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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

¢KS /2YYA&aaAzy 2y ldzY¥ty wAidakKida o/1 w0 GKNRBdIzZAK
Center (GEHWRC), and the UN Women Philippines, through tHenB&H migréion project,

conducted the oneRl @ &t NBLI NI G2NB / 2yadzZ dF GABS C2NMzy 2y
wWSOASgE (2 O2YLX SYSyid SyRSIF@2NA 2F /IlwX a F bl
Universal Periodic Review (UPR) as well as tstassious stakeholders in preparing and consolidating

their submissions for the review. The Philippines will undergo‘itpediodic review during the 27

Session of the UPR Working Group in Adely 2017.

The forum, which was built upon previous etflike the "Ulat ng Bayan" and various treaty reporting

processes including CEDAW and CMW, was expected to facilitate inclusion of key concerns of women
migrant workers, among other issues and concerns of different sectors, to the UPR. It likewise served

to contribute to the objectives ofthe EBdzy RSR 3t 2061 f AYAGAIFI GADBS dat NRPY2(
aAdANFyld 22NISNEQ [F062dz2NJ FYR 1dzYly wAIKGayYy 9y3l 3
aSOKIFIyAraya G2 9yKFIyOS | 002 dzyWiomeénATheiglbBakinitiatiBerhgsd A Y LIt
selected the Philippines as a pilot country, along with Mexico and Moldova.

The activity, specifically, aimed to gather NHRI and the civil society to attain four results, namely:
1) Review the previous outcomes of the 1st &2l Review of the Philippines;

2) Discuss the "Ulat ng Bayan" and the concluded treaty reporting processes within the 3rd UPR
Period: CAT, CEDAW, CESCR, CMW;

3) Discuss the current efforts the different sectors are undertaking in preparation for the 3rd
UPR andf the issues that they would want to highlight in the independent reports to
strengthen commitments of duty bearers to address these; and

4) Enhance UPR engagement and outcomes.

This executive summary presents the highlighits terms of key points, issuesd recommendations
¢ of the discussion in the different sessions that constituted the forum.

Overview of UPR processes (The CHR Experience)

Although the first UPR cycle was uneventful, the CHR had to deal with the limitations imposed by the
technical rguirements for the UPR. CHR came out better prepared for the second cycle through
activities which included sessions and workshops with other NHRIs in the Southeast Asia and the
Pacific regions on the UPR and good practices both in process and substaletRlsy The UPR
experience taught the CHR to convene civil society groups and government stakeholder to talk about
issues they want to focus and report on. There was much discussion in the second cycle of civil and
political rights problems (torture, enfoed disappearance, and extrajudicial killing), which are issues
that NHRIs have a natural inclination to talk about and are more difficult in terms of economic, social
and cultural rights (ESCR).

The UPR is a uniqgue mechanism because it is innovativeardistinct process that scrutinizes human

rights, transparent, includes collaborative dialogues and exchanges, and is equivalent to a peer review.
There is both weakness and strength in peer review. It should not be criticized because some
responsible countries really do take this process seriously.

/'1wQa o6Said LINFOGAOS Ay LINROSaa sla KIFE@GAYy3a | !tw
review. It is a partnership mainly between the CHR, the Presidential Human Rights Committee (PHRC)
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and civil sociy representatives, together with the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP).

A vital outcome of the TMB is a tool developed that can be used to work on the next review. An
AYLERNIFYG fSaa2y FNRBY /1 wQa SE LIStNta®gy €eSsionsyithii K S £ |
the TMB where topics were shared and focal issues with evidence and stronger substantiation were
assigned. Included in this strategy, in response to the limitation of the UPR guidelines, is to have
equally important issues raised the report of another stakeholder, e.g. relevant NGO or NHRI.
Diplomatic briefings are also indispensable before the UPR. It is a challenge for the stakeholders to
harness fully the UPR because this is the first test case internationally for the Rbippider the

new administration.

Outcomes of first and second reviews and Ugnayang Bayan brief

The Philippines submitted its first report during the first UPR under the Arroyo Administration. The
report covered the then pending Magna Carta of Women QEDAW), bilateral agreements with
some countries on social security (on CMW), the ratification of the Optional Protocol 2 on the death
penalty and conduct of the National Consultative Summit on EJK (on ICCPR). In the treaty bodies, the
Philippines was reqrted to have replied to the request of the Special Rapporteur (SP) on feminization

of migration and to have invited in the country the SP for indigenous peoples (IPs) whose
recommendations on IPs and militarization were not acted on and still remain. Wtekn the CHR

report focused on the pending law on forced disappearance, absence of the EJK and IDP Laws, and the
Human Rights Victims Claims Board Law that was not yet passed at that time. Of the 17
recommendations in the UN Human Rights Council (HRG}tréhat came out after the review, the
Philippines only supported 11 recommendations; five (5) recommendations were for further study.

For the second UPR under the Aquino Administration, the Philippine report highlighted the laws
passed, many of which ppened in 2009: the Magna Carta of Women, Attbto and Video

Voyeurism Law, ArtChild Pornography Law, the International Humanitarian Law and theTArtiire

Law. There were four (4) segments focused on the mainstreaming of human rights in good
goverr YOS® ¢KS nH adzoYAdaaAizya FNRY aidl(1SK2f RSNA ¥+
The UNHRC report contains 88 recommendations from the UNHRC Working Group. The State
reiterated its 53 initially accepted recommendations with an additional nine ep@ted
recommendations, 25 noted recommendations and one recommendation which does not enjoy the
support of the government.

'3yl ery3 @&y o0).0 A& Fy STFF2NIL 2F GKS tlw/ (2
to its compliance with human rightreaties. UB intends to have an improved level of cooperation and
support among different government agencies, which lead the implementation for different treaties,

in their role in the human rights infrastructure. It also aims to bring together stakiehslin
concordance with each other under the TMB which looks at UPR of the Philippines and the
recommendations, as preparation for the next cycle. Through UB in 2015 where CSOs and CHR were
able to provide sufficient critiques on what the Philippines hasomplished, PHRC formulated the
Philippine Human Rights Plan with different thematic objectives corresponding to each international
human rights treaty and answering to the various recommendations and commitments made during

the first and second cycle tie UPR.

Outcomes of treaty reviews

Convention Against TortureSince the 2009 review, positive aspects mentioned by the Committee
include the passage of the Asfiorture Act (RA 9745) and other domestic legal frameworks,
ratification of OPCAT, the Ronsatute of the International Criminal Court and other international



KdzYly NARIKGA OGNBlFGASad | 26SOSNE GKS /2YYAGGHSSQa
impunity for acts of torture, warrantless arrests by the police, excessive length ofgbidttention,

widespread torture and Hireatment of suspects by law enforcers, and persistence of EJKs and
enforced disappearances, among others. The CAT requested the GRP, NHRI and CSOs to report
hereinafter, on 13 May 2017, on priority issues peritagnto specific recommendations. Issues
including recent developments that should be included in parallel UPR reports are: (1) State
perpetrated, sponsored and encouraged killings; (2) Active encouragement of compulsion for more
killings by the Presidenf)3 The culture of blatant disrespect for due process, etc.

Committee on Migrant Workersln the second cycle of the UPR, many of the issues that were raised

in the first and second Concluding Observations resonated. Still, there are recommendations in the
thematic clusters that are not supported or for further study. Recurring concerni€iW include

GKS NB3IdzZA I GA2y 2F LINAGFGS NBONHAGYSYy(d | 3SyOArSas
putting sanctions on erring recruitment agencies; access to legal remedies especially while the migrant
worker is abroad; outside protectioespecially on how to establish the different posts of the
Philippines as centers of care; the urgent issue of effective return and reintegration; job generation;

and database that had been the goal in 1995 but is not yet implemented. Overall, there a3

in the recommendations. Articles 1 to 7 are about the positive aspects, while Articles 8 to 53 are about
observations and recommendations.

Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against WomHEme State submitted its report in

2016 withKS 3I2PSNYYSyidQa LINRYAAS 2F yS¢ fFgaz LINRBIANI
CEDAW, the Magna Carta of Women and other laws on women. The Committee brought up the
principal area of concern which is the multiple and intersecting forms of disctiiminexperienced

by women and how women are protected in that context. One overarching recommendation is for

the State Party to further accelerate achievement of substantive gender equality, particularly
strengthening gender sensitive approach to developmé&urther, the Committee recommended the

{GFraGS tIFINLe G2 OfFNATFE (GKS adliddza 2F GKS /2y @Sy
FIASYRFZ LI NIAOdzZ F NI & LISYRAYy3a oAffa FT2N 62YSyQa
recommendations areclustered on the basis of the articles of the Convention. The Philippine
Commission on Women will conduct an echo of the CEDAW recommendations and will report to the
stakeholders on how they would respond and commit to each recommendation of the Committee.

Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rigbtisder the Committee, the Philippines has not
been the subject of their review yet. However, in preparation for the review in September 2016, CHR
and its Regional Offices conducted sectoral consultatidmere a list of issues and recommendations
were identified. Some of these recommendations are: (1) That the Committee include in the scope
also of its writ of Amparo and habeas data specific economic, social and cultural rights. (2) That the
Committee urgethe State Party to reduce military presence and all operations in areas of IPs, to
ensure implementation of the provisions of the FPIC and recommend the NCIP to be a member of the
local mining board. (3) That the Committee urge the State Party to ensengrovisions of the Magna
Carta of the PWDs. (4) That the Domestic Workers Act be strictly implemented in compliance with ILO
189 and to address the barriers to access to social protection of domestic workers.

Current efforts and issues for third periodieview

Involvement in the past two UPRs and in the submission of shadow reports vary for each NGO.
Tebtebba was involved in the past two UPRs and submitted shadow reports to the CEDAW Committee,
while Lilak had done a lot of preparatory work for the rewigut will engage with the UPR for the first

time. Both organizations are part of the IPs agenda and regional gatherings to develop a shadow report
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which could be used for CERD and the CRC up for review next year and for the ESCR Committee. IP
issues forlhe coming review are: the killing of human rights defenders; denial of rights to access to

health services, to education and to justice; malnutrition; early and arranged marriages; extrapolated
RIFEGlI 2y LtaT SEOfdzaAzy FTNRY 3A2@SNYYSydQa LINE INI Y

For the Philippine Alliance of Human Rights Advocates, which led the joint submissions in the first and
second cycles, the major challenge is the short period to prepare for a substantial report. It
recommended to CHR the following critical issuesvidiations of civil and political rights (killings of
police and unidentified groups related to the campaign against drugs and criminality, resurgence of
paramilitary and vigilante groups, death penalty, lowering of age of criminal responsibility, §tc.) (2
ESCR (accomplishment 6f@PR recommendations using the UPRIB indicators, corporate capture

of the State, and no efforts on National Action Plan) (3) undermining, harassment and vilification of
CHR, the Church and HR groups.

It is also the first tira for PhilWomen on ASEAN to engage with the UPR process. It reported that the
CEDAW Working Group for the recent CEDAW cycle submitted a shadow report focused on access to
justice for marginalized women in the Philippines which put a thrust on intersediipror the
crosscutting issues and concerns of women. It recommended to CHR to include the following in its
independent submission: (1) Highlight issues of marginalized sectors and continuing impunity for
women to access to justice, and (2) Human rigltplaints against President Duterte, particularly

on women/persons with disabilities. Another organization engaged in ASEAN is the ASEAN SOGIE
CAUCUS whose effort for the UPR §cle include: a workshop on engaging UN Human Rights
Mechanisms, researclool development, drafting of the report for the UPR and its finalization through

a consultation meeting. It recommended some key issues on SOGIE, namely: Absence of legal
protection from discrimination, strengthening of protection measures in specifitegtsyand redress
mechanisms for LGBT persons, and violence in different context, particularly against LGBT children.

Effective engagement with the UPR process: lessons learned and tips from experts

22YyS8Sy Q& 3ANRdzLJA | YR KdzY |l y NWPReidgagergeNtEhtoygh dppraaéhesy a Ol
based on the principlesinclusivity (linked to the principle of solidarity) and accessibility and breadth

of the engagement which have to apply to the process and substance (issues). UPR engagement by

itself is a pocess of the empowerment of the people and for enhancing the impact of the work of the
organizations. It is best to prepare not only for the actual session but before as well as after the UPR.

Conclusion

Several recommendations from the CSOs, largelyesdad to the CHR, were raised for the UPR. In
Oft2aiAy3dx /1 wQa NBalLkRyaS FyR O2YYAGYSyGa 6Syd I &

1 CHR will share its facilities with CSOs to use them as venue for consultations.

 CHR will share data with CSOs and vice versa.

1 The Policy Office will glage the new government before the submission to get its stand in

view of the changes in priorities, political climate, etc.

Schedule a diplomatic briefing after Septembef“22 collaboration with UNDP.

The CHR will convene a meeting pogRtoens® (G KIF i GKS 3I2@BSNYYSyidQa

translated into action.

1 The Policy Office will propose to the CHR En Banc the taking up of all national and international
mechanisms by the CHR Regional Offices, including intensification of comiipaseiy
dialogues on national and international remedies, with respect to its Regional Offices.

=a =4



1

1
1

CHR takes note of the very important information provided on the accessibility of PWDs to
information and communication strategies.

CHR will look into the strategies to maxaenithe use of the UPR process.

/l1Tw LXFya G2 SaidlofAakK | dzyAd G2 F20dza a2t St e
rights, as part of its strategic direction to improve its human rights education and strategy
communications, especially onthENO S LIG A2y 2F GKS Lzt AO 2y [ 1 v



MORNINGSESSION

OPENINGESSION

Forum overview
Ms. Marilen SolimanNational Project Officar Migration, UN Women, Philippines

¢KS TFT2NHzY A& !'b 22YSy tKAfALIWAYSaQ G§KANRHR)2E f I 02
under the European Commissitinded migration project, which seeks to promote and protect the

labor rights and human rights of women migrant workieysmprowung skills in engaging witrational

and international human rights mechanisms to enhance accountability of duty bearers.

The first two collaborationthat happenedast yearincluded a briefing for the media on the migrant

g2N] SNEQ NAIKGEAS R y2RY ¢ 2TY2SNMZYAhHTHRMD dyf jedséhs Wh divérsed

social orientation and gender identity and expression (SQ&iijollow up on theCommitteeon the

Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of their Families (Cd®WHludhg
Observation® { AR FT2NHzY FAYSR G(gRaAaDPAVOIG ar2PA&EiEé& PARY
reports for the Philippine state review by th&onvention on the Elimination of All Forms of
Discrimination Against WomenEDAVY Committee reviewn July 2016

Similarly, this forumisaimeil2 KA IKf AIKG 62 YSy 3olcHnginguis framnzahd] S NE Q
group, especially from human rights defenders working on the ground, on what issues to surface and
highlight in theUniversal Periodic Reviegd PR report of theCHRas well as the reports of the CSOs,

and the UN Country Tea@NCThecausdhe UNCT repotis also part of the UPR proce€ther than

the women migrant workeQissues this is also an opportunity to include #lie other equally

important rightsto be incorporated in théJPR reports

Key nessages
Ms. Karen Gomez Dumpit, Commissionem@ission orHumanRghts (CHR)

Thisparticularexercise iseallyall alout preparationbut the preparationhas been undertaken many
manyyears back. UPR ia cycle Like many cycles, the same processes will be undertaken but, along
the way, there will be new issues to talk abdutthis particulathird cycle the CHR is alreadyhoring

up whatit needsto do in terms of informing the international community abotite human rights
situation in the Philippines, not just the past one and a half months of this administration but the past
administrations.

UPR is used as a platform for stakeholders to come togdthbave an honest dialogue about what

is happening in the whole society. It is really a-setamination to try to not only talk about the
problems but to talk about some solutions to properly address the problems that are faced today and
those that hae been faced since the first cycle and even before that.

Experiences during the first and second cycles will be shared, as well as some thoughts on how
stakeholders can bring about a more constructive dialogue and to produce and bring home the
recommendatns in the Universal Periodic Review. This is a time that they really ought to get their
acts together and try to examine where they went wrong in the state that they are in.

Keymessages
Ms. Cynthia Velikd&senior Human Rights Adviser, Office of the Usldeat Coordinator



TheUniversalPeriodicReview was the firsof its kindthat began in 2008. It wasstablished to create
assisted commitment by each of the 193 Member States so as to meet human rights obligations and
aspirations through a pedo-peerinteractive dialogue. While far from a perfect mechanjstrhas

been a tremendous step forward to human rights machinery as well as no other accountable
mechanism requires every single UN Member State to address its human rights situation on a periodic
basis.

Former High Commissioner NaR#laysaid in 20114 ¢ KS ! tw 0! YAGSNRAEFIf t SNA 2R
to be an innovative, transparent, collaborative instrument for change and has made it pasgible

the first time everg for all UN Member Statesto S NB OA S SR 2 yiislalgo a8rjgde £ o6 &
and critical opportunity for national human rights institutions and civil society to express both to the

Council Members but also more broadly to the international community their views on progress of
Member States, the implementation of past commitments, and to shed light on the overall human

rights situation of the respective country.

Preparation for the review consists of reports that address, first, an assessment of the implementation
of previouslyaccepted recommendations, and second, new developments since the last review
andor human rights issues that are notegliately addressed during the previous cycles

Since the close of the second cycle, there has been considerable debate in the HunmsiCRimcil

on how to proceed with the next phase of the UPR. For the third cycléjuheanRghts Gouncilhas
asked goernmerts, the UN and other stakeholders to put a far more pronounced focus on
documenting tangible progress or gaps against the comeritisimade in the first two cycles so as to
demonstrate whether there is a continuum of efforts and commitment by the State from one cycle to
the next, that credibly demonstrates the ultimate objective of the UPR which is an actual improvement
on human rigks situation on the ground.

