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I. Information provided by the accredited national human
rightsinstitutions of the State under review in full
compliance with the Paris Principles

Background and framework

1. The Northern Ireland Human Rights Commission HRCY referred to
recommendations 12157 21° 228 237 24® and 26 and stated that the United Kingdom
should inter alia (a) remove its interpretative ldeation® in relation to the OP-CRC-AC;
its interpretative declaratiohin relation to ICERD; and its reservations to &lgs 12. 4,
24(a) and (b) and 27 of CRPD; (b) ratify the ICCBR4, ICCPR-OP2, ICESCR-OP and
ICRMW;? (c) issue the required declarations under ArtR2eof CAT and Article 14 of
ICERD*®

2. NIHRC referred to recommendation*418nd stated that a bill of rights for Northern
Ireland was yet to be introduc&d.

3. The Scottish Human Rights Commission (SHRC) edtathat the Scottish
Government’s initiative to introduce a duty on Menisters to have “due regard” to the
CRC should be extended to other international hurigdris treaties, but should not be an
alternative to the incorporation of these instrutaéhThe Equality and Human Rights
Commission (EHRCY stated that the Welsh Government introduced sinbdgislation,
and recommended a similar model for Engléhd.

4, EHRC expressed concern over the inequalitiethén enjoyment of the right to
health, education and employméht.

5. SHRC stated that its budget has been cut andmmended that the Scottish
Parliament ensure adequate funding to enable fuwming in accordance with the Paris
Principles®

6. NIHRC referred inter alia to recommendation”*1and called for a national
programme to combat overcrowding in prisons; actiaddress high prison populatidiis;
and a Foreign National Prison StratégNIHRC stated that there was no women'’s prison
and gender-appropriate services in Northern Irefand

7. EHRC stated that Inquiries that examined aliegatof torture in Iraq, including the
Baha Mousa Inquiry, fell short of a full public imiqy.>® The Detainee Inquiry that will
investigate allegations of complicity in tortuadroad should comply with international
standards®

8. EHRC expressed concern that as recipients dfithaad social care, elderly people
whose home care was delivered by private provididsnot have the same level of
protection under the Human Rights Act when compaeethose who received care from
public bodies’

9. EHRC stated that the current proposals for legdl reform should not unduly
restrict legal aid for civil cases, as this woulffeet access to justice for the most
vulnerable?®

10. In relation to freedom of association and peacessembly, EHRC recommended
restrictions on the use of “kettling”, overt andred surveillance of protestors, pre-emptive
measures and banning ordérs.
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11. EHRC remained concerned that progress in raduthe gender-pay gap was
considerably slow and recommended government pslicand legal provisions to
encourage equal pay practiéés.

12. EHRC stated that proposed reforms to the wegstem may impact unfavourably
on vulnerable people, especially people who wesalded®

13. SHRC stated that the recent forced evictiomfidale Farm in England was an
example of the failure to adopt human rights basteitegies to reconcile the rights of the
Gypsy/Traveller communities to those of settled camities®?

14. EHRC expressed concern inter alia about tHed&protection for migrant domestic
workers®

15.  NIHRC referred to recommendatiorié &d 15° and recommended that the United
Kingdom implement the*land 29 phases of the WPHREand that the Northern Ireland
Executive prioritises human rights training in solsoand in the civil servic¥.

16. NIHRC referred to recommendation®12nd recommended investigations into
deaths that occurred during the conflict in Northieeland®®

17. NIHRC referred to recommendation®¥ &nd 9% and expressed concern that the
Terrorism Prevention and Investigation MeasuresrBthined the use of ‘closed hearings’
using the special advocate procedtire.

18.  NIHRC referred to recommendation$’ Z}* and 9° and stated that the over-use of
custodial remand for children in Northern Irelamdiicated that the CRC was not fully
implemented?

19. SHRC stated that Scotland’s prisons continuedgerate beyond capacity and
concerns existed, inter alia, with the increasindigproportionate number of female
prisoners’

20. NIHRC referred to recommendation® 2/° and 25° and stated that the current age
of criminal responsibility across the United Kingdoe- 10 years in England, Wales and
Northern Ireland, and 12 years in Scotland — waddw.>*

21. NIHRC referred to recommendation 16, the CRittverty Act 2010 and the Child
Poverty Strategy, and called on the United Kingdorepecify how it intended to end child
poverty>?

22.  NIHRC referred to recommendation§® B>* 4°° and 5° and stated inter alia that
prevalence of domestic and sexual violence remaiigidin Northern Ireland’,

23. NIHRC referred to recommendation®®8nd stated that the “UK Single Equality
Act” was not applicable to Northern Ireland and tmmmitment in the St Andrew’s
Agreement to a Single Equality Bill was yet to miatiese >

24. SHRC stated that the Scottish Government egpdeis commitment to exploring
human rights based approach to climate changeremminmended the implementation of
this commitment?
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I nformation provided by other stakeholders

Background and framework

Scope of international obligations®™

25.  Joint Submission 10 (JS 10) referred to reconu@tons 2% and 26° and stated
that the United Kingdom has lifted its reservatidnsthe CRC on immigration and
citizenship, and ratified the OP-CRC-SC and the BRP

26. Save the Children (SC) stated that the Unitédg#om has not withdrawn its
reservation to OP-CRC-ST€.

27.  Child Soldiers International (CSI) stated thtia¢ United Kingdom considered its
declaration when OP-CRC-AC was ratified to be anefipretive statement” rather than a
reservation. As the declaration limited the legédat of OP-CRC-AC, it was tantamount to
being a reservatioff.

28.  Joint Submission 9 (JS 9) encouraged the Unfieddom to withdraw the four
reservations and the interpretive declarationd &atered when it ratified CRPD.

29. Joint Submission (JS 6) stated that the UnKetyjdom has failed to meet its

international obligations arising from CEDAW, ICERGind ICCPR because it has not
extended to Northern Ireland, the abortion legistatntroduced in England, Scotland and
Wales in 19678

30. The Redress Trust (Redress) stated that theedJHKiingdom has not accepted the
right of petition under CAT; and has not ratifida i CCPR-OP2°

31. The Children's Rights Alliance for England (ORA called for acceptance of the
right of petition with regard to the ICCPR-OP1, @RE and the CAT?

32.  Joint Submission 13 (JS 13) called for thdication of ICRMW, ICESCR-OP and
ICCPR-OP173

33.  Joint Submission 12 (JS 12) stated that tHerecof the police, pursuant to Section
60 of the Criminal Justice and Public Order Act 499were in violation of CERD and
UDHR.™

34.  Council of Europe — European Commission agdiastism and Intolerance (CoE-
ECRI) urged the United Kingdom to sign and ratifsot®col No. 12 to the European
Convention on Human Right§.

