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1. [bookmark: _Toc447537933][bookmark: _Toc533176871]Annual reports

1.1 [bookmark: _Toc533176872]Fundamental Rights Report 2018 Report
For more detailed information: https://fra.europa.eu/en/publications-and-resources/publications/annual-reports/fundamental-rights-2018#child-rights 
“In the Walloon region in Belgium, a new decree aims to extend the obligation to provide emergency housing; it introduces modifications to help bring unoccupied dwellings into use, and creates a mechanism to force the sale of social housing to its inhabitants” (p. 180)
“In Belgium, a coalition of more than 100 NGOs has taken a stand against the construction of a new closed centre for the detention of families with children.” (p.184)
“In Belgium, the Wallonia–Brussels Federation opened a  centre for help and care of persons affected by radicalisation and violent extremism. It offers systematic individualised care to children and adults susceptible to radicalisation and provides support to families. Concretely, it provides a  telephone contact line and psycho-social assistance, initiates tailor-made disengagement paths, and coordinates a research centre.”(p.188)
“In Belgium, an educational tool accompanies Lettres à Nour, a play that tells the story of the correspondence between a father and his daughter who went to fight for IS. The tool is divided into nine chapters, each of which deals with a topic such as Islam, geopolitical considerations or manipulation methods. The tool is meant to serve as a resource for teachers of students in years 5 and 6 to generate in-depth reflection on the phenomenon of radicalisation in the classroom.” (p. 188)
1.2 [bookmark: _Toc533176873]Fundamental Rights Report 2017 Report
For more detailed information: http://fra.europa.eu/en/publications-and-resources/publications/annual-reports/fundamental-rights-2017#child-rights 
Children at risk of poverty or social exclusion: “In about one third of the countries, only minor changes can be observed between the situations in 2005 and 2015, increasing or decreasing by at most one percentage point. This is the case in Belgium, Denmark, 11 Finland, Germany, Ireland, Luxembourg, Portugal, Slovenia, Sweden and the United Kingdom. The lack of progress since 2005 is especially worrying in countries that had high rates that year  – such as Belgium and Luxembourg at around 23 %, and Ireland, Portugal and the United Kingdom at around 30 %.”(p. 176)
[image: ] (p. 176)
 “In the 12 countries that provide foster care, practices are either diverse or uniform. Having diverse practices means that they may vary at regional, local or municipal level, because they are not harmonised nationally. This is the case in Austria, Belgium, Denmark, Estonia, France, Germany and Poland.” (p. 185)
1.3 [bookmark: _Toc533176874]Fundamental Rights Report 2016 Report

For more detailed information: http://fra.europa.eu/en/publications-and-resources/publications/annual-reports/fundamental-rights-2016
[bookmark: _GoBack] “The EU has established common safeguards in relation to specific forms of violence, such as sexual violence against children. But the implementation of the Directive on combating sexual abuse and sexual exploitation of children and child pornography (2011/93/EU)57 continued to encounter difficulties. In 2014, the Commission opened formal infringement procedures against 11 Member States for non-communication of national measures implementing the directive. By the end of 2015, it did close the cases involving Cyprus, Hungary, the Netherlands and the United Kingdom due to correct implementation or submission of information.5 However, in the cases of Belgium, Greece, Italy, Malta, Portugal, Romania and Spain, the Commission launched the second stage of infringement procedures with reasoned opinions, asking them to notify the Commission of all measures taken to ensure full implementation, including bringing national legislation in line with EU law.” (p. 142)
“The European Committee of Social Rights (ESCR) focused on corporal punishment as a form of violence against children and has now adopted all decisions on the merits of the collective complaints made in 2013 against several Member States. The ESCR found a violation of Article 17 of the European Social Charter in Ireland, Slovenia, Belgium, the Czech Republic and France – but not in Italy – for not explicitly prohibiting all forms of corporal punishments.” (p. 143)
2. [bookmark: _Toc447537936][bookmark: _Toc533176875]Thematic reports
2.1 [bookmark: _Toc533176876]Combating child poverty: an issue of fundamental rights (2018)