Three points on effective engagement in the UPR@ess, lessons learned and tips

1) The Treaty Bodies The Philippines is party to tw@) of the eight(8) individualcomplaints
mechanisms of the Treaty BodidsiternationalCovenant on Civil and Political Righ&CPR
Optional Protocobnd the CEDAW Optional Protociblis important for the stakeholders to
include in their reports information on all individual cases where the State has failed to take
concrete action, follwing the continuous decision which determine that the Stated ha
GA2fF0SR (GKS O2YLIX FAYlFy(diQa NRIKO 2ycasdikKS LINEQ
forgotten by both the State in their report as well as the CSOsNatibnal Human Rights
Institutions (NHRI¥that it is a very important State obligation undés treaty compliance
which means the actual implementation tife provisions of the treaty is real at the end of
the day. There are a number of such cases in the Philippines.

2) Special Proadures Mechanisng All of the countries and stakeholders are focused on treaty
bodies primarily and on the Concluding Observations but forget to include critical
recommendations made by special procedures mandate holders either in their annual reports
or follow up country visits. Progress against those recommendations should also figure into
State report, into the UN compilation repaais well as the stakeholders, CSOs and the NHRI.
In addition, special procedures mandate holders publish relevant and initegethematic
research reports, guidelines and tools. Member States can proactively identify specific,
relevant recommendations from those documents that are of particular interest to the State
and use them to formulate future commitments. This is impottaot so much on what they
are actually reporting on now, but what they will come to the table to make commitments on.



Stakeholders can use those recommendations to actually make recommendations to the State
when they are sitting for the next cycle of theview.

3) Scope of what is covered in the repogtdlany times CSOs in particular attempt to cover too
many human rights issues at the expense of the actual entity of the reploetly need focus
on what they do and what they cover, and focus on it to cdlvextensively and exhaustively
in their report. They must continually look at what they can substantiate through direct source
material and data and evidence so that it really makes for a stronger alternative report.

Session 1.0VERVIEW OF UPR PROEH38e CHR Experience)

Keymessages
Ms. Karen Gomez Dumpit, Commissioner, CHR

First cycle Everyone was a newbie afubst swept onwith the report. CHR wanted to focus on the
critical issues because of the technical requirements for the Universal PeRediew, e.g. required
number ofpages/words, prescribedoncise. Tht is the same guidelinthat CHR hato grapple with
in sharing the issues of the Philippines in this particular mechanism. The first UPRuieas
uneventful There were only 17 recomendations. Fromthat time on, CHRtried to gmoup the
reconmendatiorsinto sectors, vulnerable gups, issuesetc., wherethe Commissiogotits baseline

Second cycleCHR was better prepared. In between (cycles), gdtiiered all NHRIs at least in the
souheastAsia region andonvenedanother session ithe AsiaPacificregion With theGlobal Alliance

of National Human Rights InstitutionSHRIid at least threg(3) workshopson the UPR and identified
322R LINI OGA0OSa (2 SyadaNB GKI ( -baskdbothih pra@ess andSrLJ2 NJi
substance. One of themerging best practicabtat came outwas flom the South African NHRI where

they gatheredcivil society prtners.They created an everfior the 1 UPR cycle similar to watching a
Senate inquiry and talked about the UPR. The CHR did the same thing during the second cycle.

The UPR experience taughthe CHRto gather together civil society groups and government
stakeholders to talk about problems they want to focus and reportTis was also done for the
treaty bodies henceforthThere is a natural inclination for NHRIs to talk about the big tlBgeivil

and political rights problems, which are more difftan terms of economic, social and cultural rights
(ESCR)These are torture, enforced disappearance, and extrajudicial killing. There was not much
discussion on theseroblems in the first cycle unlike in the second cycle where CHR was better
prepared through several activities like this preparatory consultative forum. A guidebook on the UPR
for distribution,gathers all the experience of CHR on how it did the first and secondQufeRaf the
things CHR is quite proud of in the book is the tool the Casiomn developed as a guidance note.

The UPR is a unique mechanism because it is innovative, new and a distinct process that scrutinizes
human rights obligations of all 193 Member States of the United Nations. It is transparent because it
distills governrent agency action on the promotion and protection of human rights through
consultations and submission of reporis.includes collaborative dialogues and exchanges which
engage all duty bearers, rights holders, stakeholders, including government ag&itdiRis and civil
society. Lastly, it is equivalent to a peer review. The critics of the UPR always say tlaasdttis
congratulatory and selfpreservation exercise. On the contrary there have been many
recommendations that have been on point as a reefilhis particular process.

During thesecondcycle, prior to the submission tife report> (i K SGoyetnmedti inkages Office
got a lot of phone calland request for appointmentBom embassy officialbecause they wanted to
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make sure that their gesstions and statements in the interactive dialogafehe UPR woulgroperly
reflect the more controversial issues human rightghat were pervadingin that time. This is a very
fertile ground for all of us to engage Peer review should not be criticized because some responsible
countries really do take it seriously. Also important is aggrupation, a group of countries yet to call on
us and ask ughat we want them to let the Philippindsiow in terms of compliance iruman rights.

EU would be very important for the Philippines because of General Scheme of Prefeldraressa
weaknessin peer review but there is alsstrength in the peer review G to your donorsor the
government of your donors and try to engagesthso they can asthe proper questions during the
interactive dialogue when the Philippines reports.

/1 wQa 6Sad LINFYOGAOS GKIG AG adatt gryda G2 oS |
in process at the national level is doing a WMBartite monitoring body for the second review. The
Commission established this together with its partners in government and civil society in 2013, a
partnership mainly betweenhe CHR, the Presidential Human Rights Commi{E#éRCand civil

society rgresentativesg Philippine Allianceof Human Rights AdvocateBhilippine Human Rights
Information Centelmand theUnited Nations Development ProgrammgNDB. It is tripartite because

the body is composed of three grougZvernmentof the Republic of th€hilippines (GRPthe NHRI

and civil societyWe wanted to bring home UPR outcomes or outputs which are a set of
recommendations from the international to the nationdbwn to the local/community level

It is and it remains to be an attempt because tBER never got to the goal of being atdesubmit a
midterm report in the UPRfor a multistakeholder§monitoring of the implementation of the UPR
recommendations starting with the first cycle going on to the second cycle. Specifically, the body
wanted tagether totrack the progresand assess the implementation of all UPR recommendations
identify the scope of each UPR recommendafi@stablish baseline, develop action points and
indicators, try to analyze what the challenges and constraints are in th@eimentation by
government, service emerging human rights issues, highlight, in view of all the above, the main issues
of concern, and then formulate post recommendations for improvement in the enjoyment of all
human rights on the ground for the next cycle

It is a kest practice in process baase the CHRid it earnestlytogether with PHRC. During the past
administration, the PHRC also had difficulty in presenting this to the prindigraisto be able to
submit the midterm report. lbecomesa best piactice beausethere remainsa tool developed for

the UPR reviewThe PHRC already has a final draft of this tool that can be used to work on the next
cycle.

One important thing is to gather the gain from this particular mechanism in aaméave a good

springboard to launcbur issues. Normally, before both GOs and NGOs, separately and jointly, engage

in the international community, once they have the draft report, they convene again and have a
strategy session. This was done for the second cycle aop#re UPR tripartite monitoring body

activities. In the strategy sessions, which are so different when reporting to treaty b&lizstalk to

NGOs and coalitions about their report (apart from secret issues reserved for reporting as their own

inthe treaty body).¢ KS A G N} 6S3&8 aSaairzya INB [[dzAdGS AYLR2NIIy
last two UPR cycles because that was the tiha topics were shared andsuego focus on where

there was evidence and a stronger substantiation were assigRegroductive health and the

t NBAARSY (G Qa NI LIS 221 Sk O2 wouldwait tolalify & EheirsstesSBut G K I G
there are other things that we would want to be said in the UPR but cannot be included. As a strategy,

it would be better if it wauld come properly from the NGOs or the NHRI. There is also negotiation if

GKS AaadzsSa OFy 06S NIXrA&GSR AYy FYy20KSNJ adF{1SK2f RSNI
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One of the important things that came out from thepartite monitoring experiencdahat was
shepherded and supported whethieartedly by the UNDP is thi#plomatic briefingsbefore the UPR
involving the civil society an@HR with the UNDP This must happen very soon where views can be
shared and information can be provided to amplify certain issues. In the stages of theduRIB;, the
stakeholders only talk after the Working Group has almost adopted its report on a partRatar
under review.

The rext cycle wuld be the challengdecausepeople now live in interestindan understatemenit
times. It calls for creative engagnent. The time now, more than ever, is cleartfog stakeholderso

be able towork well together andilso workseparatdy, butgoingtowardsthe same pathto be able
to ensure that human rights are better enjoyed on the ground. This igppraito all of them to be
able to harness fully the UPR besethis isthe firsttest casanternationallyfor the Fhilippinesunder
the new admiistration.

Session 2: OUTCOMES OF FIRST AND SECOND REVIEWS AND UGNAYAN BAYAN BRIEF

Presentation: Summary of Accepte@Recommendations (Universal Periodic Revietvahnd 2@
Cycles)
Atty. Krissi Shaffina Twyla A. Rubin, OfficeCharge, CHR Gender Equality and
22YSyQa ldzvYly wAidakKida / SyidaSN

Key messages

Presented are @ints that can stillbe raised for the 3¢ cycleand things reportedas accomplished
before but are going downward again for th& 8ycle

The Universal Periodic Review is a peer review based on the follo@wihgrter of United Nations,

Universal Declaration on Human Rights, human rights instruments itthvahState is party, voluntary

pledges and commitment by State§he State made voluntary commitments in previous reviews,

LI NI A Odzf F NI & 2y SEGNI 2dzZRAOALFE 1AffAYy3I 09WYOOD ¢KS
be relevant again to brinigito the third cycle. The UPR ensures participation of CSOs, NGOs and NHRIs

in the formulation of the report. The Philippines was among the first countries to be reviewed in the

first cycle of the UPR.

15t Universal Periodic Review Under the Arroyo Adnsitmation
¢tKS FTANRG Oe Ot Sy CKS t KAfTALILIAYSaQ NBJASSH

The Philippinesas State Under Review (Su)bmitted the Philippine National Report to the Human
Rights Council for thePR on 7 March 2008. The report provided thedonsultations conducted by
PHRC; (b) the background of the country includingstiexy human rights framework;c)
comprehensivedetailed government implementation of treaty obligationand (d) roadmap for
international cooperatio® . SOl dzaS AU g1 a (KS the Kisfahd axitiggS a4 Q F A
framework of the country were laid down. During those times the Philippines was already a signatory
to seven(7) treaties. On CEDAW, théhen pending Magna Carta of Women Bill was mentioned. On
the CMW, bilateral agreementsith somecountrieson social securityvere highlighted. On ICCPR,

the Philippines boastedf the ratification of theOptional ProtocoR on the death penalty, which can

now be visited again for the third cycle because there is a call for bringing back the deattypkn
issued an invitatioto Special Rapporteur (SP) on extrajudicial, summary or arbitrary executions, Philip
Alston It also boasted of th€onduct of National Consultative Summit on EJK but then admitted that
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there is no law yet on torture and on farced disappearance. The CHR regaidthat there is no
law yet on internally displaced people (IDP).

TheUNHRC Working Grogempiled two reports: (aleport of treaty bodiesand special procedures
600 NBLIRNI FTNRY om aidl 1SK2f RSNERQ adzomYArAaaizyao

In the treaty bodiesfor the CMW,they reported that the Philippineseplied to the request of the
Special Rapportetp comment onits actions am the feminization of migration. They also noted that
there were more bilateral agreements. The Special Rapporteur on indigenous pé&dsported

that the Philippines invited the Special Rapporteur for IP in the coamdymade recommendation in
2007 tha the 2003 recommendationsn militarizationhavinggrave impact on IRgere still there and

some of the recommendations were not acted on. As mentioned in the CEDAW report of many
organizationsthe issues of IPs and militarization are still there.

Therewas a special request in 2008 from the treaty body on the follow up on the recommendation of
Alston on EJK.

The CHR report, which was also part of the submissions of stakeholders, focubedp@mding law
on forced disappearance, absence of ik and IDP Laws, and the Human Rights Victims Claims Board
Law that was not yet passed at that time. There was a submission from NGOs with consultative status.

The review/interactive dialogue on the Philippine National Report was conducted during®the 8
session of the UN HRC on 11 April 2008. The Philippine delegation was headed by Executive Secretary
Eduardo ErmitaAfter the review, the UN HR@port, which contained 17 recommendations, was
published in the OHCHR Website on 23 May 2008. The Philipmngs supported 11
recommendations; fivé5) recommendations were for further studyrthese recommendations are
important because these would be the baseline of how the stakeholders are going to hold the
government accountable for its compliance later on.

Recommendations that enjoy the support of tigRP

A To continue to develop a gendegsponsive approach to issues of violence against women
and continue to build supportive environment for women and children within the judicial
system; this environment shoulidike into account the special needs for rehabilitation and
post-conflict care of women and children in vulnerable situationsl @onflict areas (New
Zealand)

A To ensure that members of the security forces are trained on human rights and on their
responsibity to protect human rights anduman rights defenders (Canada)

A To sign and ratify the Optional Protocol to the Convention against Té&&E(Slovenia,

Mexico, United Kingdom and the Netherlands) and the International Convention on the

Protection of AllPersons from Enforcedigappearance (Slovenia, Mexicdhe CAT was

ratified in 2012.

To report regularly to the Committeggainst Torture (Slovenia)

To completely eliminate torture and &ajudicial killings (Holy See)

To intensify its efforts to carry out investigations and prosecutions on extrajudicial killings and

punishthose responsible (Switzerland)

A To address legislative gaps in the field of children rights in order to fully comply with the 2005
recommendations ofhe Committee orthe Rights of the Child (ltaly)

A To share with other countries, especially developing countries, its experience in the area of
justiciability of ecaomic and social rights (Sudan)

> > >
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While noting the involvement of civil society in the pregiary process of the national report,

to fully involve civil society in the folleup to the review (United Kingdom)

To continue its successful policy in combating trafficking in human beings at the national level
and to play a leading role at the intermamallevel on this matter (Belarus)

To step up efforts to continue to meet the basic needs of the poor ahdratulnerable groups
(Nigeria)

Recommendations that will be subjesftfurther study

A

A

To sign and ratify the International Convention on Bretection of All Persons from Enforced
Disappearances (Slovenia, Mexico)

To protect children in the womb, notwithstanding undue pressimoen certain groups (Holy
See) The Reproductive Health Bill had faced many challenges including the implementation
of the Law in the country

That the second National Human Rights Action Plan should take into account the
recommendations formulated by treaty bodiaad special procedures (Mexico)

That national legislation and customs and practices shall be further hazewwith the CRC

and CEDAW (Mexico)

With regard to the recommendation on establishing an organic legal framework for
eliminating gendetbased discrimination and promoting gendeguality (ltaly), the
government of the Philippines is of the view that tigsalready covered by theoluntary
commitmentswhich it announced at the conclusion of the UPR interactive dialofhis.was
transferred from further study to accepted recommendation.

Voluntary commitments made were

(0]

o

To continue to develop a gendessponsive approach to issues on women and children,
including in the judicial system and on violence against women and children

To continue to develop domestic legislation for further protection of the rights of the child

To maintain the momentum on addrsisg killings of activists and media professionals

To continue and find additional measures to answer the basic needs of the poor and other
vulnerable sectors

Recommendations that do not enjoy the support of BRP

A

A

A

A

To enable the visit by the Special Ragpor on the promotion and protection of human rights
while counterirg terrorism as soon as possible

To provide a followup report on efforts and measures to address extrajudicial killings and
enforced disappearances, taking into account the recommendatdthe Special Rapporteur
on extrajudicial, summary or arbitraexecutions (The Netherlands). This was the time also of
the Arroyo administration and most of the recommendations were targeted against her
government.

To strengthen the witness protectiggrogram and address the root causes of this issue in the
context of the reform of the judiciary and the armed forces (Switzerland)

To consider extending a standing invitation to special procedures (Brazil)

2"d Universal Periodic Review Under the Aquino Administration

ThesecondO & Of SY CKS t KAfTALILIAYSaQ NBJASSH

The Philippines submitted the Philippine National Report on 19 March.ZlH& State reponprovided
developments since the previous UPR, updates on tieenption and protection of human rights,
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implementation of accepted recommendations and voluntary commitmeatgl challenges and
priorities.

The laws passed were the highlights of the report: the Magna Carta of Wémithoto and Video
Voyeurism LawAnti-Child Pornography Lawhe International Humanitarian Laand the AntiTorture
Law. 2009 is a good year for human rights because a lot of laws were passed that year.

There were fou(4) segments focused on the mainstreaming of human rights in goodrgawnce: (a)
governance commitment to human rights; (b) aggressive advancement of economic, social and
cultural rights; (c) sustainability efforts in promoting sectoral rights; and (d) complementary
mechanism for the promotion of human rights.

2012 was keady the time under the Aquino administration and the answers of the State on the
protection of vulnerable groups were the social contract with the Filipino peopletfadPantawid
Pamilyang Pilipino Program (4Rsptherwise called the Conditional Ca3hansfer (CCTg of the
Department of Social Welfare and Developm@$W1D, which was highlighted as one of the platform
programs.

The42 submissionfrom stakeholderdor the second cycle included the submission of the CHRB.
Philippine delegation waseaded bythen Department of Justic€©OJSecretary Leila de LimBuring
that time, there was live streaming of the UPR with the CSOs.

The report containg®8 recommendationgrom the UNHRC Workingroup The State reiterateds

53 initially accepted recommendations with an additional ni{®® accepted recommendation£5
noted recommendations and ongl) recommendation which does not enjoy the support of the
government.