Constitutional and legidative framework

35.  Joint Submission 8 (JS 8) and JS 10 statednibra¢ of the human rights treaties
ratified by the United Kingdom has been incorpailateo law!” including the CRC® JS 9
stated that the failure to incorporate the CRPD latv limited the enforcement of rights of
persons with disabilitie¥.

36. JS 8 stated that in Wales, the Rights of Childand Young Persons Measure,
passed in March 2011, placed a duty on Ministerhdaee due regard to the CRC in
exercising any of their functiof8.JS 10 stated that the Scotland’s bill, similathi® Welsh
Measure, could not serve as an alternative toniterporation of the CRC into laf¥.

37. Conscience and Peace Tax International (CP8dpmmended that the United
Kingdom enshrine in legislation the procedures ifelease from the armed forces on
grounds of conscientious objectitn.
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38. JS 10, JS 8, Amnesty International (Al), Jastiereedom from Torture (FT), JUST
West Yorkshire (JWY) and the Law Society of Englaamd Wales (LS) stated that the
United Kingdom Government established a Commissioexplore the creation of a “UK
Bill of Rights”. This Commission operated “within @olitical environment®® that was
“openly hostile to human right¥” Its terms of reference made no mention of the HRA
when any new bill of rights should build on andestgthen the current protection for human
rights provided by the HRA. The HRA included a metism for dividing responsibility
between Parliament, the executive and the courtsrfsuring effective protection of human
rights. However, there was now a “political agetolaedefine these responsibilities with a
view to diluting the role of the court§®. Consequently, concerns were raised about the
possible replacement of the HRALS recommended that the retention of HRA with none
of the rights removed or diluted and the inclusibadditional rightg’

39. JS 13 called on the United Kingdom to guaradtegég it upcoming review that the
HRA will be maintained and built updf.

40. The Office of the Children’s Commissioner (O&t¢commended that a new bill of
rights should include specific rights for childrén.

41. The Committee on the Administration of Jus{{€&AJ) and JS 13 stated that The
Belfast (Good Friday) Agreeméhtprovided for a Bill of Rights for Northern Irelaftl
BIRW stated that Northern Ireland needed a BillRights that would reflect its own
particular circumstances.

Ingtitutional and human rightsinfrastructure and policy measures

42.  SC called for compliance of the four Childreitt®mmissioners with the Paris
Principles®*

43.  The Children’s Commissioner for Wales (CCW)eazhffor legislative amendment to
remove the OCC'’s functions in Wales, Northern Idland Scotland over non-devolved
issues, enabling each of the Children’s Commiss®oh@ promote and protect all of the
rights of children in their devolved territori&s.

44. OCC stated that the “Public Bodies Bill” whigfil allow Ministers to modify inter
alia the functions of the Equality and Human Rightsnmission (EHRC), was inconsistent
with the EHRC's status as an independent N&RI.

45. JS 8 stated that it remained concerned abdat mlia the lack of a strategic
approach by the Welsh Government with regard tliei’s rights?’

46. Al stated that the United Kingdom took a resive interpretation of the
extraterritorial application of human rights prdtens under international law in relation to
its obligations to regulate United Kingdom basethpanies operating overseés.

47. Institute for Human Rights Business (IHRB) eththat United Kingdom removed
the criteria for environmental and social impagessments on certain projects that were
required for project funding by the Export Crediti@antee Department (ECGD)/ UK
Export FinancéUKEF).*°

48.  Joint Submission 11 (JS 11) stated that thwises of a significant number of
United Kingdom registered companies, operating iwithdigenous territories around the
world, have violated the rights of Indigenous Ped¥!
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B.

Cooperation with human rights mechanisms

Cooperation with treaty bodies'®

49 JS 9 expressed concern about the United Kingslal@lay in submitting its initial
report to CRPB%

I mplementation of international human rights obligations, taking into
account applicableinternational humanitarian law

Equality and non-discrimination

50. CoE-ECRI stated that while progress has beemlemtowards eliminating
discrimination, inequalities rematf?

51. JS 13 stated that some sections of the Equdit2010 (EA) were yet to come into
forcel®* JS 9 stated that provisions on achieving equéditypersons with disabilities were
weak'®

52. CCW stated that the EA did not offer childrentpction from discrimination on the
grounds of their ag®®

53. Abused Men in Scotland (AMIS) stated that it®nd there was an institutional
bias against men in relation to access to theiddn in cases which included divorce or
separatiort’

54. UKJCW stated that the labour market was cherisetd by persistent occupational
segregation, rooted in gendered patterns of sailguisition, which are underpinned by
stereotyping girls’ and women’s aptitudes, prefeesy and capabiliti¢s®

55. Joint Submission 5 (JS 5) stated that becaudsehair caste Dalits faced
discrimination in various areas including employmé@hAt a meeting in the House of
Lords, it was decided to amend the EA to providectste as an aspect of rate.

56. ODVV stated that the counter-terrorism poliayceuraged the public to treat
Muslims as legitimate objects of abuée.

Right to life, liberty and security of the person

57. JS 7 stated that the Detainee Inquiry that exilmine the alleged complicity of the
intelligence services in tortures abroad was ubhjilte comply with relevant international
and domestic laws?

58. Redress stated th@uidanceé to intelligence officers on cooperation with fapei
agencies where it was known or believed that tertupuld occur was inconsistent with the
CAT .14

59. Redress stated that the United Kingdom shouldeg the extra-territorial
application of the CAT and the ICCPR for actions itsf officials abroad*® and the
obligation to prosecute or extradite torture sutpedio entered its jurisdictidf’®

60.  British Irish Rights Watch (BIRW) stated thhetplastic bullets used by the police
in riot control in Northern Ireland could potenljatause fatalities’

61. The Council of Europe, the European Commissiothe Prevention of Torture and
Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment (C&H)Cstated that in England and
Wales the policy and guidance on the use of elestiock weapons (Tasers) by police was
loosely worded and opened the door to the misuasérs:
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62. AMIS stated that domestic abuse was a sigmifipeoblem in Scotlan¥; and men,
as victims, were marginalised by the authoritfés.

63. GIEACPC referred to recommendation$'23,? 42 and 5% and stated that since
the Review?”® the legality of corporal punishment of childrentire United 8.Kingdom
remained unchanged& Corporal punishment remained lawful in the hdiieThe
Commissioner for Human Rights of the Council of &he (CoE-Commissioner) stated that
the laws were not compliant with international hanryhts standard$? JS 8 stated that
they were in breach of the CRE.