For more detailed information: https://fra.europa.eu/en/publication/2018/child-poverty 
“It also shows that, while flexible arrangements and part-time work are common in some Member States (Austria, Belgium, Germany, the Netherlands, the United Kingdom and Sweden), these arrangements are still associated with lower pay, fewer promotion opportunities and reduced pension entitlements, resulting in a higher risk of poverty and fewer unemployment entitlements. In addition, women are more likely than men to opt for flexible arrangements to take care of children.” (p. 31)
[image: ]
[image: ] (p.43)
[bookmark: _Toc447537937][bookmark: _Toc533176877]2.2 European legal and policy framework on immigration detention of children (2017)
For more detailed information: https://fra.europa.eu/en/publication/2017/child-migrant-detention 
“The number of detention days varied across Member States, from a few hours to several months. Only four EU Member States (Belgium, Luxembourg, Slovenia and Sweden) had held those children for 15 days or less. The reasons for the prolonged detention included doubts about the age of the child (Belgium), irregular border crossing (Bulgaria, Croatia, Latvia and Poland), detention pending removal (Hungary) or waiting for appointment of guardian (Slovenia).” (p. 13)
“Some Member States ban the detention of unaccompanied children for immigration-related purposes, but allow it when age is disputed. For example, in Belgium, a person who claims to be a child can be detained at the border for three working days during an age assessment (extendable for another three working days in exceptional cases), but immigration detention of unaccompanied children is forbidden.” (pp. 21 – 22)
“Other Member States do not permit detention in principle, but do not forbid it completely. In Belgium, for example, the principle is to maintain the family unit and avoid the detention of children. Children accompanied by their parents should not be held in detention but be transferred together in return houses – form of designated residence – or, if they were living irregularly in the territory, they can stay in their own residence or be transferred to an open reception centre.92 Article 74/9 (1) of the Immigration Act states that families with children (irregularly staying in the territory or applying for asylum at the border) are in principle not detained. However, the same legal provision makes exceptions possible “if the detention facilities are adapted to the needs of families with minor children.” Furthermore, if families with children try to enter Belgian territory irregularly, the law also provides the possibility of detention “in adapted detention places” and “for as short as possible duration” (Article 74/9 (2)).94 In April 2016 the Belgian Council of State stated that detention centres must be adapted to suit the needs of children, annulling provisions of a 2014 Royal Decree that did not clearly ban the detention of families with children in regular facilities and thus did not conform to the Belgian Immigration Act.” (pp. 34 – 35)
“Belgium has set up an option to accommodate families with children in open facilities with caseworker support, such as from a  social worker, after several rulings from the ECtHR against the country. If a  family receives a  repatriation order because its application to stay in the territory has been rejected or is no longer valid, the family is transferred to a return house with support from a  case worker or stays in its own residence, providing the dwelling meets the basic requirements of safety and human dignity. This alternative, introduced in practice in 2014, allows families with children to stay in their own houses when preparing to return to their country of origin. Whether they stay in their own dwellings or are placed in return houses, families must comply with certain conditions. The conditions imposed vary on the type of arrangement and may include the reimbursement of costs incurred for damage caused to the Belgian State or the need to pay a deposit, being able to support the family needs, permitting the case worker to access the house at the requested time, and reporting or other obligations” (p. 51)
“In Belgium, all persons placed in detention, including children, should meet with a social worker upon arrival, who provides information on the detention facility and the person’s rights and obligations, including the right to appeal.” (p. 66)
“Teenagers also stay at return houses in Belgium for months without attending school, reports say.” (p. 81)
“Only a few Member States have social workers in the detention facilities (usually those that host families), for example Belgium, the Czech Republic, Denmark, Hungary and the Netherlands. In the Belgian detention centre La Caricole, each family has a  reference person who is a  social worker.” (p. 91)
“Most Member States provide internal or external mechanisms, or both. Internal complaint mechanisms take various forms. (…) Belgium’s permanent Complaint Commission dealing with individual complaints has declared only 60.6 % of lodged complaints admissible, and only nine of them well founded, Myria reports.” (pp. 93 – 94)
[bookmark: _Toc533176878]2.3 Mapping of minimum age requirements
In 2017, FRA is mapped national laws across EU governing age requirements linked to the child rights of protection and participation. The Convention on the rights of the Child requires States to take children's views into consideration on matters which concern them in accordance with their age and maturity. However, FRA research has shown that the way children are recognised as rights holders differs across the EU. Age requirements can also be arbitrary and inconsistent, potentially limiting child rights
The areas covered in this mapping exercise are: the legal definition of a child; political participation; social rights and welfare; education; health and medical treatment; employment; child care and child protection; access to justice (including juvenile justice); children in the digital world; asylum and migration. 
For more detailed information: https://fra.europa.eu/en/publications-and-resources/data-and-maps/minag?mdq1=theme&mdq2=3509 
As a matter of example, please find some extracts of this mapping concerning the age requirements in Belgium in the area of asylum and migration: 
[image: C:\Users\beckele\Downloads\MDX-MAP-MINAG_en_76078-Tk9ORQ==-Tk9ORQ==-Z3JvdXAwNg==-TUlOQUdfQVMwMQ==-TUlOQUdfQVMwMQ==-MjAxNw==-740.entitled.jpg]
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