Issues Accepted recommendations based on thematic clusters
Torture A To fully prohibit torture and eliminate all forms otfieatment (129.17)
A To prevent torture in detention facilities (129.19)
A To reinforce training programs on law enforcement personnel for prevention of

torture (129.19)

To establish and operatnalize without delay the national preventive mechanism c

torture (129.21)

To ratify the OFCAT (130.1)

To effectively implement the Anfiorture Act (129.20; 131.18)

To provide CHR with a list of detainees and their places of detention (131.19)

To effectively eliminate EJKs and EDs (129.12)

To intensify protection and investigations of such crimes (129.13)

To effectively fight EJKs (including those committed by NSAs through accountak

mechanisms (129.14, 129.15,129.16)

To combat impunity through judicial reforms (129.26)

To allocate resources for the national monitoring mechanism/NMM (129.27)

To continue addressing past incidents of EJKs, EDs and Torture through the EP.

Joint Coordinating Centers on Privatemdes and the NMM (129.28)

A To continue efforts to arrest Palparan, Ortega brothers and Ampatuans (129.30)

A To promote accountability in allowing responsible entities such as the DOJ, NBC
and Ombudsman to conduct investigations into allegations of HRX835)

A To strengthen legal framework and institutions for EJK cases (13A@235 was
created after the second review because there was a strong call for EJK, ED anc
torture response.

>

On civiland
political rights

I > > D

> > D

A To update the UNHRC on findings of NMM on EJKs (131.23)
On econanic, A To continue efforts in fighting poverty1 2936)
socialand A To maintain the efforts to meet the basic needs of the poor and other vulnerable

groups with the view to achieving an adequate standard of living f¢124.37)
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cultural rights
(ESCR)

> > D

>

To provide more resources for the pursuit of all MOG29.3). We failed some of
the MDGs, including on maternal mortality.

To promote and protect the enjoyment of ES@R9.3P)

To promote and preserve the environment (129.45)

To intensify efforts againstorruption (130.5)

To continue carrying out efforts so that the PDP is in accordance with its internat
human rights obligations (130.8)

To ratify ILO 189 and the Domestic Workers Bill (13T18is has been achieved
already.

On the rights of
indigerous
peoples

A

To intensify efforts to protect IPs, the poor and IDiPsalamitieq129.11)

To implement IPRA for the protection of IPs against mining (129T4y was
reiterated by the CEDAW Committee.

To accede to ILO 169 (131.@prrection Ms. Velikgointed out that this
recommendation was not accepted, but for further study. Only the ratification of |
189 on ESCR was accepted.

On the rights of
women

A

To fully implement the Magna Carta of Women (129.7)

To continue promoting the empowerment of womegender equality and the
protection of women against discrimination and violence (129.9)

To protect women through legislation, economic growth, social protection and ec
(129.10)

To strengthen protection of maternal health (129.40)

To provide access tmaternal and reproductive health information in addressing
high infant and maternal mortality rates (129.41)

On the rights of
children

> > D

To ensure free and effective birth registration (129.9)

To protect children through legislation, economic growth, sqmiatection and
equity (129.10)

To prohibit all forms of corporal punishment on children (129.24)

To implement the Juvenile Justice and Welfare Act (129738% might be a concern
because there is a pending move to lower the age of crirmesgonsbility.

To ensure access to education for all children (129.42)

To promote the right to education by rights of the child, through strengthening
interagency coordination on the activities of the law enforcement bodies (129.43
To intensify efforts in combatinchild labor (131.5)

To protect rights of children in detention (131.5)

To ensure that juvenile offender do not share spaces of detention with adult
offenders (129.34)This may also be relevant because of the many surrenderees
now and there is the question of segregating the children from the adults.

On the rights of
migrant workers

A
A

To protect and assist victims of trafficking (129.22)

To eradicate human trafficking through cooperation with the international
community, including ¥ accepting visit by the Special Rapporteur (129.23)

To continue in the successful policy of combatting illegal recruitment and labor
exploitation, including the exploitation of domestic workers, especially of women
(130.3)

To strengthen bilateral cooperian, regional and international cooperation with
countries of origin, transit and destination in order to more effectively address
trafficking in women victims of sexual exploitation (130.4)

To continue to play a leading role in the promotion and protectid the rights of
migrant workers (130.7)

On the rights of
persons with

A

To adopt legislation for PWDs, senior citizens, poor and IDPs in calamities.(E80.
the senior citizens, we have the Expanded Senior Citizens Act.

disabilities A To intensiy efforts to protect PWDs (129.11)

(PWD3

On other related A To strengthen the CHR (129.1)

concerns To continue HR education for the security sector and law enforcement (129.2)

> >

To continue implementation of NHRAP (129.3). We should look into how well thi:
NHRARs disseminated.
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A To continue mainstreaming HR in public sector (129.4)

A To further cooperation with other international NHRI and participation of youth
sector (129.5)

A To continue cooperation with Special Procedures (129.6)

A To uphold and enact national lawsd legislations in accordance with universally
agreed human rights standards it has rallied (130.2)

A To disarm and dismantle private armed groups as well as to impede the utilizatic
child soldiers (129.25)

A To ensure that the military exercises full tan over CAFGU and the police over
CVOs (129.31)

The purpose of this exercise is for the participants to connect it when they look into the
recommendations that were accepted and to see the openings as they prepare for their own shadow
or independent rport for the UPR.

Presentation: Ugnayang Bayan 2015: The Philippine Human Rights Report
Atty. Gemma Parojinog, Officer-Charge, CHR Policy Office

Key messages

Ugnayang Baya(tB)is an dfort of the PHRC to state tfig2 2 @ S NJ/ ac@wiplishraenwith respect

to its compliance with human rights treaties.stiartedin July 2015,collected notes/comments @m
different sectors, CS@sd other goernmentagenciesand provided the CHR with a report on their
achievement based on the treaty assignedhiem.

The PHRC, through ttéB aims to start the formulation of the successarthird human rights plan

Thiswill be participated in by government agencies, NGOs and basic sector organizations, as well as
development partnersThere are different govement agencies leading the implementation for
different treaties and the UB intends tmave an improved level of cooperation and support among
theselead agencies in their role the human rights infrastructurd=urthermore, it purports to bring
together stakeholders in harmony with each othender the Tripartite Monitoring Body which looks

at the UPR of the Philippines and the recommendati@asspreparation for the next cycle.

UB 2015 was a very good exercise as the government was able to fully piresé&itilippine Human

Rights Report and the CSOs and CHR were able to provide sufficient critiques on what the Philippines
has accomplished. From the inputs during the UB, PHRC formulated the Philippine Human Rights Plan
with different thematic objectivesThese objectivewill answer to the various recommendations and
commitments made during the first and second cyafithe UPR

IHR Treaty Thematic Objective
ICCPR UPR Thematic Objective 1

A To mainstream international human rights standatdslomestic norms through the
enactment of laws as well as for the harmonization of enacted legislations and ot
administrative and judicial measures/ actions including but not limited to local
legislations

Enactment of Laws

- R.A. 10368 (extension infitj of claims, Republic Act No. 10766, Approved by the
President on 19 April 2016)

- Support the passage of CHR Charter which includes the grant of fiscal autonomy

- 1 YSYRYSyi( d2 103 q!HywiEk KAOK 2yfe NI
fraternities, soraities, and other organizations

- Qreation of the National Preventive Mechanisms (NPM), as the national compone
of the preventive system established by the OPCAT
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Thematic Objective:2

A To enhance the institutional remedies and mugitakeholder€commitment to put an
end to alleged impunity

- Setting up of the Administrative Order No. @his is the first time that the focus is on

EJK and ED, however, according to the CHR, the AO does not have much impact ir

convicting or going after the real geetrators. TheTechnical Working Grougf the AO

has so far made an inventory of the cases.)

Thematic Objective No.: 3

A To set up a mukistakeholder, coordinated performance accountability and
monitoring system on the compliance of the government viitiplementation of the
ICCPR

- BxecutiveOrder No. 275- Creation of Committee for the Special Protection of
/| KAt RNBY o/ {t/ 0 AY wmddp I &ChidABugef f 2 ¢
QELIX 2A0FGA2Y YR 5AEA0ONAYAYIGA2Yy | OG¢

- EO 53 was issued in 2011 expandiagnembership.

Thematic Objective No. 4:
A To establish mechanisms and strengthen existing measures on international
humanitarian law (IHL) and rule of law (ROL)
- Ratification of the following IHL Treaties:
a) Protocol Additional to the Geneva Conventionl@ August 1949, and Relating tc
the Protection of Victims of International Armed Conflicts (Protocol 1);
b) Convention for the Protection of Cultural Property in the Event of Armed Conf
and its Protocol and,;
c) Rome Statute on International Criminal Cour2ii2.

CAT

UPR Thematic Objective 1
A To implement RA 9745 (Afforture Law of 2009)
- Department of the Interior and Local Governmebil(G Response: Set the Target fc
its implementation
a) Comprehensive and updated databas® detention centers and other places of
deprivation

b) Unrestricted exercise by the CHRP of its visitorial powers

¢) Formulation of rehabilitation programs

d) Training and practice on the Istanbul Protocol as spelled out in the IRR

e) Education and information camfgm for security sector and law enforcement
agencies, medical personnel, public officials and schools

f) Convening of the Oversight Committee

- Government has achieved full computerization of prison records and the Simplifi
Inmates Records System of detentiprisoners has been upgraded to National
Inmates Monitoring System.

- Philippine National Policé{B has inspected all 54 custodial centers and regularly
submitted reports to CHR of a list of its custodial facilities and persons under its
custody

- PNP hasrained its custodial officers in NCPRO and had distributed IEC materials
Anti-Torture

- One conviction of Torture (2016)

- Several cases under prosecution of Torture

- Bureau of Jail Management and PenoloBYNIP has Human Rights Affairs Office ar
theHRD&|1 61 w50 dzy RSNJ (1 KS 5 A NdBdDéwlbdméns 7
(DIWD)

- HRD acts on all Torture complaints

Thematic Objective No.: 2

A To enhance preventive and protective mechanisms

Targets:

- Settingup of the National Preventive Mechanigits bill is still in Congress; CHR ha
included this as part of the priority legislatioi)nified Penitentiary System,
enforcement, and operationalization of command responsibility in the police, milit
and custodial services
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- Institutionalization of elease on recognizance and such other paralegal measure:

Thematic Objective N@:

A To heighten the awareness of, and respect for HR among state agents, and the
general public

Targets:

- Impact/evaluation studies of education and training on HR wiisicurity/custodial
system(This is important right now with the change in the mindset within the rank
of the PNP because of the new administration. The-PIRRused to be with the CHR
during communitybased dialogues.)

- Twenty percent of the manpower of lagnforcement agencies trained annually

- Decrease in the incidence of torture involving law enforcement agencies

Thematic Objective Nal:

A To enact appropriate legislation (and supporting EOs, AOs)

Targets:

- Evaluation/assessment of studies/ legpidicial/administrative measures, and
mechanisms relative to the prevention of HR violation particularly with reference
the CAT and RA 9745

- Legislative advocacy for NPM

Thematic Objective N&:

A To ratify the International Convention for the Protegtiof all Persons from Enforcec
Disappearances (ICPPED).

- Not much progress on the ratification, but the government has enacted landmark
human rights laws such as Afnforced or Involuntary Disappearance Act of 2012
(R.A. 10353), as well as R.A. 9851 ard 0368

CRPD

Thematic Objective Nd.:

ATo harmonize national and local legislations including administrative order, policie
and guidelines with thé&nited Nations Convention on the Rights of Persons with
Disabilitieg UNCRPLIpr the creation of an inclusive, barrifiree and a rightdased
environment

Passage of Laws:

-wSLJzot A0 ' O b2d mapunE GAGESR atly |
with disability, amending R.A. 7277, Magna Carta For Persons \&ith Di A- passg®
into law on 23 April 2013

-wSLJzot A0 ' O b2d mnoccs GAGESR atly |
establish precincts assigned to accessible polling places exclusively for persons v
RA&FOAETAGASE | yRntal&woh B5Nebani20i3 Sy & ¢ LI

Programs: National Council on Disability Aff@NE€DA)

- Philippine Registry for Persons with Disabilities

- DSWD National Household Targeting SysBawerty Reduction (NHTSPR) which
already included persons with disabilities.

-0rg YAT SR RA &Ll 0 fshRill thad3eiBing of thecoumtNdEn grrinership
with DSWD

Programs:

- Persons with disabilities and their organizations are included in the national/local
disability policy decisiomaking process, with emphasis on mainstreshyender
initiatives, their participation to organized associations, and their identity as a pers
or as a group.

- Regional Federation of the PWDs

- Training of women PWDs in leadership and personality development

Thematic Objective No. 2:

A To mainstreanhuman rights standard in infrastructure development to enhance
accessibility of the PWDs to physical environment, taking into consideration cultt
adaptability

- 254 of the city and municipal buildings are accessible which is 20% increase in 1
compliant accessibléduildings reported bypepartment of Public Works and Highwa
(DPWHin 2010 Geal of Good Local GovernariReport)
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Thematic Objective No. 3:

A To popularize UNCRPD using traditional and ntaditional mass media to
encourage accountability in the Executive, Legislative and Judicial branches of
government, as well as to inform persons with disabilities and the general public
about NHRAPP, espally on how persons with disabilities cparticipate and benefit
from it

Programs: NCDA

- About 138 local committees on disability were established to coordinate disability
agenda in line with the convention on the rights of persons with disabilities.

- More coordination committees are set to be established and strengthened

Thematic Objective No. 4:

A To sensitize and enhance the positive perceptions and acceptance of communiti
PWDs by conducting sensitivity training, correct use of language, value atform
and redirection of attitudes for dutybearers and claimholders.

- Sensitivity training were given to certain public offi¢eluding the judiciaryand
some service oriented industries

- Disability Inclusive Disaster Risk Reduction Training Rdyi#nsand VI

CERD

Thematic Objective No. 1:

A To uphold and protect the rights of the IPs to their ancestral domains, lands, and
resources, recognizing customary laws on property ownership and relations

- Revised the Guidelines in the conductoée, Prior, and Informed Cons€rPI¢

- EO 79, express recognition of timeligenous cultural communitie$GC¥IPs right to
FPIC on large scale mining operations

- AO 0112 institutionalized intetlagency affirmatie collaboration for delineation
titing and registration

- Issued Certificate of Affirmation to thousands of seaitedigenous peoples
mandatory representative (PMR3nationwide.

Thematic Objective No. 2:

A To enhance access of IPs to the various pitiitee justice system, and state
recognition in the exercise of customary laws and practices or various traditional
justice system; and protect their rights to social justice and human rights

NCIP aims to:

a) Develop a national policy guideline on interfacafgPs justice system and national
justice system to include five (5) pilot ethnographic regions from 2014 to 2015;

b) Policy review on access of IPs to formal justice, to include six (6) pilot
regional/provincial courts, two (2) each for Luzon, Visayas\indanao from 2014
to 2015.

Thematic Objective No. 3:

A To respect, protect and fulfill the civil and political rights of the IPs, provide
responsive and culturally appropriate mechanism in addressing violations theretc
affording maximum protection taefenders of IPs rights

NCIP aims to:

a) Establish effective legal safeguards and measures that address violations of IP r
and protect the rights of defenders of IP rights; and

b) Increase level of awareness and application of national and internatioaaid P
human rights protection standards by the government, IPs and the general public
the national and local levels.

Thematic Objective No. 4

A To respect, protect, promote and fulfill the right to sditermination and seif
determined development ohidigenous peoples, recognizing indigenous knowledg
and sociepolitical systems upholding the right to free and prior informed consent

NCIP aims to document:

a) Baselines group;

b) Policy recommendations on culturally appropri#&acestral Domains Sustainable
Development and Protection PI#ADSDPRand FPIC guideline covering 7 selected
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IPs/ICCs witkertificate of ancestral domain tittg€ADTsand ADSDPPs to be
conducted,;

¢) Indigenous knowledge systems and practid&S{Pcovering seveselected pilot
IPs/ICs with CADTs and ADSDPPs; and

d) Recognition and implementation of policy on indigenous political structures (IPS)
IP Organizations (IPOs) in five selected pilot IPs/ICCs with CADT2(P31)2

Thematic Objective Né&:

A To provide culturally approgate basic social services and employment to IPs and
employing special measures to fulfill this

- NCIP aims to Integrate ADSDPP into local Development Plans, by providing a gt
on IP Community Planning for culturally appropriate delivery of services and
disseminating the same for implementation and monitoring

Thematic Objective N@&:

A To recognize, protect and promote the cultural rights of IPs, combating prejudice
discrimination against them, and fostering solidarity among them and all other
sectors of society

- NCIP aims to achieve the following:

a) Advocacy Program for IP rights;

b) Development of framework on IP education by 5 IP groups;

¢) Development of an IPs Human Rights Education Program;

d) Advocacy for the integration @fonvention on théElimination of All Forms of Racial
Discrimination CERPand IPs rights in relevant education and trainings and progr:
of the Armed Forces of the PhilippinésFB, PNP, and other departments and
National Council Licensure Examinat{diCLE

e) Institutional review; and

f) Annual monitoring of CERD implementation and reporting.