64. GIEACPC stated that corporal punishment wadipied in all state and private
schools. In the penal system, corporal punishmerst unlawful as a sentence for a crime.
Corporal punishment was also prohibited in residégare institutions and in foster care
arranged by local authorities or voluntary orgatiiges, but remained lawful in private
foster carg®

65. World Vision (WVUK) stated that while Britishitzens and residents were
prosecuted in the United Kingdom for exploitatiardabuse of children abroad, the rate of
successful prosecutions remained féiv.

66. UKJCW stated that the United Kingdom governntead made little progress on
creating a coordinated, 4-nation strategy on viodemgainst wometi?

67. CoE-CPT made recommendations with regard toestmr detention and
imprisonment of persons which included providingagteed persons with written copies of
their rights?

68. Women in Prison (WIP) stated that the lack mrapriate clothing for women in
some prisons infringed their right to dignif} HLPR stated that the prison service did not
meet the needs of vulnerable wor&n.

69. BIRW stated, in relation to Northern Irelanitlattin the Her Majesty’s Maghaberry
prison, the separation of paramilitary prisonefrother prisoners restricted access to
facilities *® Also, there was no separate women'’s prigén.

70. SCLD stated that many of the programmes ainteglabilitation and parole of
prisoners with learning disabilities were are nmtessible®

71. The Poppy Project (PP) stated that there wasemestanding legal framework for
the recognition or protection of trafficking victtmand there was an overreliance on the
asylum system to inform decision-making on trafiick*

72.  ASI stated that the National Referral Mechan{®RM)™° was formally used to
identify victims of human trafficking. The NRM waBawed. It, inter alia, relied
excessively on the discretion of officials, who maihimal training***

73.  The Organization for Defending Victims of Viote (ODVV) stated that care for
adult women trafficked for sexual exploitation wasvided to those victims who satisfied
specific criteria. Thus, not all victims in needaafre received such calf@.

Administration of justice, including impunity and the rule of law

74. BIRW stated that the United Kingdom has failedset-up a mechanism to address
the legacy of the conflict in Northern Ireland, piés such recommendation from the
Consultative Group on the Pagt.

75. BIRW stated that the United Kingdom Governmagents colluded with both
republican and loyalist paramilitaries throughdug tonflict in Northern Ireland; and that
there was such collusion in the murder of Patrichu€ane. However, despite the 2001
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“Weston Park Agreemenit* and the recommendation of retired Canadian Sup@ongt
Judge Peter Cory, an inquiry has not been Held.

76.  Scottish Campaign against Irresponsible Driy8f3ID) stated that accident victims
injured as a consequence of criminal driving weseracognised as victims of crinf&.

77. CoE-ECRI recommended training of personnehendriminal justice system on the
legal prohibition of racially or religiously aggrated behaviour in Northern Irelard.

78.  Justice stated that Scottish criminal proceguogided for a detainee to have access
to legal representation while at a police statiblowever, in England and Wales, a
detainee’s access to legal representation was etdthcretion of individual police
officers*®

79. Howard League for Penal Reform (HLPR) stated despite the announcement that
the Imprisonment for Public Protection sentencd b abolished, the large number of
people serving indeterminate sentences will coetittube held indefinitely and until the

prison service was able to provide the requiredsmsifor their eligibility for releasé®

80. LS stated that allegations that members oflélgal profession were subjected to
phone hacking and surveillance by some newspaperieah specific consideration by the
Leveson Inquiry?® as these practices may have been carried out théthintention of

undermining court action, and could have constitide attempt to pervert the course of

justice®*

81. CCW called for a re-orientation of the juverjilistice system in order to inter alia
ensure the non-criminalisation of children; andpees for the rights of children in
custody'®? JS 7 stated that staffs at the four secure trgio@antres> which were privately
run, were inadequately trainéd.HLPR expressed concerns about the use of restraint
solitary confinement and forcible strip-searchirfgchildren in custody®® OCC stated that
pain-inflicting restraint techniques were used desghe risk of serious injury to
children*®

82. BIRW stated that the United Kingdom'’s intellige services operated secretly and
was not subject to any public oversight, nor wadiviidual operatives held to account for
their actions>’

83. HRCS stated that the Scottish Parliament hasdb@ from providing assistance for
human rights case&

84. WIP stated that women faced discrimination sedjuality in the criminal justice
system and the United Kingdom has not taken digolerraction to implementation a
gender-responsive criminal justice systém.

4. Right to privacy

85. The Scottish Transgender Alliance (STA) stated the “Gender Recognition Act
2004 prevented intersex people from accessing gayader recognitiot’

86. Islamic Human Rights Commission (IHRC) stateslintroduction of body scanners
in Heathrow and Manchester airports violated thhtrto privacy*®*

5. Freedom of religion or belief, expression, association and peaceful assembly, and right
to participate in public and palitical life

87. The Odysseus Trust (OT) stated that the comiemeroffences of blasphemy and
blasphemous libel which were abolished in England ®Wales still existed in Northern
Ireland?!®?
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88. English PEN (PEN) stated that current libeldawEngland and Wales significantly
infringed free expression and discouraged legitnatestigative reporting?

89. Article 19 stated that the Digital Economy A2010 required internet service
providers (ISPs) to inter alia take measures atairsscribers without legal procéésand
Nominet, the domain name register, was considdreggging domain names at the request
of the police, without a court ord&¥.

90. Article 19 stated that the “Official SecretstAgvas frequently used to silence
government whistle-blowers®

91. Engendéf’ stated that mechanisms for improving women's ac@s power,
participation and decision making were failing.récommended inter alia compulsory
guotas for candidate selectitffi.

Right towork and to just and favourable conditions of work

92. The Joseph Rowntree Foundation (JRF) stated thea lack of knowledge of
employment rights, amongst other factors, made anigrworkers vulnerable to
exploitation?®®

93. IHRB stated that The Gangmasters Licensing énitthwhich has been an effective
enforcement body of the rights of vulnerable woskeithin its five industry sectors may
either face severe funding cuts or clostife.

94. Kalayaan stated that domestic workers in diplienhouseholds reported similar
levels of abuse to those in private householdswaee found to be twenty times more
likely to have been trafficked?

95. Kalayaan stated that despite the recognitiohefvisa for domestic workers in
private households (visa) as good practice by mhermational Labour Organisatidfi,the
United Kingdom proposed to either end the issuasfcthe visa or amend it. Kalayaan
called for the retention of the visa and its exiemgo domestic workers in diplomatic
households?

