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To UN Committee on the Rights of the Child 

Central Union for Child Welfare supplements the following information regarding the Replies of Finland to the list of issues in relation to its combined fifth and sixth periodic reports. 

2 b – Impact assessment in the legislative process (see also 4 a)
While new guidelines for impact assessments in the legislative process have been published, child rights impact assessment is still not systematic and does not always take into account all the rights of the child. And even when an assessment is conducted it does not always receive due weight in decision-making, instead, child rights perspective can be neglected. The ombudsman for children has suggested the principle of the best interest of the child be incorporated in the constitution.
2 c – National Child Strategy function
While a permanent National Child Strategy function has been established, its funding is only guaranteed until the end of 2023. The implementation of the strategy needs adequate funding. 
3 b (18) - Reform of the Transgender Act (see also 3 f)
As the state's response states, legal gender recognition is not possible for those under the age of 18. However, it is necessary to supplement the state's answer to the extent that though the child rights impact assessment mentioned in the state's answer (3 b, 18) was conducted while reforming the Transgender Act, the proposition did not take into account that the impact assessment strongly leaned towards the position that legal confirmation of gender should also be allowed for persons under the age of 18.
4 d – Freedom of religion 
To supplement the state's answer: Based on the Freedom of Religion Act (2003/453), if a child is under 12 years old, the child's guardians decide on their religion. According to the Act, the religious status of a child between the ages of 12 and 17 changes only if the child and guardians so agree. Thus, a person under the age of 18 cannot freely decide on their own religion.
5 c – Resources to implement measures against violence
	The state’s reply seems strangely unfinished (by mistake?). 
5 d – Intersex children and female genital mutilation
Intersex children’s right to integrity must be included in legislation to prevent any unnecessary medical procedures.

The working group, which was established to propose a clarification of the Criminal Code regarding female genital mutilation (FGM), did not propose changes to the Criminal Code. Since there is no penal provision in the Criminal Code for FGM, mutilation is assessed as an assault.
6 (c) – The rights of children in residential homes and foster care
There are no suitable substitute care places for children who behave violently, and places change frequently. When the cycle of violence and crime cannot be broken in child protection, the child's place of substitute care changes often.
6 (e) – The maximum number of children as clients
While the law defines that a social worker responsible for child’s affairs can have a maximum of 35 children as clients at a time (and starting from 2024, 30 children), there are regional differences in how the requirement is met.
CUCW has proposed that a social worker should not have more than 25 children as clients. A limit of 25 children has been recommended in several national reports, f.ex. in the national child protection quality recommendation.
6 d & 11 a – Family reunification 
Despite the actions described by the state (76–78), the problems the CUCW has presented (see our report 06/2022, points 90 and 155) still exist.
7 a – Children with disabilities / inclusion 
Neither resources nor training to ensure inclusion are sufficient. Apart from temporary projects, the state-funding for municipalities is not earmarked and resourcing varies among municipalities. There is also a lack of special education teachers (especially in early education) and the basic training of teachers does not necessarily provide strong enough competence for delivering effective support for all children. Finally, it is still disappointingly common for the rights-based approach to inclusion to be ignored in public discussion.
7b – The new Act on services for persons with disabilities
The new Act on services for persons with disabilities enables services for a wider group of people than before. This requires effective resourcing, especially in the number of personnel.
11 b – Best interest of the child in migration decisions and procedures
According to a recent report by the UNHCR[footnoteRef:2], in about a third of the examined decisions, it was not indicated how the best interest of the child had been assessed and taken into account.  [2:  UNHCR Representation for the Nordic and Baltic Countries 2022: Quality Initiative. An Assessment of Child-Sensitive Refugee Status determination at the Finnish Immigration Service.] 

	The media has also published some alarming quotes from migration decisions concerning the best interest of the child (e.g. the child's best interests not being exceptionally jeopardized if one parent is removed from the country). 
11 c – Access to services / children seeking asylum or who have received temporary protection
There is insufficient information on the situation, living conditions and access to services of Ukranian children in Finland: what is the need for the services, how is the actual access to the services and what are the reasons for possible lack of access to the services.
11 f – Detention of children
	The detention of children occurring very rarely does not justify it. See our report (point 159).
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