Thematic Objective Na@

A To review and amend policies and programs on IP rights, enact laws that have d
bearing on IPs, formulate/reformulate existence of conflicting developmpeticies,
programs and areas in conflict with IP rights and interests with the mandatory an
effective participation of IPs; develop a comprehensive-digitrimination legislation;
and for the ratification of treaties which have direct bearing on ratisdrimination

- the NCIP aims to achieve the following:

a) Implementation of guidelines in selected seven IPs/ICCs;

b) Assessment evaluation and review of certificates of confirmation covering years
20082009 with PNPNational Police CommissigNAPOLCOMAFPBJIMP,
Department of HealtfDOH, Department of Labor and Employme@OLIE and five
selected pilotocal government unitf GU%

¢) Advocacy at national and local levels for the passage of andasdrimination bill;

d) Issuance and implementation of ordinces in 4 selected pilot areas in each IP arei
Luzon, Visayas and Mindanao algtonomous Region in Muslim Mindan§éaRMM);
and

e) Advocacy and mobilization for the ratification of ILO 169.

CMW

Thematic Objective Nd.

A To implement continuingnformation dissemination program on the rights of migra
workers and members of their families by the concerned government agencies a
authorities both at the national and local levels

- Administrative Order No. 157, issued on 2 April 2013, a convergengeam with
the end of ensuring a more concerted, synchronized and coordinated delivery of
services to Overseas Filipino Workers (OFWS). It seeks to consolidate and harm
all the programs and efforts of all DOLE agencies that provide assistance © OFV

Thematic Objective No.: 2

A To sustain advocacy for bilateral agreements, memoranda of understanding, anc
other similar instruments, especially with those countries of destination where
discriminatory treatment and abuse are more frequent
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- The DOLE hagatal no. 16 existing bilateral agreement from different countries ar
4 more under negotiations

Thematic Objective N@:

A To provide adequate consular services, welfare assistance and other available le
remedies in the host countries and in tRédilippines

- The DFA has a Legal Assistance Fund and Assistance to Nationals Fund whih |
tapped to extend assistance to OFWs and their families in varying degrees of difl
circumstances. The number of OFW assisted continue to increase yearly

Theamatic Objective No.:4

A To provide urgent medical assistance to migrant workers in the countries of
destination

- The enactment of R.A. 10022, strengthens the protective measures afforded to C
by increasing penalties for illegal recruitment, certifyingthamuntries or
destinations that provide adequate protection and provides mandatory insurance
coverage, provides for min of 100M budget for Legal Assistance Fund and
institutionalizes National Retegration Center

- 2012, the Philippines ratified two (2) brhational Labor Conventions: a) Maritime
Labour Convention, 2006 (MLC); and b) Domestic Workers Convention (Conven
189)

Thematic Objective Né&:

A To provide social security to migrant workers in their State of employment with tr
same treatmenigranted to the nationals of the receiving country

- There was an increase in the number of Bilateral Social Security Agreements sin
2009, with the provision of totalization of contributions enabling portability.

Thematic Objective N@&:

A To implement a@mprehensive program for the return, resettlement, and cultural
reintegration of migrant workers and members of their families

- The target is to have increased number of OFW reintegrated and serves as prorn
house for their local employment. They providewumber of services under the
Reintegration program

Thematic Objective N@.:

A To develop adequate measures for the protection and welfare of the children of
migrant workers.

- There are education/training benefits such as scholarship and livelipomgtams

CRC

Thematic Objective Nd.:

Ac2 | RG201GS F2NJ GKS LI aalr3asS yR AYLIX
protection and welfare

- Priority legislative agenda are:

a) Strengthening of the Council for the Welfare of Childféone)

b) Prohibition of corporal punishment;

¢) Removal of the distinction/discrimination against children bout of wedlock;

d) Strengthening of family and alternative parental care arrangements through fc
care;

e) Amendment to the law on statutory rape; and

f) Protecting children in situations of armed conflict.

- only the Foster Act of 2012 (RA 10165) was passed and is already on 16 percen
implementation (alternative family and parental care arrangements)

- Two EOs: strengthening of the CWC and protecting children iatisits of armed
conflict which gave rise to the Monitoring, Reporting, and Response System for (
Child Rights Violations in Situations of Armed Conflict (MB&SVSAC)

- Nine laws on children were passed during the period of 2012 to 2015, to wit:

a) RA10157 or the Mandatory Kindergarten Education (January 2012)

b) RA 10165 or the Foster Care Act (June 2012)

¢) RA 10364 or the Expanded Aftiafficking in Persons Act (February 2013)
d) RA 10410 or the Early Years Mdarch 2013

e) RA 10533 or the Enhanced Basia¢adion Act (May 2013)
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f) RA 10627 or the AnrBullying Act (September 2013)

g) RA 10630 or th&trengthenedluvenile Justice Systdraw (Octobe013

hyw! wmnccH 2NJ5SOfFNAY3I b2F8SYOSNI I a i
i) RA 10665 or the Open High Schooly(2015)

Thematic Objective N@:

A

To advocate for childesponsive judicial measures

Competency Enhancement Trainings condudigthe PhilippineJudicial Academy
(PhilJAfor Judges and court personnel handling trafficking in persons cases and
those involving children

NBI strengthened its Artluman Trafficking and Cyber Crimes Divisions to stamp
child exploitation cases

tdzof AO ! G2NYySeQa h ¥Fanked Bainibhgs bncdse O2 y Rd
management involving children and ones initiated by PhilJA and DOJ.

Thematic Objective N@:

A

To institute childresponsive administrative argrogram measures

Second National Plan of Action for Children (2nd NPAC) which sagj¢inela towards
the progressive realization of the Rights of Filipino children

As required by RA 10630, two types oftigur facilities forchildren in conflict with
the law CICLwere put up, to wit:

a) Bahay Pag\sa or Youth Home

b) Regional Rehabilitation Ctams for Youth

Thematic Objective:4

A

To strengthen child responsive implementation and monitoring mechanism at the
national and local levels leveraging the use of information and communications
technology (ICT).

Aims to establish a functional monitoriggé & G SY T2 NJ OKAf RNByY
be indicative that national and local standards and regulations for providers of
OKAf RNBYyQa aSNBAOSa INBE Sy¥T2NOSR 068

CEDAW

Thematic Objective No. 1

A

To enhance the capacity of the justice systeneffectively and efficiently implement
existing laws which respect, protect and fulfill the rights of women against gende
based violence.

Implementation and gaps in the implementation of the following laws on gender

based violence oviolence againsivomen {YAW):

a) Anti-Violence against Women and their Children Act of 2004 (RA 9262);

b) Anti-SexuaHarassmentawof 1995 (RA7877);

¢) Anti-RapelLawof 1997 (RA8353);

d) Rape Victim Assistance and Protection Act of 1998 (RA8505), and;

e) Anti-Traffickingin PersonsActof 2003 (RA9208)

Laws had been enacted that aimed to protect women from violence and abuse+z

2015).

a) Domestic Workers Act (RA 10361, 2013)

b) Expanded AntTrafficking in Persons Act (RA 10364, 2013)

c) The Act Declaring the November 25 of Every Yearagthe G A 2y £/ ;
Day for theElimination of Violence Against Womaff R / KAt RNB Yy ¢
2013)

d) Amendment to the Revised Penal Code Repealing the Crime of Premature
Marriage Under Article 351 (RA 10655, 2015)

Thematic Objective N@:

A

To ensureghe implementation of the provisions of tHdagna Carta of Women
(MCW), and institute legal and administrative reform mechanisms in the national
local levels that will enhance the implementation and monitor its progress.
Gender and DevelopmenG@AD focal point systems were established and
reconstituted in response to the geadmainstreaming provisions of the MCW
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- Philippine Commission on WomeRGW issued theMemorandum Circula2011-01
or the Guidelines for the Creation, Strengthening, and Institutionalization of the C
Focal Point System

Thematic Objective No.:3

A To raise the level of public awareness of duty bearers and claimholders on the M
and the CEDAW

- 2 2 Y S Efwerment Program

-blrGA2ylLE 22YSyQa az2yiK [/ StSoNIGAZ2Y

- 18Day Campaign to END VAW

- Launching activities of gendeesponsive policies and programs

- GAbDtimpala and Other Recognitions on the Implementation of MCW

- MCW and CEDA¥Wformation, education, and commmication (EQ materials

- Media Advocacy

CESCR

Thematic Objective:1

A To mainstream the Human RigHssed Approach (HRBA) in development plannin
and policyformulation processes at all levels of government

- lw. ! YFAYadaNBFrYAy3d Ay GKS O2dzyiNEQa
integration of the human rights principles in the PDP 2Q016, particularly in the
following chapters:

a) Chapter 7¢ Good Governance and the Rule of Law;

b) Chapter 8 SocialDevelopment; and

c) Chapter & Peace and Security

- Moreover, there were various Joint Memorandum Circulars (JMCs) issued to ens
integration of HRBA in local government plans. These include the following:

a) DILGCHR JMC No.1, s.2014: Mainstreaming Human ligidugh the Rule of
Law and Access to Justice at the Level of Provinces, Cities, Municipalities ar
Barangays;

b) Department of Budget and ManagemeblLGDSWDBNational AntiPoverty
CommissiodMC No. 6: Policy Guidelines and Procedures in the Implementa
of the BottomUp Budgeting Projects for FY2015; and

c) PCWDILGDBMNational Economic and Development AuthottdCNo. 2013
01: Guidelines on the Localization of the Magna Carta of Women.

Thematic Objective:2

A To review and monitor existing legislatioglated to the promotion and protection of
economic, social and cultural rights

- From 2012 to 2015, eleven (1B CRelated landmark legislations have been passt
in the areas of health, education, labor, social security and other social and
infrastructureservices. These include the following:

(1) RA 10606, National Health Insurance Act of 2013;

(2) RA 10354, Responsible Parenthood and Reproductive Health Act of 2012;

(3) RA 10351, Sin Tax Reform Law (2012);

(4) RA 10645, Mandatory PhilHealth CoverageafiagBenior Citizens (2014);

(5) RA 10157, Kindergarten Education Act (2012);

(6) RA 10533, Enhanced Basic Education Act of 2013;

(7) RA 10361, The Domestic Workers Act or Batas Kasambahay (2013);

(8) RA 10364, The Expanded Arafficking in Persons Act 2012;

(9) RA 10353, The AsiEnforced or Involuntary Disappearance Act of 2012;

(10) RA 10368, The Human Rights Victims Reparation and Recognition Act of 2013

(11) RA 10665, The Open High School System Act of 2015.

Thematic Objective:3

A To improveaccess to health care services, enhancing equity and quality of health
and making health care services more affordable

- Inline with the objectives of Universal Health Care (UHC) or Kalusugang
Pangkalahatan (KP), the national government strengtherffete to improve access
to health care services by upgrading government health facilities, increasing
deployment of health human resources and expanding the National Health Insur:
Program (NHIP) coverage and benefits
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- National Health Insurance Act 023 (RA 10606) mandated the coverage of all
indigents with the national government fully subsidizing this insurance premium

- Health Facilities Enhancement Program (HFEP) of the DOH, a total of 6,173
government health facilities were upgraded from 202@14comprising of 2,862
Barangay Health Centers, 2,626 Rural Health Units/Municipal Health Centers, ar
LGU hospitals and other health facilities.

- From 2011 to 2013, a total of 52,730 nurses were deployed as trainees for six m
through the Registeretllurses for Health Enhancement and Local Service (RNhe:
program.

- Atotal of 178,362 Community Health Teams were also deployed 2@ to 2015
in order to provide health assistance to underserved Filipino families

Thematic Objective:4

A To review alkxisting legislation enforcing health and safety at work in order to
ensure the right of workers to safe and healthy conditions, and social security
benefits for workers in the informal sector

- Review of implementation of labor legislation, and enforcemafrtealth and safety
standards at work

- Amendment of Labor Law and SSS Law to cover informal economy / Enactment
law to provide social security benefits for the informal economy

Thematic Objective:5

A To increase budget allocation, in national andaldeudget, for educational services

- Education sector was accorded top priority in terms of budgetary allocation.

- Curricular reforms under the K to 12 Program of the government is expected to
improve education outcomes because the enhanced curriculum Malanastery of
competencies

Thematic Objectivé:
A To implement programs and projects targeting poverty stricken and armed conflit
areas
- D2@SNYYSyGQa YIFIAYy adGdNIrGS3e Ay LR2N |
pursuit of peace building efforand increased provision for basic social services.
- PAMANA provides socEconomic development support to confliefflicted areas
that have not been prioritized under regular agency programs. These includes:
(1) social protection packages for former combataatsi/or nextof- kin;
(2) capacitybuilding for local government institutions; and
(3) assistance to indigenous peoples in the form of technical support
- Other programs
(1) Pantawid Pamilyang Pilipino Program (Pantawid Pamilya)
(2) KapitBisig Laban sa Kahirap&omprehasive and Integrated Delivery of
Social Services (KALAHDSS)
(3) Sustainable Livelihood Program (SLP)
- Budget and planning approach taking into consideration the development needs
cities/municipalities, known as the Bottelp Budgeting (BUB) program

Thematic Objective:7

A To enact a law making the Department of Agrarian Reform Adjudication Board
(DARAB) as an independent body

- DARAB is perceived to be beset with serious structural flaws, specifically with re:
to its composition and its capacity &ifectively discharge its mandated tasks. In
order to address this concern, the PHRP targeted the passage of a legislation cri
an independent body that will settle controversies arising from the implementatio
agrarian reform laws.

-1 2dza S . A Act CreatingthedNatignal Agrarian Reform Adjudication
/| 2YYAaaAizye ol a FAESR 2y np WdzZ @& Hnaw
of Representative€ommittee on Agrarian Reform.

Thematic Objective:
A To monitor the wage boards & regulatoagencies
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- toincrease the number of labor inspectors to ensure compliance of companies, f
individuals and entities of the minimum wage standards, DOLE started the
implementation of the Labor Laws Compliance System (LLCS)

- realized through the followingnodalities: Joint Assessment; Compliance Visit; and
Occupational Safety and Health Standards Investigation

- shift from a regulatory compliance approach to a system that adopts both
developmental and regulatory approaches, and to encourage voluntary coroplian

Thematic Objective:

A To harmonize areas of conflict in the implementation of the provisions of the Mini
[F 6 9 LYRAISy2dza t S2L) SaQ wiaakia ! Oi

- mining operators are obliged to spend on social development initiatives

- allot annually a minimum afne and half percent (1.5%) of the operating costs for
the implementation of these initiatives

- all Exploration Permit Holder or a Mineral Production Sharing Agreement or Fina
or Technical Assistance Agreement in the Exploration Stage are requidedetop
and implement Community Development Program which implementation shall be
supported by a fund equivalent to a minimum of ten percent (10%) of the budget
the approved two (2year Exploration Work Program.

Plenary and Additional Issues

A In thePhilippine Human Rights Repgprograms policies and laws are indicatedlasingbeen
alreadyimplementeddone or are still targets

A There are several different priorities between the current administration and the previous one.
There is no repdryet on the present administration. The latest document that can be provided,
concerning the implementation ohternational human rights treaties, is the one that was
presented.

Session 3:0UTCOMES OF TREATY REVIEWS

The session aims to provide updates the treaty body reviews after the last UPR process. The
resource speakers will present according to the following questions:

When did the Philippine review take place?

What are the highlights of the review by the government and the CSOs?

What are thehighlights of the Concluding Observations?

What are the current efforts of the State to address the Concluding Observations and Comments?

N S S

Presentation: Effectively bringing thdJN Convention against Tortu2d NB O2 Y YryfeRlI G A 2 y &
Mr. Ellecer Carlo§ecretary, United Against Torture Coalition (UATC)

Key messages

The framing of theNational Human RightsAction Plan Il (NHRAP Ilin 2007 wasvery costlyand
ostentatious This was theime of the Arroyo administration and th€HRwas headed by former
GommissionerCecilia QuisumbingNationwide consultations were heldnd millions of pesos was
spent. he NHRAP tiook two (2) years to produce but was never approveaid implemented. The
excusewas thatthe plan was ieserted in thePhilippine @velopmentPan.
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TheUATC is composed 87 human rights organizations combatting abuse and tortutevasat the
forefront in the drafting of the AntiTorture Law the ratification ofOptional Protocoto the CATand
the filing of bills in both Chambeestablishimg the nationa preventive mechanism

Torture remains prevalenbecause of these prevailing conditiond) 30 years after the EDSA

Rewlution, prevented theusheiing in of promise of radical social reforms, equitable distribution of
YIEGA2yQa 6SIHEGKEZ RSY2ONI GATFOA2Y 2F Szad@iArl t a
YI22NA(G& 2F CAf ALRY 2 a @ndimpliniyiatahléveéls oigpvempedzSa G A2y O2 N

Torture and othethuman rights violatiogtook root from the (1)large impoverished sectoulnerable
to being pushed to or exploited intolife of crime(and drug abuse), (2verwhelmed overburdened
andunprofessional Police Force & Security Seateproneanddeliberately conditioned to be violent
and circumvent due procesand rule of law (3) ontinued insurgencyand causeoriented human
rights andenvironmental defenders, sociahd political activists working for change, (Hrture to
shottcut crime solvingand preventionandtorture to stifle even legitimate dissent or efforts toward
change and (5) atrenched impunity of HR violatorand who are able to sidestep corrupt justice
system.

The Philippines ratified the UNCAT in 1986 and virgntforce in 1987. lunderwentthree reviews
the last one was in April of this year. The reporting procedure has been simplified throubistioé
Issues Prior to Reporting (LOIRPRS)

Sincethe 2009 review, positive aspeatsentioned by the Committee include the passage of the-Anti
Torture Act RA 974% and other domestic legal frameworks, ratification of OPCAT, the Rome Statute
of the International Criminal Coudndother international human rights treaties. Laws were sexd

and domestic mechanisms adopted.

Basically, all stakeholders, including BRPCHR and CSCme expected to present the true torture
situation in the Philippines, engage properly and truthfully to draw most out of the process, and for
the CHR and$Ds tqush for effective implementation of the recamendatiors. There were the GRP
report, eight CSO alternative or shadow reports, including from the UATC and Amnesty International
(Al), and theNHRI Parallel repohty the CHR.