96. The Council of Europe: European Committee ofti&oRights (CoE-ECSR)
concluded that the United Kingdom did not complyhwthe European Social Charter for
reasons including the inadequate safeguards teeprevorkers from working more than
twelve hours a day/?

Right to social security and to an adequate standard of living

97. CCW referred to recommendation®@nd stated that the commitment to half child
poverty by 2010 was not achievE8iCCW called for sufficient resources to tackle dhil

poverty*”’

98. JS 8 stated that the “Child Poverty Strateggkéd clear recognition of the financial
pressures facing families and the impact this veagrig on childrert’®

99. JS 8 stated that in Wales, the passage ofChiédfen and Families Measure” made
statutory provision to take forward its commitmeat eradicate child poverty? CCW
stated that many of the levers which impact ondchpbverty were not within the
competency of the National Assembly for Walf&s.

100. Engender stated that the Child Poverty Styatey Scotlandf* has failed to
materialise into concrete plans for lifting childreout of poverty through directly
addressing the poverty of their moth&¥s.
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10.

Right to health

101. Joint Submission 6 (JS 6) stated that in Morthreland the legislation on abortion
hindered women from realising the highest attaimadthndard of physical and mental
health!®?

102. JS 10 stated that the specialist child andeadent services for those with mental
health problems in Scotland was inadequte.

103. SCFS expressed concern over the use of dragical ‘coshes’ for children with
conditions such as Attention deficit hyperactiviysorder (ADHD) and for adults in
residential caré®

104. AKC stated that neuroleptic drugs were nariged for use in “dementia care” but
have become part of routine treatment in care hpdespite the increased risk of de&th.

105. Age UK (AU) stated that elderly people do abtays receive appropriate food and
drink or get the needed assistance with eatingapitals and care hom&$.

106. STA stated that intersex people cannot beidemf that their rights will be
adequately respected by medical professionalshase twere no rights-based intersex
healthcare protocof$?

Right to education

107. SC stated that socio-economic background teffeearly learning. Children who
lived in poverty performed lower than those who ioid*#°

108. JS 10 stated that in Scotland there was ldckupport to enable children with
disabilities to inter alia learn in mainstream eatian**°

109. SCFS stated that the Scottish Government mnstre that teachers were fully
trained to additionally support children with leggp difficulties and autistic spectrum
disorders™

110. SCFS stated that deaf children should havepipertunity to learn and use British
Sign language (BSL) at schoét.

111. JS 13 stated that the “Human Rights in SchBodgect” conducted in collaboration
with the Ministry of Justice was stopped in 2008l&xk of funds:®

112. SexYOUality (SY) stated that teachers havebeen adequately trained to respond
to homophobic bullying in schoot&!

113. CRAE stated that there was an erosion of difiits in schools. The Education Act
2011, for instance, empowered staff to look throagh delete information from pupils’
phones and laptop¥

114. CRAE stated that the CRC should be includedthie statutory national

curriculum?®®

Per sons with disabilities

115. JS 9 stated that the new Universal Creditesystould significantly reduce the
support to disabled children and their famifigs.

116. SCLD stated that cuts to “care packages” edisability Living Allowance (DLA)
will constrain the independence and community pirdition of people with disabiliti€s®

117. The SCFS stated that despite achievements imadbe Scottish Government,
disabled people will have their rights eroded bg tbnited Kingdom Government's
proposed welfare reform programme motivated by btidgtst®
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12.

118. The Scottish Association for Mental Health {84) stated that in Scotland, women
with mental health problems were disproportionatielynd within the criminal justice

system?® and that people with mental health problems veeitgiected to marginalisation
and discriminatior®*

119. JS 13 recommend that the United Kingdom Gawemni prioritise and address the
lack of understanding of hate crime by the poliosofar as it targeted disabled peofite.

120. Disability Politics UK (DP) stated that enalglimembers of Parliament to job share
would enable persons with disabilities to be memldrParliament®® A proposal in this
regard was submitted to the Minister for Disabled$e>*

121. The Scottish Consortium for Learning Disapi{SCLD) stated inter alia that in
Scotland the lack of “Changing Places Toiléfsih public areas restricted disabled people
from participating in their communities and in sigi?®

122. Mencap stated that the assurances given bytited Kingdom in securing the
rights of people with profound and multiple leampinisabilities (PMLD) have not
translated into visible improvemerits.

123. SCFS expressed concern that women were beliviged to abort their children
upon diagnosis of disability despite the possipitif these children having a good quality
of life. 28

Minorities and indigenous peoples

124. Lead Gate (LG) stated that the Gypsy and [Fistveller people remained amongst
the most disadvantaged communities because iriteofthe lack of legal recognition of
their traditional way of lifé®® The National Federation of Gypsy Liaison Group&@\LG)
stated that the “planning law” must recognise tiadal nomadic rights$°

125. René Cassin (RC) called for adequate culiuigbpropriate sites for Gypsy and
Irish Traveller people and the reinstatement ofdhgy on local councils to provide such
sites?*

126. JS 8 stated that the Welsh Government puldisheavelling to a Better Future - a
Framework for Action” to address the inequalitiesd asocial exclusion of Gypsy and
Travellers?** AdEd Knowledge Company LLP (AKC) recommended ailsinpolicy by
England, Scotland and Northern Irelafd.

127. Article 12 in Scotland (Article 12) stated ttltertain media agencies deliberately
criminalised the Gypsy/Roma/Traveller communifiés.

128. The Irish Traveller Movement in Britain (ITMB3tated that the educational
measures introduced by the United Kingdom Governmeélth negatively impact Gypsy
and Traveller pupil$®

Migrants, refugees and asylum-seekers

129. JS 1 stated that since the Review, there le ka significant increase in
immigration detention of adul?$®

130. The Gatwick Detainees Welfare Group (GDWF)testathat the system of
immigration detention was fundamentally flawed, witnited Kingdom Border Agency
(UKBA) making poor and unlawful decisio”¥.JS 3 stated that these decisions were based
on crude and formulaic ‘credibility’ test® Christian Solidarity Worldwide (CSW) stated
that applicants had the burden of demonstratingltfaunded fear of persecution and of
proving their credibility?*®

11
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13.

131. The Scottish Transgender Alliance (STA) stateat the asylum process did not
uphold the rights of LGBT asylum seeké&%National Coalition of Anti-Deportation
Campaigns (NCADC) stated that the reasons for abfafsasylum claims in cases of LGBT
individuals reflected homophobia and a cultureisbdlief?*

132. OCC referred to recommendation 25 and staked although Yarl's Wood
immigration removal centre for children has beaset, children were still detained while
awaiting deportation or remov&f.

