

Argentina:  We have made the work proposal to the Colectivo de Infancia y Adolescencia (Network that is part of ADI) and it has resulted of great interest , they want to begin work.

Ecuador:”  It is necessary to work out a connection between new codes and the plan.  What happened to the protection systems that were set up in the new codes?  If they are not working, what is the institutional basis for the real application of the plans?  In the 90, the trend was codes, now it is plans.  We should think about this.  Much more needs to be worked on the subject of social investment.  We must work on plans, codes, poverty, economy.  Will a new frustration be elaborated plans and hardly implemented?”

IV. A GLANCE AT THE REALITY OF EACH COUNTRY

	COUNTRY


	THE NPA´s Situation at the moment


	Gobernment´s Organisation carry out the design


	Diffusion of Commitments

Assumed at the Special Session


	Society and Gobernmental Worksgroup

defined

for the NPAs´design
	Society and Children participation in the NPAs´ design


	Actual posibilities of society and children to participate in the NPAs´ design 
	Follow up´s mechanisms

previewed at the 

design

	ARGENTINA
	Has no NPA, process has not yet begun

.
	Consejo Nacional de Niñez y Familia (It  has not defined yet)


	Very punctually
	Has not been created


	Has not been defined yet


	Networks of NGO for Children could participated in this process


	It  has not yet preview 



	BELICE
	Has no NPA, process has not yet begun


	
	
	
	
	
	

	BOLIVIA
	Are in full process


	Alianza Boliviana por la Niñez y Adolescencia(Governmental and CS entities) 


	Fundamentally borne by the CS


	Alianza Boliviana por la Niñez y Adolescencia


	
	
	

	BRASIL
	Are in full process


	
	
	
	
	
	

	CAO

DOMINICA
	Is in the first phase of its development


	Comite Nacional por los DDNN


	
	Comité Nacional por los DDNN


	
	
	

	CHILE
	NPA designed, in implementation

. 
	MIDEPLAN, Ministerio de Planificacion


	Very punctually


	
	
	
	

	COLOMBIA
	Are in full process


	Instituto Colombiano de Bienestar Familiar


	
	
	Is foreseen totally to Children and Adolescents and to the CS in its design


	There is an alliance between national and international NGO to tackle the topic


	

	COSTA RICA
	NPA designed, in implementation

. 
	Consejo Nacional de Niñez y Adolescencia


	Only for the group that is designing the NPA.Yes, among NGOs and similar groups


	Comite Tecnico Asesor


	Is integrating to the CS in the implementation phase
	There is a Red Nacional de Infancia

.
	.Not defined

	CUBA
	Are in full process


	Grupo Nacional Intersectorial


	
	Grupo Nacional Intersectorial


	
	
	

	ECUADOR
	Are in full process


	Secretaria Tecnica del Frente Social


	limited

.
	Has not been created.The Comision Técnica of the CS remains.


	Foreseen in a limited way


	There are National Networks of NGOs for Children as also some theme networks for Children


	The Institution has been defined but not the Mechanism

	EL SALVADOR
	Are in full process


	Secretaria Nacional de la Familia
	Fundamentally borne by the CS, continúes at present


	Comision Nacional to generate proposals


	.Yes, but with limited participation and with a certain resistance
	National Networks for NGOs and Children working


	Is being discussed



	GUATEMALA
	Are in full process


	Mesa Tecnica para la formulacion de Politicas Publicas a favor  de la Niñez y Juventud


	limited


	Mesa Técnica para la formulacion  de Políticas Publicas a favor de la Niñez y Juventud


	Space for participation is being generated


	There are NGO and Children Networks on a national level


	

	GUYANA
	NPA already designed, is being revised


	
	
	
	
	
	

	HAITI
	No NPA, process has not been started


	
	
	
	
	
	

	HONDURAS
	Are in full process


	Instituto Hondureño de la Niñez y de la Familia-IHNFA-and the Social Cabinet of the Government
	Through the CS networks, not entirely


	There is a Commission, lead by UNICEF Honduras


	Is taking place through a  wide representation on a national level


	There are National networks of NGOs and Childhood
	Is being defined



	JAMAICA
	Are in full process


	Comite Nacional de Coordinacion for the NPA


	
	Comité Nacional de Coordinación for the NPA


	
	
	

	MEXICO
	NPA already designed, is being implemented

.
	Secretaria de Desarrollo Social


	Is being diffused selectively by the Government and in a limited way by the CS


	Comision Nacional de Trabajo, CS is invited, not a member. 

.
	The participation of CS has been integrated , contributions are hardly being considered.


	National Childhood Networks of NGOs exist
	Is not foreseen



	NICARAGUA
	NPA has been designed,n ot yet implemented

.
	Consejo Nacional de Atención y Protección Integral a la Niñez y Adolescencia CONAPINA
	As from the CS

.
	Remains, Grupo Ad Hoc for the Special Session
	Has been integrated to the participation of the CS and Childhood


	There are National Networks of NGOs and Childhood


	Is not foreseen



	PANAMA
	In full process

.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	PARAGUAY
	In full process

.
	SNNA- Secretaria Nacional de la N iñez y la Adolescencia


	In small spaces by the CS


	As Network, not as group


	Yes,the process of consulting between Childhood Organizations have been coordinated


	There are National Networks of NGOs and Childhood


	Is not explicit

.

	PERU
	Finished, is being revised


	Ministerio de la Mujer y Desarrollo Social(MIMDES ex Promudeh), Technical Secretariat under the Council of Ministers


	The Government diffused through three Institutions of the DDNN. The CS through electronic bulletins and magazine “Niñez y Adolescencia” of the GIN; version published by UNICEF


	Comision Nacional por la Niñez y Adolescencia, created in l994.


	Is participating in the revisión of the Plan both CS and Childhood


	There are National Networks of NGOs and Childhood


	A preliminary blueprint is being studied



	REPUBLICA

DOMINICANA 
	In full process

.
	Organismo Rector de Infancia on a national level


	Fundamentally through the CS


	An inter institutional Commission has been created

.
	Explicit interest to integrate only CS


	There are National Networks of NGOs and Childhood


	Is not explicit

.

	ST. Lucia
	I n full process


	
	
	
	
	
	

	SURINAME
	In full process


	
	
	
	
	
	

	Trinidad & Tobago:  
	In full process

.
	Ministerio de Desarrollo Social


	
	
	
	
	

	URUGUAY
	In full process


	Programa de Infancia, Adolescencia y Familia, dependent of the Presidency of the Republic

.
	Fundamentally through the 

CS
	Inter institutional labour commission for the NPAs


	Explicit will to integrate the CS and Childhood during the process


	There are national networks of NGOs for Childhood


	Not explicit

o.

	VENEZUELA
	There is no NPA, the process has not been started

.
	Consejo Nacional de Derechos de Niño y del Adolescente (not yet defined)

)
	.limited
	Being formed

.
	Explicit, however, not yet tangible
	There are national Networks of NGOs for Childhood

.
	Not  foreseen
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