Before the Geneva reviewhere was a multstakeholder nock Revalida at DILfGr the GRPto be
able to prepareDuring the UNCAT revievhdre were private meetings between the CAT, CHR and
NGOsexchanges betweethe GRPand the Committee; and side meetings with CAT members and
international organizations by CSO, GHRGRP delegation€oncluding Observations were adopted
by CAT on 11 May 2016.

CommitteePrincipal Qubjects ofConcerns

Based on theCATobservationsithe CHR, UATC and other CSOs were able to counteract the very
defensive report of the GRP, which resulted in the follovgagdfindingsby the Committee

1. Obstacles in implementation of RA 9745, continued impunity for acts of torture (reports to CHR
have rsen since enactmerdnd only one personwas convicted so farand RA 9745 @ersight
Committee was not convened (only twice)

2. Non-enjoyment of safeguards in practice by detained persons, including minors upon police arrest

3. Police arrests without warrants ¢fuding children & police in civilian clothing & torture with
impunity

4. Excessive length of pretrial detention sometimes beyond maximum penalty (eygat§). 85
90%of those behind bars idue to one single violation o0RA 9165Comprehensive Dangerous
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Drugs Act of 2002and huge backlog in judiciary ressin overcrowding This is worse now with
the war on drugs and crime

5. Widespread tortureand ill-treatment of suspects by police, security, penitentianyd military
personnel. Overwhelming majority in police stations (informatérd confessions). CHR 2015
datafigures 80%vas committed bypolice. hternal Affairs Servicesupervised by Chief PNP

6. Qoerced confessions in spite of exclusionary rule in RA 9°&&5 §pinadmissibility of confession
and information as result of tortureand lack of police capabilities to conduct humaaed
professional investigations.

7. Widespread use of blindfoldingnd insistence of public prosecutors on positive visual
identification (rather than modern and professional investigative forensic technicuehn if
physicaland psychological symptoms of torture @v. Burden of proof for victims with difficulty
in the identification of the perpetrator which is the main cause why casamtiprosper.

8. Persistence ofecret places of detention use where children are abused, haramsedxploited,
Laguna wheel of torture

9. Persistence of EJKs and enfordishppearances

10. Difficulty of reporting acts of torture due to fear for reprisal (lakiotimandwitness protection)
and lack of information about rightndreporting/complaint avenues

11. Inhuman conditions in places of detention constitutingtridlatment. Overcrowding by 380
percent giving rise to other ills exacerbating risks which give rise to torture, sexual vialahce
ill-treatment of minorities. The Committee said the GRP mustplement scrupulouslythe
recommendation®f the Subcommittee onPrevention ofTorture (SPT)

12. Situation of CICL in preventive detention held for long periods without lawyer in BahaysBag
centers which are overcrowded, poor lightingd no separation of bay and girls. Even cases of
child offendersare kept in regular prisons, not sepded from adults.

13. Delayedestablishment of National Preventive Mechanism under the OPCAT

14. Insufficient CHR humandfinancial resources for its effective functioniagddelays in adoption
of the CHR CharteBome quarters of government have proposed to abolish the CHR.

15. Lack of training of agencies under RA 9@d8Philippine doctors on Istanb&rotocol (a scientific
method prescribed by the UN for the effective investigatand documentation of torture)

16. Non implementation of RA 9745 Secsalftl 19-Compensatiorand Rehab

17. Continuous absolute ban on abortions without exceptiandincidents of iltreatment of women
seeking post abortion or pogtregnancy treatmentand inadecuate access to sexual and
reproductive health services

18. Corporal punishment of children in home remaining lavéfnt the lowering of age of criminal
responsibility. The government has become more serious now to lower the age of criminal
responsibility.

All of the abovementioned CAT principal subjects of concern have a host of recommendations on how
to address them. These are harmonized as cross cutting recommendations, namely:

A Effective implementation of RA974fidits oversight committee

A Public acknowledgeemt/pronouncement

A Prompt investigatiomndprosecution to hold tortureandill treatment perpetratorsandsafeguard
andprocedure violators accountable including liable for command responsibility

A Strict implementation of laws, safeguards, policésl procedures and standardsand existing
bodies

A Put up certain safeguards

A Address overstaying and overcrowding in jaiisl prisons
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Strengthen capacities of all agencies responsible under the RA 9745 including prosaadtion
judiciary

Strengthen of rules afvidence evaluation to include evidence other than sight and confessions
Complete ban on forced confessions

Effectively ban blindfolding

Ensure independence of bodies investigating complaints

Streamline reportingainddisciplinary mechanismendmake widely available to public
Amendment of policieandlegislations

Strengthen protection of victims, their familieadwitnesses

Rehabilitationrand compensation for victimg install and make widely available

Ratification of thelnternational Convetion for the Protection of All Persons from Enforced
Disappearance

Establish without delay the NPM

Strengthen the CHR#hdenact the CHRP Charter

Allow at least legal exceptions to the prohibition of atimms in specific circumstances

Enact the AntiCorpaal Punishment Bill (SB 2182)

Refrain from lowering age of criminal responsibility

D vy Dy B D D
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The CAT requested the GRIHRI and CS@sreport hereinafter slated on 13 May 2019n priority
issuesto include:

A How nine (9)CAT recommendations were implemented bRE5to address excessive length of
pretrial detention, overcrowdingndcaused by RA9165

A Howfour (4) CAT recommendations were implemented by GRP to address widespread torture &
ill-treatment of suspects by police, security nientiary and military personel.

A How three (3) CAT recommendations were implemented by GRP to close all secret detention
places, prosecute authorities who use theon forture andthe nationwide application of RA 9745
sec 2(c) on all prohibited forms of detention.

A Inform Committee ®GRP plans for implementing all its other recommendations.

.St26 Aa /1 ¢Qa ISYSNIft FaasSaavySyid 2F GKS LINROSa3

A Committee general sentiment was that like the 2009 review, GRP presented many mechanisms
and policies to demonstratand validate determination toend torture but in reality failed to
implement recommendations and reduce tortua@dill-treatment

A Members of LARGE GRP delegation were very short on having the correct appreciation of purpose

of the process

Evasive and seffreserving answers to deferahd justify(even during the revalida)

Denial that tortureis systemicand prevalentandthat Criminal Justice System is dysfunctional

Ideally, government should be open about challenges so that experts canstaddpholders

identify solutions.

A Thestakeholdersy SSR (12 Sy O2dzN) IS 2LSyySaa 2y IIROBSNYYSY
guard down, acknowledgintpeir problems and challenges and allowing the Committee to help
them find solutions carthey meaningfully and decisively take actions agaitorture and i
treatment.

A CAT57" session review more focused and relevant due to CHR, bddd@her CSO interventions

> > >

How was CAT able to arrive at practical recommendations?
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A ¢KS ! ¢/ RMetiGLtionGeoyRaday Rehabilitation CentgChildren's Legal Rights

and Development Center | Y R I LO I YR AYOGSNYL dike2yl €
InternationalRehabilitation Council fofortureVictimg alternative reports were factual and
objective their intervention wa®rganizedand systematic

TheCHR reportwas alsodctualandobjective in addition to itsactive intervention

Thegovernment reportvas potective.

Progressiveand causeoriented CAT membensent out of their way to interact with national
actors. They wereJens Modvig, Chairand Sapana Pradhaklalla, the Philippine Gountry
Rapporteur.

> > >

The Subcommittee on Prevention of Torture and other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or
Punishment(SPJ report is confidential but the CAT is privy to this report. It noted thatdibons in
jails and prisons have greatly worsened.

Four(4) focusedandrelevant issues stood out based on proceeding documentailitiese are:

A Effective investigation of allegations of torture througfaining on the Istanbul Protocol and
protection of medical priessionals documenting torture and-tieatment, and systematically
pursuing command responsibility in all cases where the direct perpetrator cannot be identified

A Implementation of theban on the use of blindfolding of detainees agaaranteethat rules d
evidence allow for notvisualidentification of perpetrators

A Rehabilitation programimplementation by a designatedlead agency, adequate budgetary
provisions for the program, and ggous monitoring and evaluation

A Immediate convening dhe InterAgencyCommitteefor the fulfillment ofits role as the oversight
mechanism for the full implementation of the Afftbrture Act

Ly 2NRSNJ (2 STTSOGAOSte LWzK GKS Dwt (2 AYLX SYS
are necessary:

A CHRinternal discussioBsNH I y AT SR o6& GKS / ¥ fecuseddistugsd@sorn 2f A O&
each recommendation.

A CHRUATC exchangeghich involve focused discussions and detailed planning on actions to push
GRP implementation of the recommendations.

A Consultation/s among natinal actors for the serious implementation of these recommendations
conducted by the governmenhtough the thematic cluster system of the PHR@ADILG

Issues including recent developments that should be included in parallel UPR reports

A No sense ofirgency to implement recommendatiogsNo steps taken to date

A Failure to effectively implement the RA 9745, continued torture preval@mcgmpunity

A State perpetrated, sponsored and encouraged killing854 ABS CBNS RA Iy Soilink &NJ Q&
of 16 Augus®016) andtorture and illtreatment in context of war on crimanddrugs

A Active encouragement of compulsion for more Kkillingsthiy President desensitizing polieand
public to violence and disregard for human life

A The culture of blatant disrespect for 8u LINR OS&a & SNRRSa GKS tbt NIy
processes making police officers even more predisposed to illegal acts including torture.

A These state authorized exttagal routines carried out expansively and incessantly threatens to
transfigure the mmdsets of whole PNP, changing even decent, law abiding police officers into
ruthless individuals.

A Impunity in publicly perpetratedorture & ill-treatment - Public shaming: Posters, parades,
haranas katok bahay lists, lineup of suspects before media
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A Worsening overcrowdingndconditions and outright violations in jails due to war on drugs.

A

(Restoration of) Bath Penaltyandlowering of the age of criminal responsibility

An additional recommendation to the UPRag¢port that sections of g@rnmert actively sow public
discontent and negativeiew of the CHR The PNP Chief actuattgmpaigis to abolish the CHRnd
that should be reported.

In Defense of Human Rights and Dignity MovemerERENDIs the biggest movement countering
killings andighting forthe replacement of the methodology, through a tpoint program, to address
crime and drugs. It is a growing movement composed already offifitty(55) organizations. Invited
are people and organizations who are not yet members and who want to stafor wghat is right
and to prevent the social cost and dangers of skirting due process and the rule of law.

Plenary and Additional Issues

A

Some civil society groups have requested the CHR to look intoefir@tabn of torture in health

care settings, e.ghe use of electric shock in mental health facilitib®causeaot all situations of
torture are under political context

The majority of torture cases that happens in the Philippines is not due to political reasons but
involves those suspected of ordinacyimes and the most impoverished. They even have less
support because people tortured for political reasons have organizations supporting them.

There is an ongoing discourse between the CAT, the SPT and treaty body for the rights of persons
with disabilites regarding informed consent.

The existing largest treaty body that focuses not on reviews but on compliance is the
Subcommittee on Prevention of Tortur®ne significant development, accordibg | ! ¢ / Qa
contact in the Subcommittee, is that the SPTi®psychiatric wards and all places where there

is deprivation of liberty, not just jails or prisons.

Another institution that addresses and prevents torture andiNB | § YSy 4 A& GKS t KAf
National Preventive Mechanism.

While the SPiself is not allowed to sharpublicly, according to its procedure, its report must be
given to the government. There is an understanding that all State who would ratify the OPCAT
would make it public and put the SPT report on its website. Thus, stakehoklezs®tiery right to

ask the government to give that report to them.

The President has pronounced multiple times what he will consider toimulsory confinement

of drugusers irrehalilitation facilities Essentially this means deprivation of libertytiasy will be
usingmilitary camps as facilitie§ here is the question whetherilitary personnelwill actually be
involved in these camps, which is another human rights issue. Secondly, the access to these
camps even if the military personnel are outsidé these camps, by other people could be very
problematic.

Drug dependence is a public health issue, an ailment and not a.d@nmsions of the Dangerous
Drugs Act actually mix drug dependence with crime cultidefend is campaigning that the drug
rehabilitation programs be taken away from the criminal justice systeom the Bureau of Jail
Management and Penologgnd Bureau of Correctias and be placed under the Department of
Health.

Things have worsened for th@HRas one of its lawyers frommheAssistance and Visitori@ffice

was not allowed to enter th&lew Bilibid Prisoty the Special Action Forck is very important,
particularly in times like nowthat all these cases should be looked into by teams, CSOs or
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individuals and uséhe specia procedures mechanisro get ample infamation about what is
going onin thereand bring this to thattention of the government and ask for an explanation.

AFTERNOORESSION

OUTCOMES OF TREATY REV(&Wttued)

Presentation: Committee on Migrant Workers (CMW9014
Ms. Ellene Sana, Executive Director, Center for Migrant Advocacy (CMA)

Key messages

The periodic cycle of the UPR-gigis the CMW is noteworthy.hE first UPRycle wasn 2008and
the first reviewof the CMW was in 20Q%here wasnot much inputon the UPRrom the 2009 CMW

The second State engagement in the CMW was in 2014, while the second cycle of the UPR was in 2012.

Apart from the value of the UPR in the Philippine context of shaping theest#ffmiman rights of the
Filipinos in the country and in abroad, for the migrant advocacy group this is important in utilizing the
UPR platform in taking to task countries of destinatiost areMember States of the UNike the Gulf
countries where majaty of Filipinomigrant workers are working and living, by way of reporting on a
periodic basis.

In April 2014 during the second CMW review, similar to CAT, there was a very big delegation from the
Philippine government 28 top level officials ¢ undersecretaries, ambassadors and several
representatives from the funding agencies of governmdnit only one CSO delegdteGeneva. The

State party was more prepared this time compared to the reviews made in 2008 and 2009. The
delegation was lethy LaborSecretaryRosalindaBaldoz.

For the second periodic review of the CMW, the Chkédk the lead in conveninglifferent
2NBFYyATFGA2ya O2y OSNYy SR ¢ migrént CBQ, Haud uhidnslab@ &l S NAE Q
g2YSYy Qa 3 N®@uallibidnsver& dediGeted (one with Metro Manila and Luzon groups, one

in Zamboanga and one in Davao Cityith a sharing on he ®@ncluding Comments and
Recommendation$rom the first UPRin 2009and a discussion on how CSOs could respond to the
needs or issues of griant reporting which became the system of reporting since 2011. Many
organizations were able to provide inputs on the shadow report submitted in 2014 in response to the
{GF3GS LI NIle&Qa NBLRNI®

In Genevain spite of being the lone CSO representative, Elleana of CMManaged to mobilize a

few Genevabasedfriendsand one migrant advocate from Singapdoe a briefing. There was also the

! { hoarfinformal neeting with the Committeavith only three(3) CSOs in attendance including the
CMA. The CSOs also joined the -ty engagement of thetflippine Governmentdelegation At the

end, the Committee said that it recognized the Philippines as the model country when it comes to the
welfare and protection b migrant workers. But this is relative compared to other countries of
destination in the region or other South Asian countries.

Highlights of the Review by the Government and the CSOs

The State, in preparation, consulted the CSOs for the second reviégsvww@k absent for the first
review. TheCSOsvere invited by the governmertb mock sessiosieven though theyalready hacda
bilateral discussion wit®ecetary Baldoza few days before she left for Genefem the review Prior
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to these, the CSOs also hadbdateral discussion witithe Philippine Overseas Employment
Administration(POEA apart from patrticipating in the formal consultatiavith the government for
the State party report.

During the postCMW debriefingprganized by CSQOhe government askethe CSOs why they had to
submit their own report when they had already participated in the processes. While the CSOs did input
to the Sate report, not all of their inputs were considered and taken by the State. This was also the
reason why CSOs had tok&athat space and engaged with the UN body. As an outcome of the
debriefingand also in celebration of the 2Ganniversary of CMW in 201fhe CHR Treaty Manual
Series on CMW was produced.

Highlights of the Concluding Observations

In the second cycle ¢the UPR, many of the issues that were raised in the first and second Concluding
Observationgesonated, still, there are recommendations in the thematic clusters (as discussed by
Atty. TwylaRubinearlier) that are not supported or for further study. Asiftem these, CS$xook

note of some recommendations under the ESCR and the women and the children in the second cycle
of the UPR. As far as the CMW Concluding Comments and Recommendations are cotiterned,
highlight for the second report is to implemertd Recommendations from the first Concluding
Observations.

{AYAEFNI G2 1 ¢/ Qa 20aSNBIFGAR2Y 2y GKS /!¢ Sy3l3s
programs and services of government agencies on the migrant workers, particularly on women
migrant wokers, but questioned the many abuses that happen not onlynigrant women but to
migrant workers in general. Therefore, part of the recommendatiarthe Concluding Observatisn

is that the government should be able to come up with cleachanismsto monitor and assess these
programs, timebound, tomake sure that theyeally respondto the needs of the migrants at the
grassroots level.

Recurring concerain the CMW includethe regulation of private recruitment agenciesot only in

0 SN a 2 Fovisiangpeécifically adNdlitting sanctiors erring recruitment agenciesccess to
legal remediegspeciallywvhile the migrant workelis abroad outside protection especially on how to
establish the different posts of the Philippines as centers of ¢aeeyrgent issue oéffectivereturn
and reintegration; job generation and databasethat had been the goaln 1995 but isnot yet
implemented These issues are recurrent from the time labor migration staft@gears ago.

The CSOs are happy to note thatlia Concluding Observatiofer CMW in 2014 there was a specific
referencealsoto the strengthening of theaCHRo be able to addressffectivelythe risein numberof
migrant workers and thathey should be provide@dequate, timely resources.