133. JS 1 stated that vulnerable adtitaere routinely detained? The amendment of

UKBA's operational policy guidance, in August 201tas adopted the presumption of
detaining vulnerable people, provided their specifulnerability can be satisfactorily

managed?®

134. CoE-Commissioner noted the absence of a préegal framework regarding the
Detained Fast Track asylum process (DFT) and recmded legislation in compliance
with ECHR?*

135. Detention Action (DA) stated that the DFT watended for “straight forward”
asylum claimg?’ FT stated that there were multiple problems witk DFT, including in
the selection of appropriate cag&syarl’'s Wood Befrienders (YWB) stated that the DFT
was inappropriately used in the complex cases ofien?°

136. JS 10 stated that although UKBA’s new guiddoceaseworker® contained inter
alia references to the principles of the CRC, thveye yet to be realised in practiéé.

137. JS 3 stated that drastic cuts to legal aidnindwt asylum-seekers faced Home
Office officials, lawyers and tribunal judges witltaepresentation or advié&.

138. Sahir House (SH) stated that destitution weedwy the United Kingdom as a
means of forcibly removing and returning asylumkses to their country of origifi>
Stillhumanstillhere (SHSH) called for measures Whincluded the granting of asylum
seekers permission to wof¥.

139 The Equal Rights Trust (ERT) stated there wasnechanism in place to identify
stateless persor¥.

Human rightsand counter-terrorism

140. Al referred to recommendatiof?%and stated that despite review, counter-terrorism
legislation and policy failed to comply with humaghts %’

141. JS 12 stated that the amendments to the T&1rdrct 2000did not go far enough to
ensure compliance with human rights stand&fd#s a consequence of the ECtHR
judgment in Gillan and Quintd#, stop and search practices without a reasonable
suspicion, pursuant to Section 44, was suspeffdddowever, Section 47(a) in the
Terrorism Act 2000 (Remedial) Order 20&fhabled stop and search activities to continue
without a reasonable suspicion, provided specifieiteria was satisfied! Examining
Officers in ports and airports were also empoweoestop, question and/or detain people,
without reasonable suspiciéft.

142. JS 12 stated that ethnic profiling was a featnf the stop and search practié¢gs.
IHRC stated that the police targeted people whoewsarceived to be Muslift? CoE-
ECRI stated that stop and search practices dispiopately affected Black and minority
communities*

143. Al stated that under the deportations withuassces programme, terrorist suspects
may be transferred to states that practiced tarturedertakings given by those states
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cannot eliminate the real risks of tortdf&Redress stated that post-deportation monitoring
was an inadequate safegu&td.

144. Al stated that the duration of pre-charge mteia for suspects of terrorism-related
offences was still lengthy despite its reducticmir28 days to 14 day&

145. CoE-CPT stated that persons detained undeoritan legislation should be
physically brought before a magistrate when anresitm of their detention was being
requested; instead of the hearing being condudtedideo-link?*°

Situation in or in relation to specific regionsor territories

146. CoE-CPT made comments and recommendationssoes which included arrest
and treatment of detainees and prisoners in Baliwdf Guernsey and Bailiwick of
Jersey™®

The stakeholders listed below have contributedrimétion for this summary; the full texts of all
original submissions are available at: www.ohcly..ofOne asterisk denotes a national human rights
institution with “A” status)

NIHRC stated that it reviewed the adequacy and &ffaress of measures undertaken by the
Government of the United Kingdom and Northern imell&xecutive to promote and protect human
rights, specifically within Northern Ireland. (NIHR@, 1, para. 1)

United Nations General Assembly, Human Rights CduBaihth sessiorReport of the Working
Group on the Universal Periodic Review, United Kingdaf Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
U.N. Doc. A/JHRC/8/25, 23 May 2008 (A/HRC/8/25), paré. 5

A/HRC/8/25, para. 56.

A/HRC/8/25, para. 56.

A/HRC/8/25, para. 56.

A/HRC/8/25, para. 56.

A/HRC/8/25, para. 56.

A/HRC/8/25, para. 56.

The declaration attached to art. 1 of the OP-CRGwalvement of Children in Armed Conflict
reads:

“The United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northereland will take all feasible measures to ensure
that members of its armed forces who have notettiihe age of 18 years do not take a direct part i
hostilities.

The United Kingdom understands that article thefOptional Protocol would not exclude the
deployment of members of its armed forces undeagfesof 18 to take a direct part in hostilities
where:

a) there is a genuine military need to depla@jrthnit or ship to an area in which
hostilities are taking place; and

b) by reason of the nature and urgency of thuason:-
i) it is not practicable to withdraw such parsdefore deployment; or
i) to do so would undermine the operatiorfid@iveness of their ship or unit,

and thereby put at risk the successful compiaticthe military mission

and/or the safety of other personnef&éNIHRC, p. 1, para. 7, fn. 9)
The interpretative declaration states, “[T]hetddiKingdom wishes to state its understanding of
certain articles in the Convention. It interpratscle 4 as requiring a party to the Convention to
adopt further legislative measures in the fieldgeced by sub-paragraphs (a), (b) and (c) of that
article only in so far as it may consider with degard to the principles embodied in the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights and the rights expresstyforth in article 5 of the Convention (in
particular the right to freedom of opinion and eegsion and the right to freedom of peaceful
assembly and association) that some legislativéiaddo or variation of existing law and practice

13
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those fields is necessary for the attainment okt specified in the earlier part of article &eg¢
NIHRC, p. 2, para.117, fn. 13).

12 NIHRC, pp. 1-2, paras. 7-18ge als&HRC, p. 1, para. 1; EHRC, p. 2, para. 2; EHRC made
recommendations (p. 2, para. 2); SHRC, p. 2, para. 4.

13 NIHRC, pp. 1-2, paras. 7-18ge als®&HRC, p. 1, para. 1; EHRC, p. 2, para. 2; EHRC made
recommendations (p. 2, para. 2); SHRC, p. 2, para. 4.

14 AJHRC/8/25, para. 56.

1 NIHRC, p. 1, para. 6.

8 SHRC, pp. 2-3, paras. 7, 8.

17 “This submission includes the EHRC independent assest of human rights in England, Wales and
Scotland” SeeEHCR, Cover Page).

8 EHRC, p. 2, para. 5.

19 EHRC, p. 3, para. 7; EHRC made recommendations fiara, 7).

2 SHRC, p. 4, para. 9

2L (A/HRC/8/25), para. 56.

22 NIHRC, p. 4, para. 28.

2 NIHRC, p. 4, para. 30.

24 NIHRC, p. 4 para. 29; EHRC, p. 5, para. 10; EHRC mademmendations (p. 5, para. 10); CoE-
CPT, CPT/Inf (2009) 30, p. 39, para. 79.