It shouldbe noted that most of the bilateral social security agreements of the Philippines are with
Europeancountries butthe bulk ofFilipinomigrant workersare in the Gulf where social securityr
migrant workers is absent.

Social cost is becoming very visilelsgeciallyon the impact ofthe separation of the parentsn their
children, the rising number andirth registration of children born onsitein host countries and
programs needed to mitigate the social cost specially to women, children and their families.

There is abig section ornthe protection for women migrantworkers particularly those who are
vulnerable, the domestic workers. A separate section reiterdtesoncern on illegal recruitment and
trafficking
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Current Efforts of the State to Address the Concluding Observations and Comments

Since 2014, the CSOs were surprised whentpartment of Labor and Employmeconvened a
consutation in July2015 but they did not saythat it was for theUgnayang Baya@onference.
Nevertheless, they think it was still a good effort on the part of the DOLE.

The Philippines has a good number of legislations and policies since;2B&%verseas Workers

Welfare Administrabn (OWWA Act; the new 2016 Revised Rules and Regulations of the POEA; the

Joint Manual of Operations in Providing Assistance to Migrant Workers and Other Filipinos Qverseas

the One-stop Center for OFWaugurated last weekand the ratification of theMaritime Labour

Convention, whichseestheSSR (2 R2 | aSI Flab®eNARQ Yyl A2yt fS3

Interesting in the Concluding Observatians2009 of the Committee was th@gonmendation to
repealthe AdministrativeOrder247issued by then President Gloria Macapa@abyo, whichdirects
government ageries, particularly thePOEAt0 aggressiviy seek out more new markets for thexport

of 1 KS O 2 izghidn N@s6lueces The lastaction madeby the Aquino government on that
recommendationwas for the Commission on Filipinos Overs@aBOYo issue a Memorandunto
repeal the AChut that wasa few weeks from the assumption of the Duterte administration to office.

There is a need also to focus on tBestainable Development Goals these make visible the issues
of migrants and migration, and it is hoped that the migrant sector will be interested to engage in the
discussion of the SDGs.

Overallthe recommendationsare nine(9) pageswith 53 articles. Article 1 to 7are about thepositive
aspectswhich are about the nature of constructive engagementhile Articles 8 to 53 are about
observations and recommendations

Presentation: Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against Wom@nEDAW/2016
Atty. Krissi Shaffina Twyla A. Rubin, Offine€harge, CHR Gender Equality and
2 2 Y S fiumnan Rights Center

Key messages

In preparation for the CEDAW in the messions, NGOs raised some issues in 2015. The State

ddz0 YAGUGSR AG& NBLRNI Ay Hnamc gAOGK GKS 3F20SNYYSY
projects with respect to CEDAW, the Magna Carta of Women and tatvsron women. The CSOs

also submitted different shadow reports based on clusters or sectors. The CEDAW Working Group also
submitted its own shadow report.

Highlights of the Review by the Government and the CSOs

The engagement happened in July 2016. O&0Os were given the chance to dialogue with the
Committee membersduring which pointed questions were asked concerning the current
administration but there was no mention of names. The CHR submitted its own report and was asked
Fo2dzi GKS [/ 2 Yenddaniddpenyefick in (iefatitB ko attacks coming from the new
administration. The CHR raistite reproductive health (RH) issue in view of theiRdliry that they
conductedand the multiple and intersecting forms of discrimination experienced by womeitjvig

one of the highlights of the report of the CEDAW Working Group.

Highlights of the Concluding Observations

When the report came out end of July 2016, the Committee brought up the principal area of concern
which is themultiple and intersecting fans ofdiscriminationexperienced by womeand how women
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are protected in that context. e role of religious culturevas also pointed oubecause there are
many proposed laws but Congress does not pass them.

One overarching recommendation is for the Std&arty to further &celerate achievement of
substantive gender equalityparticularlystrengthening gender sensitive approach to development

On legislative framework, one question during the review concerned the status of the Convention in
thecountry (@@ @S 2NJ 6St2¢ ylraGAz2ylt flrgaoved ¢KS {G1FGS t 1
members who made the recommendation to the State Party to clarify the status of the Convention

FYR (2 &aGNBYy3IiIKSYy (G(KS 62YSyQa LRAYZBAOGAT £ 53X &N @
protectionl YR 62 YSy Qa. KdzYly NX3IK(GA

Otherrecommendations are clustered on the basis of articles of the Convention. On Access to Justice,
prominent recommendationgvere:

9 State should report to the Committee what it has done iKarenTayagVertido andRPB cases

1 Formal and informal justice systems should not discriminate women. This addresses reports
FNRY 62YSyQa 3INRdAzZLIA (GKIFG 62YSYy FFOS RAFFSNByY

1 Secure affordable, physically accessifiems of remedies fowomen who are seeking
remedies for justice

9 Justice system should provide and enforce remedies for women which are effective, gender
sensitive and proportionate to the gravity of the harm suffered

T taaSaa GKS FdzyOlA2yl f Al ekshtydice Statiah$ OG A Sy Saa 2°

Before those recommendations, there were substantive discussions on the areas of concerns of the
Committee regarding the failure of the State to address the multiple and intersetdimgs of
discrimination experienced by wome8o here is @ enumeration ofrecommendatios particularly

in the cases ofvomen with disabilitiestural women, women in the informal sector, migrant women,
women with HIV, anéhdigenous women.

The Committee recommended to strengthen the Philippine ComnmissioWomenrand for the CHR
that the State ensure that its independence is respected.

The Committee mentioned that there should be a comprehensive strategy to ensure the elimination
of stereotypes in the media, e.g. Duterte rape joke

There was a long disssion onthe different forms of @A 2 f Sy 0SS SELISNASYyOSR o@
groups raised the fact that there areamyvariedformsviolence against womefVAW)that were not

captured in theState Reportg those experienced by women with disabilities, violertbeough
information and communications technology (ICih)times ofdisaster and displacemerandin the

context of militarization andin conflict areas The correspondingecommendation is to have a
comprehensivéegislation on VAW to includal formsof violence. This is in response to submissions

that there are forms of violence not covered by the existing laws.

The Committee reiterated the recommendation on thmendment of the rape lawi 2 A y Of dzRS a4 f
2F O2yaSyidae I+ a OSy eSThereiis/a nedd $o reRpsiiol Any dnling gébyse & T NI LJ
children and to prevent angbunish gendetbased violence in the context of schoolgersons with
diverseSOGE, stigma involved iss 2 Y S §lcEeés to justicg and to address the causes@f2 Y Sy Q &
vulnerability to violence including poverty, inequality in family relations, insecurity, and
discriminatory stereotypes
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The Committee recommended that rural women should have access to adequate nutrition, ensure
nondiscrimination, and ensure gder perspective. For disadvantaged women, the State should
ensure thatvictims of forced eviction and relocation are provided with effective remedies

Current Efforts of the State to Address the Concluding Observations and Comments

ThePCW will conduct aecho of theCEDAWeconmmendatiorsandwill report to the stakeholdersn

how they would respondand commit to each recommendation of the CEDAW Committee in
September. PCW algtansto have sectoral engagemenith the migrant workers, IPs, rural women,
PWDs to make indicators dmow the recommendations will be followed through.

Presentation: Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural RigE$)R2016
Atty. Gemma Parojinog, Officar-Charge, CHR Policy Office

Key messages

Under theCommittee orEconomic, Social and Cultural Rigktie Philippines hasot beenthe subgct

of their review yet The schedule of the review will be ti8gpt 1%o 26. The CHR, in preparation for

this, distributed as early asc@ber 2015copies ofthe latestConcludirg Observations based on the
aS02yR 0e0tS adzoYAaarzy 27F corditedsetardl donsuliatigrSmd / | wC
the local areasind reports were submitted toCHR National.

From the consultations, a list of issues was submitted in Magf16. The following are eigh@®8) of
the 14recommendations from the CHR

1. To usethe Gonvention as part of jurisprudence by tl&ate regarding cases enforcing the
rights of workers against discrimination in both public and private sectors. CHR suggested th
the Committee include in the scope also of its writ of Amparo and habeas data specific
economic, social and cultural rights, such as the right to adequate standard of living.

2. Some of the common concerns faced by the IPs of Mindandigplacementdue to armed
O2y Tt A00 0SG6SSYy IF20SNYYSyd F2NOSa |y GKS b
of land indudingancestral domains to big corporatioribe erosion of indigenous culture, the
effect of climate changen their livelihood ¢ were raised lkfore the Committee. CHR
recommends that the Committearge the Sate Party to reduce militay presence and all
operations in areas of IPs, to ensure implementation of the provisions of the FPIC and
recommend the NCI#® bea member of the locahining boad.

3. Reduce unemployment and underemployment. The CHR Regional Offices note that there is
discrimination in the hiring of PWDs, specifically in certain regions and the non
implementation of the mandatory hiring of PWDs. The recommendation to the Comnsttee i
to urge the State Party to ensure the provisions of the Magna Carta of the PWDs.

4. With respect to the situation of persons working in informal economy, the CHR recommends
that the Domestic Workers Act be strictly implemented in compliance ith 18%nd to
address the barriers to access to social protection of domestic workers.

5. The CHR reiterates its previous recommendation that the State Party should conduct regular
and independent inspection of workplaces; that the Committee urge the State Party to
investigate througtDOLE anthe Bureau ofFre Protection the process of inspection for the
issuance otompliance certification fofactoriesand companies.

6. On efforts to combat child labor and protection of children from all forms of sexual and
econonic exploitation, bild labor has been used in certain industries such as in the
manufacturing of fire crackerss reported by CHR Regional Offié@®LEhasyet to provide

36



an updated eport on child laborsituation. The CHR recommends to the Committee tge

the Sate Party to conduct inspectiongn order to ensurecompliance withAnti-Child Labor
Laws

There was a report oitlegal demolitiors conducted in Region 11, particularly of 127 families
losing their homes to illegal demolition. The CHR urgedmmittee to recommend to the
State Party to strictlimplementthe DILCcircularand to undertake a comprehensive revision
of the SocialHousingand Housing Finances.

There was a gtition filed before the Commissionby various partieded by Greenpeac
Southeast Asiagainst national and multinational corporations allegedly responsible for
greenhousegas emissionsThe petition is a first of its kind and CHR will hold public and
national inquiries on this. This issue has been mentioned to the Committee

Plenary: KeyDiscussiorPoints andRecommendations

f

CHR mentioned thate PCWand the Philippine delegation present in Geneva agreed on two
commitments when they had the meeting after the CEDBX¥ Session.The saidmeeting
discussed theecommendations that the government will be working on. It is challenfpng

the Commissionbecause fromt / 2 @@&d as Philippine delegation, there are some
recommendations that they do not want to focus anymoiut the CHRas one of the
representatives, will push for each and every recommendation and ensure all the
recommendations and Concluding Observations will be implemented. One of the mechanisms
employed by PCW in doing that is throyglyain,an interagency that will monitor compliance

with Concluihg Observations. There will also be a sectoral consultation and dissemination of
the Concluding Observations, first week of September, so the sectors involved would also know
how to act on the recommendations by the CEDAW Committee.

Atty. Twylaof CHRrea t / 2 Qa | NBlFa 2F O2YYAuUYSyd Ay GKS
implementation of the recommendations, and will work in close collaboration with the IPs,
Muslims, PWDs, and other vulnerable groups. 2) PCW will prepare a strategy to respond to
issuesaised by NGOs. It will engage with NGOs and MHicuss strategies and joipttojects.

3) PCW requests the Philippine delegation agencies to disaggregate programs by sex, age,
ethnicity and religion. 4) PCW will get feedback of relevant governmentaggean their issues
raised and ensure support by all concerned agencies.

In the case of migrant workers, CMA suggested strategies to ensure government accountability
for its commitments or recommendations in the Concluding Observatioms.i@portant thirg

is the post engagement with the task to disseminate widely and understand the report. Because
there is easy access to government agencies, issues can be brought orc@istahtly to
governmentagenciesThe CMW Committeadmitted that it isthe weakes committee so they

link with other Committeeslike that of the Convention on the Rights of the Ch{ldR{. The
Committeeitself has to be strengthenedJrder the present administrationit looks like the

issue of migrants is high their agenda because the Chair of the Committee is AmbasSader
Brillantes but there is thechallengeof connecting this to impunitand theEJKssues.

The Philippinesvas the only country wherall key actors(official Philippine delegations, the
NHRI, the CSOs and the UN Country Te@md representediuring the CEDAW review.

Now is the time to make sure that all the issues of the CSOs included in the reviews are
integratedin the PhilippineDeelopmert Plan

In the CEDAW @hcluding Observatiors, one of the important observations had to do with

6 2 Y Sy Qtigal regedentation In general, the Committee wamt very satisfiedwith the
temporary special measures provided by the governmemtall camps; for rural women,
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women with disabilities, &. This will be relevant in light of thd 2 S NY YSy G4 Qa LJX |y
constitutional amendment.

Session 4CURRENT EFFORTS AND ISSUES PERIGDIC REVIEW

Key messages
Atty. Jennifer Corpuz, Legal and Human Rights Desk Officer, Tebtebba

Tebtebbaengagewith internationd bodies including the treaty bodies, among others. Tebtebba was
involved in the pastwo UPRsand submittedshadowreportsto the CEDAW Committee

The Philippine Government has not yet submitted its report to CERD so it has natdieetuled for
review. Tebtebba will convene meetings to develop the shadow report which could be used for CERD
and the CRC up for review next year and for the ESCR Committee.

There are consultations with Ehildren beausethis area of werk has receivedery little attention.
¢KS 2NBFYATFGA2yQa F20dza ¢Aff 0SS 2y AaadzsSa 27 L
consultations are:

1 Thekilling of human rightsdefenders not justunder the previous admirstration but this is
ongoing;Numerous caes of land grabbing by mining companies and agribusiness

1 Denialof right to access to health services

1 Malnutritionisextremely severespecially among children and indigenous communilesver
the country

1 Earlyand arranged marriages used to take aéfbts

A recommendation from the2009 reviewof the CERD is to hawxtrapolated data on IPsThe
32 3SNY YSy (i Qa deRrealedin nankbergf P die tio problem with methods and efforts of
the enumerators

Another main issue is thexclusion fom 4Psof the most vulnerable and poorest IPs, particularly the
30l a K2 R2y Qi KIF@S LISNXYIFIYySyild RgSttAy3aa FyR | NE
also many cases attacksin indigenous schooldfry few IPs are able taccess education baase

sclools are very faand theyhave nomoneyto actually go to schoolfiform, sclool supplies, food

fare) even though primary education is free in the country.

Finally, there is the issue of access to justice. There s@reralcasedast yeamwherein the Supreme
Courtessentially deprived the National Commission on Indigenous Peoples jurisdictiondo ndses
betweenindigenous and noindigenouspeoples. IPs are forced to go to thegular courtdor issues

related to corporations or busesses in their areas. This is very difficult for IPs because: (1) The
awareness of judges in regular courts on the Indigenous Peoples Rights Act is very low. (2) Court
procedures are very complicated and the rules of court are inaccessible.

Tebtebba andilak are planning to convene a meeting specifically for the UPR. Although they have
ongoing work like identifying issues brought before the treaty bodies, it would be good if all IPs
support groups and organizations could get together and divide the i¢sdesus on since there are
only five pages for the UPR.

Keymessages
Ms. Judith Pamela A. Pasimio, Executive Director, Lilak
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[AfF] O0tdzNLIX S ! OGA2y F2N LyRMESsaZdgiiMinamdoBef Qa wA 3
formations and has partnerships its engagement with CEDAW. Lilak has done a lot of what can be
considered as preparatory work for the review but this is its first engagement with the [4PR.
experience withCEDAW and CERD gave Lilak a platformatice IPs more visiblevenamong the

bureaucracy in the Philippines.

b2¢r UGKNRAZAK [Afl1Qa 62N}z 3I20SNYyYSyid | 3ISyOASa
Modified Conditional Cash Transfer schermne] DILG contensiwith IPs beauseof the specificissues
that they arepushing

Lilakhas convenedive (5) regional gatherings of IP womefor the last three(3) years and thred3)
Y6IEGA2YlFE AYRAISYy2dza ¢2YSyQa Il GKSNAy3Ia oKSNB GKS
and strategiesOngoing this gar with Tebtelba, Lilak igart ofthe IPsagendaand regionabathering.

A woman from Bukidnon talked about her one and only problem whicks@giohination which she

was able to connect tall the 21 points in thelPsagenda, e.g. access hasicsocial servicesThe

reason imot because the LGU has no budget but it is discrimination. The IPs are so far away, the LGU
does not know they exist and does not want to exert effort to come and reach thigmroads,
schools, health centers, efthey are discriminated because they ax@igenous, poor and, in the case

of the woman, already old.

There was alscleardiscrimination, from the very start, against the peopleMindoro and Antique
that were hit bytyphoon Yolandain 2013 Theywere not included as survivarand thus theywere

excluded fromrelief packages andehabilitation projects. Until now,they still experience the
discontinue irthe cycle otheir food production.

IntheDS LI NIIYSyd 2F 1 SFHfGiKQa STF2NI (G2 NBIFOK (GKS aAif
mortality, its policy encouragswomen to give birth in primary health facilitfhis wagranslated to
no home birth ordinanceg/hich arediscriminatory to IP women

Human rights defendermsxperiencebacklashg threats, harassments, killing$his ihappeningeven
before the Duterte admiistration. Now it is the new normahnd there is dhreat of future war against
dissenters of thegovernment.This is a very real threat to rural communities. A lokidiingsof IPs
have happenedhat the public isnot awareof not simplybecause of the geographidahitation but
they are surrounded by different armed groupsilftias, vigilantes)whichare now beingencouraged
by thisculture of impunity

The levels of discrimination intersect with every facet of the lewkmdigenous communities. One
thing that should be highlighted is the indigenous peoples themselves taking the floor and reporting
the real situation on the ground.

Keymessages
Ms. Rose Trajano, Secretary General, PAHRA

PAHRAed the joint submission during the first (2008) and second (26@e engagemeniNational
consultations were conducted in preparation for both YPBuring thestart, the process was quite
limited, but PAHRAobbied in Geneva with a formed teaAn alvance partywas sent before the UPR
to prepare for thelogistics aside from deam during the actual lobbying here was opportunity to
hold side events.

In the secondtycle PAHRA came with its network of organizations coming from different sectors.
They were more familiarwith the process which allowed them to getore work done They
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conducted diplomatic briefing tliughthe assistance of UND#e first teamlobbied 17 Permanent
Missions in Geneva before th#PR sessigthe secondeamcomposed ofvomen attended theactual
session

After UPR, PAHRA compiled and publistielCSGCHR UPR reportsmigrant sector, PWDSESCR,
PAHRA and CHRAHRAco-convened the UPRIripartite Monitoring Body which developed
monitoring indicator® ¢ KS & S 045 yeBomneddatiors hadve thesmdicators with high
impact, e.g. birth registration as priority, espallywith IPs and MuslimdJnder the UNDP Program,
the Concluding Observations and UPR Proaess popularized through a publication in Filipino and
Visaya languages.

Challenges in the preparation for the third UPR

A major challenges the $iort period to prepare fola substantiateport. There is10 more time for a
faceto-face national consultatiorirhe plan is to gatheestoral/thematic comments/observ@ons on
how the second cycle recommendations were implementedheygovernment(with guidelines on
UPR mechanisms and how to write the commeRtpm the output of the churgthuman rights and
anti-mining group workshop, respective sectors will draftith@vn report. This will be collated for a
draft write-up, followed by validation and final writgp with the national organizations.

After submissionjf support or funding is available, the following activities should be conducted:
diplomatic briefing pre-UPR session lobbyingctual UPRsessionlobbying in Genevaand most
important is the monitoring of implementation of third cycle recommendations at the national and
local levels.

Critical issues recommended to CHghe period covered is four and a hajears but the UPR
guidelines include emerging trends)

Violations of Civiind Political Rights

1 More than 1000 reported killings of police/vigilante groups /unidentified groups resulting from
the campaign against drugs and criminality

Many moreunreported killings especially in the counsiges

Resurgence of pasanilitary inspired by the AriD/C campaign

Revival of vigilante groups (Alsa Masa/NAKASAKA) by DItk #rdsdent

Death penalty

Lowering of age of criminal responsibilitpm 15 © 9 years old

= =4 -4 a8 —a -9

offenders (violation of RA 9465)

Retributive justice

Human Rights Defender protection: 30% killings of HRDs is in theippithes(2015 Frontline
report) / increasingstrategic lawsuit against public participatisnits

T Reform of criminal justice system

=a =

ESCR

T Accomplishment ofSecondUPR recommendatiors using the UPRreaty Monitoring Body
(TMB)Indicators especiallycontinuing pervasive poverty

1 Corporde capture of the State
0 Business corporatiogibuses of communities
o No popularization of the URuidingPrincipleson Business andtHumanRghts
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Torture, cruel and inhumane treatment of prisoners/detainees; shame campaigns against drug



o0 No efforts on Mtional Action Plan
Others

1 Undermining/harassment/vilification of CHR / Church and HR groups
0 CHR permitted only to visiting area of NBP (Current Aidtnation)

Keymessages
Dr. Liza Martinez, Representative, PhilWomen on ASEAN

PhilwWomenon ASEAN wasstablished in 2010t is a etwork of 80 organizations includingural and
urban poor women, wmen workers, migrants, lesbians, bisexual and trans women (LBT), women with
disabilities, women in education, young women, and others

It is also theifst time for PhilWomen to engage with the UPR prockeasmany of its organizations
havebeensubmitting reports for various treaty bodies, ptacularly CEDAW on access to justice, etc.
Sibmissiorswere also madéo ASEANnhtergovernmental Commission on Human Rights (Al@HAR)
the Department ofForeign Affairs.

TheCEDAWVorking Grougcame up witha Shadav Report for the most recentycle of CEDAWhich
draws a particular focus on access to justice for marginalized women in the Philippirtigenous
women; women workers (domestic, migrant); women living with HIV and AIDS; women with
disabilities; lesbian, bisexual and trans women (LBT womeral women Muslim women, etc.

One of the thrusts which is unique in this particular studyhid Shadow Report is intersectionality or
the crosscutting issues and concerns of women.

The Shadow Report also addresss women irthe context of disastersWomen suffer frommultiple
burdens in disasterand continue to be invisible because of tlaek ofcomprehensive updatedsex
/genderRA &1 3aINB I GSR RFGIF & 2 2 ye§aytkd during 8dRgencidsaNS  dza dzl f
evacuationp . SOl dza S digsatisfactry @ gost @lisaster efforts is the women that bring

back together the household, dealingtwidestruction or displacement of the family. There is the
proliferation of VAW in disaster situationscludingtraffickingand genderbased violenceaffecting,

for instance: (1) women with disabilities who have problems regarding accessibility of Beacua
centers, absence of sign language interpreters, communicating with developmental,
intellectual/speech disabilities; (2) IPs who live in geographically isolated and disadvantaged areas
(islets, uplands, remote places); and {@&men living with HIV andIDSor STDs who were either
raped, trafficked or prostituted and also deal with stigma as the Philippines is predominantly Catholic.

Sexual and reproductive healthl@sv priority in disaster. Livelihood becomes very hard compounded

by extractive indusies. There is gender stereotyping in disaster and the lack of economic power of
women.A lot of resources are pouredor2W Sy Qa LJ2 £ A (i thaDard centdredditraingsLll G A 2 v
on Water and Sanitation Hygierf@/ASH, masdeeding, family planning, slaster preparednessnd

preparation of legal documents

Challengesnclude gathering stories orthe ground, unless the story has been highly publicized;
consolidatinghe report; sex andgenderdisaggregteddatai 2 KA I Kf AIKI 2SSy Qa A
adrdAraidarda 2F YINBHAYIFIEAT SR 3INRdzaJAD ¢KS K2t S
using multiple lenses.

a
K

The Second UPR has 191 recommendati@fsall these recommendationg/ recommendations
came up with the word women. The wogeénder would usually come upthe 191 recommendations
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Of the 17, 15 recommendations of the UNHRC were accepted by the Philippine government, except
for two (2) recommendations that are very real to PhilWomen and very aggressively advocated for.
These ae:

1. NORWAY (5 Specific action)
Establish @egal frameworkin order to help women and men develop knowledge to enable them
to decide freely and responsibbn matters related to their sexuality, including thegxual and
reproductive health
* The Philippie government jusNoted (2 Continuing action)

2. MEXICO (4)
Recommended that National legislation and customs and traditional practices should be further
harmonized withCRGnd theCEDAW
* The Philippine government judtoted (1 Minimal action)

Recommendations for inclusion ithe CHR independent submission

1 Highlight issues of marginalized sectors and continuing impunity for women to access to
justice
1 Human rightscomplaints againsPresident Dutertg particularly on women/persons with
disabilites
Ponderabledor thesedinteresting times:

The Philippines is sharing the spotlight witBK$iappening nowlt is a matter ofékilling/cardboard
justicet vsdkilling me softlye Peoplehave a lot of things to be worried about. All rights are indivisible
and are interrelated, thus some of these rights are going to grab the spotlight more than the other
rights. Is getting killed through cardboard justice any worse than being alive avigl bieing deprived

2T KdzYly NR Jue prackss 2 Krgdpecta? thedrie of lawmean for the nexsixyears?

Keymessages
Queering the Philippine UPR Process
Ryan Silverio, Regional Coordinator, ASEANESTXRICUS

The Caucus is a regional BXBQfocusedorganizations (1®5nember organizationsaroundSoutheast

Asia, with a Secretariat based in Manila. The mandate is focused on engaging ASEAN Human Rights
mechanisms but there are structural constraints within the ASEAN. The Caucus considggidgn

both at the global and national levelsGBT groupsngaged in 2012 in the URRRcondcycle Four
submissionsvere made including twd?2) separate coalition reports (Rainbow Rights and Philippine

Hate Crime Watch; and a report 2 organizations)

The hghlighted issues in 2012:

A Blocks to political participation

Absence of legal protections vs discrimination

Employment discrimination (e.g. case of dress codes)

Absence of gender legal recognition

Hate crimes

Lack of protection from discrimination drviolence against LGBT children

A
A
A
A
A
A Absence of comprehensive sexuality education
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An autcomeof this engagement wasnly one SOGIBpecific recony S y R | (ChnBigeiestablishing
a comprehensive legislation to combat discrimination faced by LGBT geéple ¢ KA a g1 a
Argentina and wasnly noted bythe GRP andot accepted

Efforts for thethird cycle of UPR:

A Workshop on engaging UN Human Rights Mechanisms (held last April 2016)
A troika (three LGBT organizations) will lead the human rights tiegoon CEDAW, ICCPR and
UPR

A Developed a research tadA big challenge is for some groups not doing documentation.

A Continuous research and drafting of the report (until end of Augusitst draft is already
available for additional inputs from other grps and for streamlining.

A Consultation meeting to finalize the report (1st week of September)

SomeKeylssues andRecaommendations

A Absence of leggrotection from discriminationdt least13local SOGHtiendly ordinances were
enactedbut only QC hasmplementing Rules and RegulationRRg; the AntiBullying Law IRR
includes gendebased bullying with specific mention of SOGIE; Magna Carta of Women

A Strengthen protection measures in specific contexsshools, communities

A Strengthen redress mechanisns £ GBT persons

A Violence in different contextgighlight: violence against LGBT children)

Follow-up steps:

A Engage in preession in Genev@also local presession, shorter and more popular version of the
UPR Report)
A Engage in diplomatic briefings NB S i A/NIR Sy f. &8¢ adl 0Sa

Aaa

Target the friendly States and engage the relatively LGBTIQ friendly countries in ASIA to issue
recommendations for Philippines: Thailand, Viet Nam, Cambodia, Timor Leste, Bangladesh, Nepal

A Localize the UPR process (awassieising and to generate further input for UPR lobbying)

Penary: Key Discussion Points and Recommendations

1 The indicators that have been developed during the Second UPR shouldlfdgal to the

stakeholders as their basis/standard in the reporting for the third cycle of the UPR. There was

an agreement in the TMB that the government would submitidterm report for the UPR. This

was not required but the government just wanted to make adjimpression. &ne agencies

responded The drafting by the PHRC took very long atdrited outthe governmentdid not
wantany moreto submit an officialreport. Problems might arise and the government might get
reprimanded.

1 The government later on caduocted the Ugnayang Bayan to present the midterm report. The
CSOs were not included in the planning of the UB.

1 Tebtetba, Lilak PhilwWomen PAHRA and ASEAN SOGIE CAWGdS the following
recommendations/requests to CHRtty. Gemma of the Policy Office @HRcommitted or
responded to all these in Closing at the end of the forum:

o It would be great if CHR could helpge CSOsdn setting up diplomatic briefings which were
not done in theprevious UPR cycles and treaty bodidtsosuggested was fahe CHRo
serveas a venue for meetings of CSOs preparing for the UPR.

o0 Sharedataamong the stakeholders for inclusion in the report becauseith&ation ofthe
report may not allow certain issues so other groups may carry those issues
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o PreUPR, for the CHR tomrvene stakeholders, including relevant government agencies, to
share information on previous Concluding Observations and their updates. This can be used
as basis in drafting the report.

o Postt t wX / {h& I NB NBcbr¥eniigdponkn/to sekKup mfingswitha
government implementing agencies to discuss the recommendations.

0 Another request addressed to the CHR for the deaf sector that iskesny on interacting
with different groups (1) translation of the reports in Filipino language of the deaf in
collaboration with peoplavilling todo thetranslaion. (2)Inclusion of English materidisr
the deafso as not to isolate the deaf who are educatedthe English languagéolain
language versions that are easy to understan@®) Materials in soft copy help blind people
in terms of sharing information.

0 Outside the UPR,aw is the timefor the CHRo speak ando be aggressive in human rights
educationand communications work

0 Localizethe UPRand human rights mechanisyprocessesthrough consultations and
trainingsconductedh y / | wQ& w STHes@méthéanistssioddib®®pularized and
simplified so the grassroots can feel tlie relevance There is gap beteen the
recommendatians and the reality on the ground

T /1 wQa | O1ly2e¢fSRAYSYylG 2 7F hisikng of discoutsén g @Ponsz T (1 K S
including the CHR Regional Offices. People from the regions are not much responsive to
invitations to this kind of forum. Therehsuld be amechanism to involve the regions in the
drafting of the UPR

T TheUN Country Team also compiles data aaports for UN Women to be able tprovide
inputsto the UN Rport onthe issues that they are working oimcluding migration.

1 Related tothe Marcos burialaddressed to the CHRow deephas the human rightsculture
reallybeenembedded in the Rpino people? Despite the decades of work thette stakeholders

have been doing to advocate for human rightew carnpublic discoursde stillso polarized?

Session 5EFFECTNENGAGEMENWNITH THE UPR PROCESS: LESSONS LEARNED AND
TIPS FROM EXPERTS

The session is a discussion of advice on lessons learned for efldBfRv@ngagementp givemore
informationand insights on hows 2 Y Sy Q& 3Ihudairkigints drgamzationsan maximize the
UPRengagementhow best to prepare for the very brief submission and the 2017 UPR process.

Key messages
Atty. Cecilia Jimenez, Government of the Philippines Designate, Transnational Justice and
ReconciliatiolCommission (TJR®ut here as an independent adviser/consultant

UPR background:

1 Go-writer for the UN Himan Rights Commission in 2002 of a paper on the reform of the UN
Commission on Human Rights aretommendedthe UPR which at that time was called
Universal Peer Reviewlhis created confusion when the Universal Periodic Review was
established with the UN Human Rights Council in 2006.

1 Consultanfor the Swiss Government when the Swiss sponsoredétieng up othe UNHuman
RghtsGouncil replacinghe UN Commission on Human Rights.

9 Facilitator/trainer for the firsttraining forPAHRA and th€HRon the UPR, followed by other
training for Forum Asia and other Asian countries.
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H2 g O y @upsdntfudnan rights organizationsnaximize UPR engagemt?

1 Approach from the principle of inclusivityas basis,which is a challenge This is an
acknowledgement that all Uman rightsare universal, indivisible and interdependettPR
approach is also a platform for competitigrin actual lobbying and advocatyere is already a
competition for the space among the diplomatst is important to have this principle of
inclusivity alsdinkedto the principle of solidarity, tacticalalliance inclusive solidarityoriented
alliance This willhelp stakeholdergo understand what everybody is fighting fokhis will put
peoplein good stead to continue work later on

1 Accessibility and breadtbf the engagement and of the inclusivity solidarity of all the different
sectors of societysimportant in the form of not mly getting infemation but alsogiving back
information as to how ithas been processed wthin the context ofthe UPR It also means
accessibility to where¢he stakeholdersare, totheir people including the OFWB the end of
the day, the principle that everything that will be done for the UPR will have to be lmased
advocacy The engagement with UPR has to be based on an advetratggyc the report will
be nothing unlesshe stakeholdergio something with thareport. There shouldbe impact on
the sector orgroupsof people thatthey are supposed to baerving

T All the said principles have to apply to the@pessand issues/substancé&he whole int is that
this by itself is a procegsthe empowerment of thepeople andor enhancing thempact of the
work of the or@nizationsAll the activities are practical but strategic.

How best to prepare?

1 The stakeholderstill have to ely on the technical aspectthat are beingmposedby the UN
Human Rights Counéilr the UPRTheyhave to complyvith the guidelinebut they have control
to apply the principles on a strategic/tactical manrmar the substanceWhen they make the
report, they have to make decisions, esgiallyon the issue of womerwhether tomainstream
the issue of women andenderinto a generic issuer haw a specific focupn women and
gender issues. That is a political choice.

1 Alot of organizatiors planonly until the time of the submission of the report and at the time of
the Working @®oup, the presession and actual session in Genewda.d® plan whatyouwill do
after. The UPR is a cycle, it dows end. It is a rational endeavor not Genevaased endeavor
It is aboutdoing something back home before, during and after, for the pugpalsmaking an
impact onhuman righs. Useéhe UPR cycle to have very strategic objectjvest just in terms
of awareness raising, but also tryitgycontribute to the building of dauman rightsculture in
the Fhilippines Because thdJPR isery uniguefrom allthe other procesgs we heard about,
this is the only procesim the UNwhereby itis obligatory for a UN body tactually examine
diplomatically the human rights situation of a certain country.

Key messages
Ms. Jelen Paclarin, Executive Directoe WSy Q& [ S3AFt . dzNBI dz

The first cycle of the UPR was2@08 PhilippineNGOs submittedhe first shadowreportin 2006 It
was strategic for the Philippine NGOs at that time to submit another report for thearJEIS It was
just a laundry list of issues based on the 2006 submission.

For the second cycle 2012 WLB preparec Philippine Human Rights Situatitmr the ASEANMNd
thought of using this as another report for the UPR. It is diffiutie advocacy is ngbart of your
everyday work particularly engagement in the actual session in Geneoathe 2012 submission, it
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wouldbed NI G SIAO G2 F20dza 2y 2y S { KBidhlistofconfireditd dzSY & 2
legal remedieshut redefined based ohow women define it

A challenge that was encountered in 2012 was about competingisstiesike EJK and torture. It
was difficult to argue issues of women during the diplomatic briefing.