% EHRC, p. 6, para. 12; EHRC made a recommendation fjaré. 12.

% EHRC, p. 6, para. 12; EHRC made recommendations fjaré, 12)See als®&HRC, p. 7, paras. 24,
25. SHRC made a recommendation (p. 7, para. 25).

27 EHRC, p. 7, para. 14; EHRC made a recommendation fard. 145ee als®AU, p. 6, paras. 7.1,
7.2.

% EHRC, p. 8, para. 14. EHRC made a recommendati@®) flara. 14)See alscCRAE, p. 4, para. 22;
JS 9, p. 8, para. 34; Justice, p. 5, para. 26; JW¥, JWY stated that according to the Governmsent’
Equality Impact Assessment, the cuts in legal aibdpetentially impact a greater proportion of
women, Black, Asian and minority ethnic people, @l as ill or disabled people (p. 4).

2 EHRC, p. 9, para. 17; See also JS 13, p. 10, pardustice, p. 4, paras. 20 — 23.

% EHRC, p. 9, para. 18.

31 EHRC, p. 9, para. 19; EHRC made a recommendation ffar8. 19).

32 SHRC, p. 8, para. 29. SHRC made a recommendation §ar&. 29).

33 EHRC, p. 11, para. 24. EHRC made recommendation&l(gara. 24).

3 A/HRC/8/25, para. 56.

% A/HRC/8/25, para. 56.

% World Programme for Human Rights Education, esshklil by the United Nations General
Assembly’s resolution 59/113 (10 December 2004 fitst phase (2005-2009) focused on human
rights education in the primary and secondary sckygsgiems. The second phase (2010-2014) focuses
on human rights education for higher education@ntiuman rights training programmes for
teachers and educators, civil servants, law enfioec officials and military personnel (NIHRC, p. 2,
para. 15, fn. 25).

3 NIHRC, p. 2, para. 15.

% A/HRC/8/25, para. 56.

39 NIHRC, p. 2, paras. 18, 19.

40 A/JHRC/8/25, para. 56.

41 A/JHRC/8/25, para. 56.

42 NIHRC, p. 3, para. 243ee alsd\l, p. 4; Redress, p. 4, para. 8; Justice, p. f.[kb.

43 A/HRC/8/25, para. 56.

4 AIHRC/8/25, para. 56.

4% A/HRC/8/25, para. 56.

4 NIHRC, p. 3, para. 27.

47 SHRC, p. 7, para. 23. SHRC made a recommendation ffard. 23).

48 A/HRC/8/25, para. 56.

4 A/HRC/8/25, para. 56.

%0 A/HRC/8/25, para. 56.

1 NIHRC, p. 4, para. 32.

14
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52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61

62
63
64
65
66

67
68
69
70
71
72
73
74

75

NIHRC, p. 4, para. 35.

A/HRC/8/25, para. 56.

A/HRC/8/25, para. 56.

A/HRC/8/25, para. 56.

A/HRC/8/25, para. 56.

NIHRC, p. 5, para. 37.

A/HRC/8/25, para. 56.

NIHRC, p. 5, paras. 42-44.

SHRC, p. 6, para. 16.

The following abbreviations have been used fa tlicument:

ICERD International Convention on the EliminatminAll Forms of Racial
Discrimination

ICESCR International Covenant on Economic, Sauial Cultural Rights

OP-ICESCR Optional Protocol to ICESCR

ICCPR International Covenant on Civil and PolitRahts

ICCPR-OP 1 Optional Protocol to ICCPR
ICCPR-OP 2 Second Optional Protocol to ICCPR, arainthe abolition of the
death penalty

CEDAW Convention on the Elimination of All FormsDiscrimination against
Women

OP-CEDAW Optional Protocol to CEDAW

CAT Convention against Torture and Other Crudiuiman or Degrading
Treatment or Punishment

OP-CAT Optional Protocol to CAT

CRC Convention on the Rights of the Child

OP-CRC-AC Optional Protocol to CRC on the involvenwrthildren in armed
conflict

OP-CRC-SC Optional Protocol to CRC on the sale ¢dian, child prostitution
and child pornography

ICRMW International Convention on the Protectidth@ Rights of All
Migrant Workers and Members of Their Families

CPED International Convention for the Protectidi\ll Persons from
Enforced Disappearances

CRPD Convention on the Rights of Persons with Dlitab

OP-CRPD Optional Protocol to CRPD

CED International Convention for the ProtectidrAll Persons from
Enforced Disappearance

UDHR Universal Declaration of Human Rights

A/HRC/8/25, para. 56.

A/HRC/8/25, para. 56.

JS 10, p. 2, para. 4.

SC, p. 2, para. 5. SC made a recommendation para, 6.

CSl, p. 2, paras. 4, 5, and p. 3, para. 12. CSI memenmendations (p. 3Jee alsdCC, p. 4, para.
2.13,JS 13, p. 1, para. 6; JS 13, P. 1, para\&JKV p. 4, para. 3.1.1; CPTI, pp. 2 — 3, paras-18
21.

JS 9, p. 2, paras. 4 — 7. JS 9 made a recommendpti3);See alsdCRAE, p. 6, para. 31.

JS 6, pp. 3 -4, paras. 4, 11.

Redress, 7, para. 20. Redress made recommendatiof)s (

CRAE reported on the state of children’s rights mgland (CRAE, p. 19).

See alsdS 13, p. 1, para. 6; JS 7, p. 7.

CRAE, p. 11, para. 55.

JS 13, p. 1, para. 6.

JS 12 stated that this Act provided an excepticeggonse to anticipated violence and allowed for
police to search any person or vehicle for weapomas area where serious violence is reasonably
anticipated (p. 6, para. 26).

JS 12, p. 6, para. 26.

15



A/HRC/WG.6/13/GBR/3

16

76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86

87
88
89

90
91

92
93
94

95
96
97
98
99
100
101

102
103
104
105
106

107
108
109
110

111
112

113

114
115
116
117
118

CoE-ECRI, CRI (2010) 4, p. 11, paras. 1 - 3.

JS8, p. 2, para. 3; JS 10, p, 3, para. 8.

JS 8, p. 4, para. 12, 186ee als&C , p. 2, para. 9.

JS 9, p. 2, para. 8.

JS 8, pp. 4 -5, paras. 17 — Zee alscCCW, p. 3, para. 3.3.2; SC p. 2, para. 10.

JS 10, p. 4, para. 11. JS 10 made recommenddtod¥ See als&C p. 3, para. 13.

CPTI, p. 4, para. 17.

Al, p. 2.

Al, p. 2.

FT, p. 2, para. 4,

JS 8, p. 3, para. 5. JS 8 made recommendatioB3$; @S 10, p. 2, para. 5. JS 10 made
recommendations (p. 3)); JWY, p. 1; CCW, p. 2, pa3as2 — 3.1.6; SC p. 4, para. 19;JS 9, p. 5,
para. 19. JS 9 made recommendations (p. 5); RC-@p.paras. 3 — 9. RC made recommendations
(p. 3); LS, p. 5, paras. 24, 25; JS 13, p. 5,.p8a

LS, p. 5, paras. 24, 25; See also SHRC, pp. 2-3, par

JS 13, p. 5, para. 18.

The OCC stated that it's “submission will focus umhiiidren’s rights in England and, in relation to
non-devolved issues, other relevant parts of thigedKingdom” (p. 2, para. 1.1).

OCC, p. 2, para. 2.29.

JS 14 stated that the The Belfast (Good FridayP88 was signed by the Irish and United Kingdom
governments along with Northern Ireland politicattes (p. 4, para. 2).

CAJ, p. 4, para. 3; JS 13, p. 2, para. 2.

BIRW, p. 5, para. 14, Al, p. 2.

SC, p. 4, para. 1Bee alsdS 8, p. 5, paras. 23, 24. JS 8 made recommendgpo6.); JS 10, pp. 4 —
5, para. 5.

CCW, p. 4, paras. 3.4.2-3.4.4.

OCC, p. 3, para. 2.9.

JS 8, pp. 7 — 8, paras. 33 — 36. JS 8 made a reendation (p. 8).

Al, p. 2;See alsdHRB, p. 4.

IHRB, pp. 2 — 3; IHRB made recommendations (pp. 4 - 5)

JS 11, pp. 4 - 5, paras. 6 — 10.

The following abbreviation have been used for ttutsument:

CRPD Committee on the Rights of Persons with Didadsli

JS 9, p. 2, para. 7.

CoE-ECRI, CRI (2010) 4, p. 8.

JS 13, p. 11, paras. 40, 41.

JS 9, p. 4, paras. 14, 17.

CCW, p. 3, paras. 3.2.2 — 3.2%e als®DCC, p. 2, para. 2.3. OCC made a recommendation (p. 2
para. 2.3); CRAE, p. 5, para. 24.)

AMIS, p. 9.

UKJCW, p. 3.

JS 5, p. 2, paras. 6, 11

JS 5, p. 1, paras. 4, 5. JS 5 made recommendafpms!t — 5, paras. 21 - 24). JS 5 stated thatedni
Nations bodies have on a number of occasions askttdbe issue of caste discrimination, calling for
the United Kingdom to prohibit such discriminatittmough legislation. (pp. 2-3, paras. 12 — 17).
ODVV, para. 19. ODVV made recommendations (pa2@s30).

JS 7, p. 6; JS 7 raised additional concerns ((5&@ also Redress, p. 3, para. 14; FT p. 3, para.
8. FT made a recommendations, p. 3, paras. 9, 11.

REDRESS referred tacConsolidated Guidance to Intelligence Officers ardvige Personnel on the
Detention and Interviewing of Detainees Oversead,@nthe Passing and Receipt of Intelligence
Relating to Detainees.(p. 3, para. 6).

Redress, p. 3, paras. 6, 7. Redress made recomnoasdgt 7).

Redress, p. 5, para. 13.,

Redress, p. 6, para. 17.

BIRW, p. 4, para. 13.

CoE-CPT, CPT/Inf (2009) 30, p. 15, para. 12.
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119
120
121
122
123
124
125

126
127
128
129

130
131
132
133
134
135
136
137
138
139

140
141
142

143
144

145
146
147
148
149
150

151
152
153
154
155
156

157
158
159
160
161
162

AMIS, p. 3.

AMIS, p. 5.

A/HRC/8/25, para. 56.

A/HRC/8/25, para. 56.

A/HRC/8/25, para. 56.

A/HRC/8/25, para. 56.

United Nations General Assembly, Human Rights CduBaihth sessiorReport of the Working
Group on the Universal Periodic Review, United Kingdaf Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
U.N. Doc. A/JHRC/8/25, 23 May 2008 (Review).

GIEACPC, p. 2, paras. 1.1 - 1.3.

GIEACPC, p. 2, para. 2.1.

CoE-Comm, CommDH(2008)28, p. 1, CoE-Comm made a re@mation (p. 12, para. 53).

JS 8, pp. 11- 12, paras. 53 — 58. JS 8 made reeadations (p. 12); JS 10, p. 6, paras. 16 — 180JS
made a recommendation (p. 6).

GIEACPC, p. 3, paras. 2.3, 2.4.

WVUK, p. 4, paras. 2.3.1, 2.3.2. WVUK made recomdwions (p. 5, paras. 3.5.1 — 3.5.4)
UKJCW, p. 13. UKIJCW made recommendations ( p. 15).

CoE-CPT, CPT/Inf (2009) 30, p. 16, para. 14.

WIP, p. 4.

HLPR, p. 2. HLPR made a recommendation (p. 2).

BIRW, p. 3, para. 9.

BIRW, p. 3, para. 9.

SCLD, p. 8, para. 14.

PP, p. 4, para. 15. PP cited examples of caseewidence against women has been dealt with
inappropriately in both systems (pp. 4 — 5). PPem@tommendations (pp. 5 — 6).

PP stated that the NRM was a creature of polic2)p.

ASI, p. 2.

ODVYV, para. 8. ODVV made recommendations (pars. 28). ODVV stated that the conditions for
care and protection were that that victims must\er the age of 18; involved in prostitution witlin
months of referral; willing to cooperate in the geoution of their traffickers; and must have been
trafficked into the United Kingdom from abroad (pa8).

BIRW p. 1, para. 1.

BIRW stated that in 2001 the UK and Irish governmmegreed in the Weston Park Agreement to ask
an international judicial figure to study six caséslleged collusion, including that of Patrick
Finucane and agreed that, if this person recomneeagriblic inquiry, an inquiry would be held.
(BIRW, p. 2, para. 8.)

BIRW, p. 2, para. 8See alsaCAJ p. 6, paras. 8, 9.

SCID, pp. 1-2.

CoE-ECRI, CRI (2010) 4, p. 21, paras. 50- 51.

Justice, p. 2, para. 4.

HLPR, p. 2.

LS stated that the Leveson Inquiry is a publiaiingset up by the Prime Minister on 6 July 2011 to
look into issues arising from the News Internatigteone hacking scandal (p. 8, para. 51).