Strategies that were successful

1 Identify the issue, theme and fas of the UPRKnhow the issues very weknd they should be
provenby evidence Updatesare necessary.HE story slould be concise but at the same time it
should be based on evidenc&he UPR is not just lobbying with the governments but it is also
an effort to lobby with other NGOs to popularizé K S & ( | {isSu¢<® &ndRfér NiEer to
understand issuethat are important to women.dsues of other networks are also iompant.

1 Coalesce and partnefall ameeting to convene marginalized @ups doing workalsoon the
UPRwith other diplomats.

1 Lobbying for the UPR is much different with lobbying with the treaty bodies where presence in
Geneva is important. For the UPR, lobbying needs to be done in the Philipiiapsvhich
countries support this particuldr & 8 dzS 'y R | LILINR I OK GKSYIX So3d (K.
02 2dyRNOSESOSaalrNAte g2YSyQa 00Saa (2 2dzaidaic
going to Geneva. rBpare questions that they can ask the GRP during the UPR session.
Stakeholdes should pepare aone-pagerfor the actual dialoguébecause there might ba
possibility thatthe minds of the governments of other countriegnstill changein terms of the
use of languagd. G I 1 S KteseRcé® MES€heva oneask before theactualUPRs strategic.

The tallengeis what the stakeholders wiltlo after the UPRor the report to be connected ttheir
everyday advocacy.

Key messages
Ms. Rose Trajano, Secretary General, PAHRA

PreUPR Session

Lack of insufficient report for Moro and IBituation

Comprédiensivebut limited substance vs focused/thematic report

INGG (especiallythose closely working with UMye importantas cesponsor of the report
Diplomatic and PM briefingdentifying countries sympathetic to the issue (Ex. IrelandHERD,
US:LGBTI, Mexico: PWD, etc)

INGO network to preschedile appointments with PMs

PreUPR lobbying in Geneva at leasb weeks before the session for consultation with their
Capitals Many lobbying work happens outside the formal setting.

A Prepare kit/full staff work but wittone-page briefer per issy¢hen

A Formulate the questions {2) as we want the States to ask them

A WEAR FLAT SHOES

v v > D

> >

During

Last minute lobbying (may not be effective)

Side event on particular issue in Genévaery criical (Ex. Drugs and EJK)

Press Release on the outcome esiallyon the commitments

Try to influence outcome report (Secretariat/Troika thru ING®9 did this during the CAand
ICCPR session

> > >
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Post

I > >

Learning activity/Study Session in communities/schools: wadclwe streaming (6durs time
difference; maximize social media.g. twitter, messengér

Focuson[ D | idplzmentationof reconmendatiors:

0 There idack of awareness/involvement on the UPR process

0 Educae LGUs on their obligations to the commitimt

UPRTMB monitoring indicators (focused on high impact outcome)

Invoking UPR commitments in our engagements with the Government
Compartmentalization ofhe three branches ofjovernment While it is State commitment, it
seems only the Executive are @alted to act on the recommendations

UPR Process is a NATIONAL PROCESS. As long as national CSOs remain grounded and continually
engage their governments on the concrete national human rights condition, UPR as a whole will serve
as window of opportunity fothe continuing promotion and protection of human rights on the ground.

UPR is a STATE PROCESS. ltis a process of the organization of States or Governments. It must be with
no illusions that it shall (always) cater for the CSOs. But as long as avenuegagement are
presented, CSO must not default from its duty to rise above(pey OSA SR ARSI & 27
LINR LJILJA Y I dzLd F2BSNYYSyilé o I 0SYSTAG 2F R2dz
highlight human rights issues of individuatglacomnunity ¢ victimsof State sponsored human rights
violations. Our mandate is for the protection, promotion and fulfillment of human rights for all, we
should never renege of that duty.

Penary: Key Discussion Points and Recommendations

1 Somethingfor the stakeholdergo think alout: 1) They arethe core/brain the people in this

room who aregood infighting forhuman righs. Havethey become so specialized and so well
versedin whatthey do to the point of isolating other8 2) Whose ights havethey not talked
about?

1 Threeissuesneeded to bancorporated in the prepration:

o0 Whenever a State provides its candidacy to the UN Human Rights Counc@tdteahas to

give voluntary commitmentThe Philippines did not last year but that was plain flity.
Voluntary commitment is discussed in the UNGA web3ibere were commitments made

by the Philippines presuming the State under revi&akeholders musteeif they can use

that or not because voluntary commitment is one of the theoretical basedtfe{ G I (1 S Q&
election to the UN HRC. The Philippines is always a member of the Council whenever the
UPR of the Philippines comes up because it gives the State more access to the other
diplomats/governmentsStakeholders shouldbk at their tacticand what othettoolsthat

they canalsouse

Since that incident involving Bahrain, the role of the Troika has been relegated strictly to a
technical function. Nevertheless, the Human Rights Council had developed a mechanism to
address reprisals againztople who use the UN mechanisms. It does not mattisreij are

there or not (such as whetheir name is included in the report to the UNheyare part of

the protective jurisdiction of the HRC through this reprisal mechanism.

On video broadcast whidk encouraged for the purpose of discussion, the visleould be

edited. This is an effective tool for different educational purposes.
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1 CHR had a specific role in the second cycle that it could actually provide a statement during the
human rights sessiofollowing the presession. This third cycle CHR can release an inclusive
statement on behalf of all those who use the mechanism.

1 How are mock sessions of the government used in terms of critiquing (positive and negative)
the performance of the State Pgrin preparing for the report and engaging in the constructive
dialogue, which also have this very indicative of one, whether they imbibe the culture of duty
bearers? It is part of transparency and accountability that they report not only on the positive
but also on the bad things.

1 On an optimistic note, even if the UPR is peer reviewed and highly politisizaholdes
should not despair that certain issues are not taken. Ujpere was a serious and rigorous
examination of the situatiothat was doneby the State in the previous UPRs

1 To achieve gender balancetime work of UN Womenit really would like to have more men
interested and aware that they amsoresponsible working for gender equalitgn the other
hand, in thehuman rightslanguagethis is one kind of a temporary special measure that UN
Womenoperns morespacesto make sure that human rights mechanisms and processes are
accessible tavomenin the full diversityof women

CLOSINGSESSION

Key messages
Atty. Gemma Parojino@fficerin-Charge, CHR Policy Office

The CHR En Baticanks everyonefor attending andfor & K+ NA y 3 $hbugHtprooiiry Q &

experiencesThis is thefirst time for the Policy Office, being a new office of the CtdRocus on UPR

writing. The Policy flice haswell taken note othe strategies and iwilling to work withthe different

sectors including the government, in the UPR procdsssnot closingits doorsandwill continue to

engagewith the governmert. With regard to/ | wc@rdmitmentfor the UPR proces$elow are the

/| 2YYA&aaA2yQa NBalLRyaSa G2 GKS NBO2YYSyRI(A2ya
 TKS [/ 2 YYA & aokfacilitestan detisediad® &venue for consultations

 CSOs and any other group who want to share data with the CHlRiitneach other are very
much welcome.

1 ThePolicy Office will planhowto engagethe governmert, through one workshoghefore the
submissionThe CHR especially nowneeds to get the stand of the new administratio®
much has changed in terms pffiorities, political climate, etc.

1 A dplomatic briefingcan still be scheduleafter September 2%, in collaboration with UNDP.

27

' The CHR canconvene ameetinggostw (2 SyadaNBE GKIFIG GKS 3I20SNY

translated into action.

1 ThePolicy Office will propose to the CHR En Bhatthe CHRRegional Officesust takeup
all national and international mechanisms. CHR will intensify commbaggd dialoguesn
national and international remediesjith respect to its Regional Offices.

1 CHR takes note of the very important information provided on the accessibility of PWDs to
information and communication strategies.

1 CHR will look intthe strategiedo maximize the use of thBPRprocess.

T tENI 2F /1 wQa sig thlimpr&a@dnOof iR hivdrOrightL gducation and
AGNI GS38 O02YYdzyAOF A2y as SalLlSOAaltte 2y (KS

LJ

possibility that there would be a unit to focus solely on increasingpiigicQa {1y 2 ¢t SR3S

about human rights.
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United Nations Entity for Gender Equality
and the Empowerment of Women

Preparatory Consul tat i v & UversalPeriodiccReviewe Phi | i |

Concept Note

Background

Throughthe Universal Periodic Review (UPR), the Human Rights Council reviews, on a
periodic basis, the fulfilment by each of the 193 United Nations Member States of their human
rights obligations and commitments. The Philippines will be undergoin ReBodic review

in 2017 during the 27Session of the UPR Working Group scheduled on A&l 2017.

With this schedule, relevant stakeholders, including UN entities, CSOs and National Human
Rights Institutions (NHRIs) are expected to submit their writtantributions by 22 September
2016, as the review of a Member State is based on these reports along with the State report.

Last year, the Presidential Human Rights Committee Secretariat undertook its "Ulat sa Bayan,"
a review of the accomplishments o&tBtate with respect its treaty obligations. The process
has been attended by CSOs and reactors from the CHR. On the part of CSOs, efforts have
likewise begun in preparation for the UPR Process. Capacity building of stakeholders as well
as gathering of datare being undertaken, albeit unevenly, among different sectors and
stakeholders.

The Commission on Human Rights (CHR), as an NHRI, submits its own report and information

for the UPR, which are products of consultation and collaboration with CSOs and othe
stakeholders. For théperiodic report, the CHR, through its Policy Office will likewise be

holding these consultations. To complement the efforts towards UPR to be undertaken by the
CHR and to aid various stakeholders in preparing and consolida@ingstibmissions for the
3Periodic Review of the Philippines, the CH
Human Rights Center (GEHWRC) and the UN Women Philippines through tHerieled

migration project, will conduct a orday Preparatory Consuliae Forum for the Philippines’

39 Periodic Review. The planned activity builds on previous efforts like the "Ulat ng Bayan"

and various treaty reporting processes including CEDAW and CMW, geared towards preparing
stakeholders in engaging with the UPR s For the CHR, the event will likewise serve as

a preparatory consultative meeting aimed to gather issues and concerns that different sectors
aim to highlight in CHR's report for thé?®eriodic Review. Similarly, for UN Women, this

will inform its inputs to the UNCT report, more particularly in relation to the promotion and
protection of women migrant workersd rights
Observations on the Philippines (during the State review on 5 July 2016 CEDARé$=ion)

as a ecent reference where the UNCT has also provided inputs.

With the consultative forum expected to facilitate inclusion of key concerns of women migrant
workers to the UPR given that there has been inadequate attention to women migrant workers

in international human rights review process, it aligns well and contributes to the objectives of

the EUf unded gl olPalomioni toinatainwle Pir ot ecti on of W

This project is funded by the European Union.
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Labour and Human Rights: Engaging with International, National Human Rights
Mechanisms to Enhance Accountabillty ( whi ch has selected the
country, along with Mexico and Moldova) implemented by UN Women to promote women

mi grant workersdé rights and protect tfhem ag
migration. More specifically in: 1) strengthening international human rights mechanisms,
national human rights institutions, parliaments, governments to ensure accountability to
women migrant workers at all stages; and 2) strengthening women migrané wako
organizations to effectively engage with these mechanisms and governments to ensure greater
accountability at all stages.

For this forum, UN Women Philippines is collaborating with the CHR with regard to the
design, coordination, participation, andhainistrative/logistics arrangements.

Objectives
The activity aims to gather NHRI and civil society to:

1. Review the previous outcomes of ttféahd 29Review of the Philippines;

2. Discuss the "Ulat ng Bayan" and the concluded treaty reporting processigstiagt
39UPR Period: CAT, CEDAW, CESCR, CMW;

3. Discuss the current efforts the different sectors are undertaking in preparation for the
39UPR and of the issues that they would want to highlight in the independent reports
to strengthen commitments of giddearers to address these; and

4. Enhance UPR engagement and outcomes.

Participants

The forum aims to gather 40 participants from the government and NHRI and civil society,
including women migrant workerso orimgladedi zati o

Government/NHRI

CHR Central and Regional Offices
Presidential Human Rights Committee Secretariat

Civil Society Organizations

Philippine Alliance of Huma Rights Advocates (PAHRA)
Families of Victims of Involuntary Disappearance (FIND)
AsianFederation Against Involuntary Disappearance (AFAD)
Womendés Legal and Human Rights Bureau ( WLB)
CEDAW Working Group

Lilak Purple Action for Women

BAI Indigenous Women

Rainbow Rights

GALANG

ASEAN SOGI Caucus

OutRight International

Pambansang Koalisyon t@gbabaihan sa Kanayunan (PKKK)
WomanHealth

This project is funded by the European Union.
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Center for Migrant Advocacy (CMA)

Kanlungan

Development Action for Women Network (DAWN)

Mindanao Migrants Center for Empowering Actions Inc. (MMCEAI)
Philippine Deaf Resource Center (PDRC)

Coalition on UN CRPD

Date and venue
The forum is scheduled on 17 August 2016.

It will be held at:

Microtel by Wyndham Hotel
UP-Ayala Land Technohub
Commonwealth Avenue
Diliman, Quezon City 1121
Tel: + 63 2 804 6888

Travel and Logistics

For participant(s) coming from outsidéetro Manila, UN Women shall cover the costs of
travel by purchasing tickets for air travel and/or reimbursing the cost of relevant and pre
approved land travel, subject to availability of funds.

Secretariat and Contact Details

For more information, pleascontact:

Ms, Jean Ricohermoso

Program and Finance Assistant

UN Women Philippines Project Office

Tel: (632) 426 3772; #nail: jean.ricohermoso@unwomen.org

Atty. Krissi Shaffina Twyla A. Rubin

Attorney1V, Investigation Division

Commission on Human Rights Philippines

Tel: (632) 926 0454; #nail: kstarubin@yahoo.com

This project is funded by the European Union.
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Preparatory
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ve Forum on the

A forum organized by the UN Women and the Commission on Human Rights (CHR)
17 August 2016, Quezon City

PROGRAMME
Time Activity Speaker
08300900 | Registration

09000915

OpeningSession

Ms. Karen Gomez Dumpit
Commissioner, CHR

Ms. Cynthia Veliko
Senior Human Rights Advisor, Office
the UN Resident Coordinator

09150930

Overview of UPR Processes

Ms. Karen Gomez Dumpit
Commissioner, CHR

093061030

Summary of Accepted
Recommendations (UPR 1st and 2nd
Cycle)

Ugnayang Bayan Brief

Atty. Krissi Shaffina Twyla A. Rubin
Officer-In-Charge, CHR Gender
Equality and Wome
Center

Atty. Gemma Parojinog
OfficerIn-Charge, CHR Policy Office

10361200

Outcomes of Treaty reviews:

CMW (2014)

CAT (2016)

ICESCR (2016)

CEDAW (2016)

Panel of CHR and CSOs:

Ms. Ellene Sana
Executive Director, Center for Migrant
Advocacy (CMA)

Mr. Ellecer Carlos
Secretary, United Against Torture
Coalition (UATC)

Atty. Gemma Parojinog
Officer-In-Charge, CHR Policy Office

Atty. Krissi Shaffina Twyla A. Rubin
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Time Activity Speaker

Officer-In-Charge, CHR Gender
Equality and Wome
Center

12001300 | Lunch

13001430 | Cumrent Efforts and Issues fol3 Panel of CSOs:
Periodic Review
Ms. Rose Trajano

Secretary General, PAHRA

Dr. Liza Martinez Representative,
PhilWomen on ASEAN

Ryan Silverio
Regional coordinator, ASEAN SOGI
CAUCUS

Atty. JenniferCorpuz
Legal and Human Rights Desk Officer
Tebtebba

Ms. Judith Pamela A. Pasimio
Executive Director, Lilak

14301500 | Plenary and Additional Issues

15001630 | Effective Engagement with the UPR | Panel ofExperts:
Process: Lessons Learned and Tips fr
Experts Atty. Cecilia Jimenez

Government of the Philippines
Designate, Transnational Justice and
Reconciliation Commission (TJRC)

Ms. Rose Trajano
Secretary General, PAHRA

Ms. Jelen Paclarin,
Executive Directo
Bureau

16301700 | Closing Atty. Gemma Parojinog
Officer-In-Charge, CHR Policy Office

FACILITATORS:

Ms. Marilen SolimanNational Project Officeil Migration, UN Women Philipping®M Session)
Ms. Jeannie ManipomNational Coordinator, UN Women Philippiné3M Sessioh

RSl This project is funded by the European Union.

EUROPEAN
COMMISSION 53



List of Rarticipants

> A UN
Gﬁ WOMEN

it

Preparatory Consultative Forum an the I’hll:ppmes 3"‘ Universal Periodic Review
A forum organized by the UN Women and the Commission on Hwnan Rights (CHR)
17 August 2016, Quezon City
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Preparatory Consultative Forum on the Philippines’ 3 Universal Periodic Review
A forum organized by the UN Women and the Commission on Human Rights (CHR)
17 August 2016, Quezon City

ATTENDANCE SHEET
Speakers/Panel/Facilitators
# Name Designation/Office Contact No. E-mail Address Signature
11 | Karen S. Gomez Commissioner, CHR ][Izw ‘ M”“ﬁ
Dumpit | \
12 | Atty. Krissi Shaffina Officer-In-Charge, CHR Gender Equality . /ﬂ‘kﬁ» ,
Twyla A. Rubin and Women's Human Rights Center 69/?@}\[(0&0 /é( f»wuvéw : /Q
13 | Atty. Gemma Officer-In-Charge, CHR Policy Office /%7/ -
Parojinog WW
14 | Ms. Marilen Soliman National Project Officer — Migration, UN e O VN~
Women et L P SN
15 | Ms. Aida Jean National Coordinator, UN Women J i
Manipon W
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