LS, pp.8, 9, paras. 51, 55, 56.

CCW, p. 6, para. 4.3.5.

JS 7 referred to Hassockfield, Medway, Oakhill &&insbrook (p. 3).

JS 7, pp. 3-4.

HLPR, p. 2.

OCC, p. 8, para. 4.9. OCC made a recommendation gar8, 4. 9)See alsdS 7, p. 4; CRAE, p. 5,
para. 50; CCW, p. 6, para. 4.3.4)

BIRW, p. 5, para. 15.

HRCS, p. 9.

WIP, p. 2.

STA, para. 13. STA made a recommendation (p. 14).

IHRC, p. 5.

OT, p. 2, para. 10.
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163
164
165
166
167
168
169
170
171
172

173
174
175

176

177
178
179
180
181
182
183

184
185
186
187
188
189
190

191
192
193
194
195
196
197
198
199
200
201
202

203
204
205

PEN, para. 6.

Article 19, para. 5.

Article 19, para. 7.

Article 19, paras. 21, 22. Article 19 made recomdadions (para. 29).

Engender stated that it was a women'’s organisatised in Scotland (p. 1).

Engender, p. 4.

JRF, p. 5, para. 6. 2.

IHRB, p. 3.

Kalayaan, para. 9.

Kalayaan referred to “Draft ILO Multilateral Framerk on Labour Migration Non binding principles
and guidelines for a rights- based approach touabmgration, Geneva, 31 Oct- 2 Nov 2005. Annex
Il ‘Examples of best practise, VI Prevention of girdtection against abusive migration practises’, p
82" (para. 14).

Kalayaan, paras. 27, 29; Kalayaan made other pedp@ paras. 27 — 30).

COE-ECSR, pp.5-7.

SeeCCW, p. 7. The reference to recommendation 11 wasrgr. From the language used, it was
evident that CCW intended to refer to recommendatin

CCW, p. 7; JS 8 stated that there were 3.5 mittiuiidren growing up in poverty in the United
Kingdom (after housing costs) with 1.6 million drién living in severe poverty (13% of all children)
(p. 8, para. 38); See also OCC, p. 6, para. 4.43J8.110, para. 39; SC, p. 5, paras. 30 — 37.
CCW, p. 8.

JS 8, pp. 8 -9, paras. 41, 42.

JS 8, p. 9, para. 46. JS 8 made recommendatipn8 (ol10).

CCW, p. 7, para. 4.4.4.

The Scottish Government (2011) Child Poverty Strate

Engender, p. 5, Engender made a recommendatioB)( p

JS 6, p. 5, para. 16eeJS 6, pp. 5 — 6, paras. 17 — 19, 24 and 25 forrimdtion on the health risks to
women. JS 6 made recommendations (paras. 30 -S88)alsdJKICW, p. 7.

JS 10, p. 8, paras. 26, 27. JS 10 made a reconati@mdp. 8).

SCFS, p. 13, para. 4.8.5.

AK, p. 4, para. 4.2.1

AU, p. 3, para. 4.1.1.

STA, para. 8. STA made a recommendation (para. 9).

SC, p. 6, paras. 39 — 42.

JS 10, p. 5, paras. 14, 15. JS 10 stated thatrtgaior teachers and support staff in mainstream
schools on additional support for learning, egiesitind inclusion was inadequate. Only five local
authorities provided mandatory training on equaditand inclusion, and none provided mandatory
training on specific learning disability topics buas autism or dyslexia. (p. 5, paras. 14, 15)1QS
made a recommendation (p. 5)

SCFS, p. 7, para. 4.7.3.

SCFS, p. 7, para. 4.7.4.

JS 13, p.10, para. 37.

SY, p. 1, para. 4. SY made recommendations (paid. 8).

CRAE, p. 7, paras. 39, 40.

CRAE, p. 12, para. 62.

JS 9, p. 7, para. 31. JS 9 made recommendatioB$. (p

SCLD, p. 8, para. 15.

SCFS, p. 3, para. 3.3

SAMH, p. 4, para. 4.10.

SAMH, p. 2, para. 3.2.

JS 13, pp. 8 -9, paras. 31 — 88p als®&CLD, p. 7, para. 13; JS 9, p. 3, para. 12. JSdema
recommendations (p. 4); CoE-ECRI, p.18, paras. 2D — 3

DP, para. 11.

DP, paras. 3, 4.

SCLD stated that this was “[t]his is a toilet whislfully accessible and includes the right equipme
as well as enough space for the person and theirscar support workers.” (p. 4, para. 8).
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210
211
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214
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222
223

224
225
226
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228
229
230
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232
233

234
235
236
237
238
239

240

241

242
243
244
245
246
247
248
249
250

SCLD, p. 4, para. 8.

Mencap, p. 6. Mencap made recommendations (5.6,

SCFS, p. 4, para. 4.1.2.

LG, p. 1.See alscCRAE, p. 5, para. 26.

NFGLG, p. 4See alscCoE-ECRI, CRI (2010) 4, p. 8.

RC, p. 5, para. 1Bee alsdS 13, p. 9, para. 13.

JS 8, p. 10, para. 51. JS 8 made recommendapofg,

AKC, p. 5, para. 7. c.

Article 12, paras. 7, 8.

ITMB, p. 6, para. 3.25ee alsaCRAE, p. 5, para. 26.

JS 1, p. 3, para. 3.1.

GDWEF, para. 14. GDWF made recommendations (p&jaSke als®AILG who stated that
determination of asylum claims from the Bajuni werejudicial and violated their rights of non-
discrimination and equality before the law. ( pp&ras. 28, 29). AILG made recommendations (p. 7,
paras. 24 — 27).

JS 3, para. 8ee als@H, p. 1.

CSW p. 3, para. 16.

STA, para. 5, STA made recommendations (parag- 6,

NCADC, para. 3See als®&TA, para. 5).

OCC, p. 6, para. 4.8ee alsdS 1, p. 3, para. 3.3; JS 4, para. 13; JS 7,%H5pp. 2 — 3.

JS 1 stated that vulnerable adults included geapb have survived torture, pregnant women,
disabled people, the elderly, those suffering froemtal illness or with serious medical conditions.
(p. 5, para. 48)

JS 1, p. 5, para. 4. 8ge alsdS 4, para. 8.

JS 1, pp. 5-6, paras. 4.10 — 4.13. JS 1 madeoammendation (p. 6, para. 4.15).
CoE-Commissioner, CommDH(2008)23, p. 6, paras. 21, 24

DA, para. 19. DA made recommendations (pS&e alsdrC, p. 6, paras. 12 — 17)
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