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Introduction

Upon a consultative process with the civil society organizations (CSO) the Poverty Reduction Strategy Implementation Focal Point (PRS IFP) has initiated a Civil Society Focal Point Programme (CSFP). The aim of the Programme is to ensure active participation of CSOs in the PRS implementation, monitoring and evaluation and build partnerships between the Government institutions and non-government sectors in the PRS implementation process. Basic precondition for the achievement of this aim is establishment of the two way communication mechanisms and flow of information between the PRS IFP, other Government institutions, line ministries and CSOs.  
Programme activities should help solving problems that the CSOs encounter in representing the needs and improving the status of their vulnerable groups. The PRS recognises seven vulnerable groups exposed to an extreme risk of poverty: children, youth, women, elderly, internaly displaced persons (IDPs) and refugees, Roma and persons with disabilities.
Following organizations were selected to represent interests of these vulnerable groups: 
· Association for Protection and Promotion of Mental Health of Children and Youth, Nis - Civil Society Focal Point for Children ; 
· Civic Initiatives, Belgrade - Civil Society Focal Point for Youth ; 
· Autonomous Women’s Centre, Belgrade - Civil Society Focal Point for Women; 
· Amity, Belgrade - Civil Society Focal Point for the Elderly; 

· Group 484, Belgrade - Civil Society Focal Point for Refugees and IDPs; 
· Roma Information Centre (RIC), Kragujevac - Civil Society Focal Point for Roma; 
· Centre for Independent Living (CIL), Belgrade - Civil Society Focal Point for People with Disabilities

· Centre for the Development of Non-profit Sector, Belgrade - Programme Management Unit

Cluster for children
Association for Protection and Promotion of Mental Health of Children and Youth was chosen to be the Civil Society Focal Point for children. The first step in the Programme realization was to gather all interested CSO’s working with children in a cluster/group that will act jointly and based on their rich practical experience formulate recommendations and suggestions to be submitted to the PRS IFP, line ministries and GoS Council for Children’s Rights. 
Fifty four organizations from thirty six municipalities have joined the cluster for children so far. These organizations have reached over 40.000 children through their activities, established cooperation with elementary and secondary schools, number of preschool institutions, centres for social work, health institutions and other institutions and local self-governments and line ministries. They work with almost all categories of vulnerable children – Roma, IDPs and refugees, children with special needs, children without parental care, molested and neglected children, children out of the system, “street” children. 
Organizations from this cluster undertake a variety of activities: representation, advocating for solution of problems of marginalized children, initiating and participating in development of strategic documents and their implementation in institutions, at local and national level. 
Following is the list of target groups for the organizations in the cluster for children:
Children/youth/grown-ups from marginalized groups
· Children and youth:
· With disabilities,
· Roma,
· Children without parental care,
· From juvenile correction centres,
· From single parent families, poor families, IDPs, refugees
· Parents:
· elderly,
· domestic violence victims,
· unemployed,
· IDPs and refugees,
· minority (Roma) communities.
Policy and decision makers represent out target group as well:
Reform supporters and reform leaders 
· decision makers at national and local level, 

· professionals working with children and youth (in education, health and social welfare institutions),
· media,
· business sector,
· civil society organizations,
· citizens 
We have prepared a Questionnaire for the civil society organizations (CSOs) working with children. The aim wis to identify how well are the CSOs informed about the Poverty Reduction Strategy, PRS IFP activities, GoS Council for Children’s Rights activities, National Plan of Action for Children, have they been involved in developing Local Plans of Action for Children and its implementation, to assess their experience in cooperation with local self-governments, Government institutions, line ministries and Government agencies. The Questionnaire also addresses problems that CSOs might have had in their  work that might have jeopardized  successful realization of the Programme. This overview of the cluster for children is based on the analysis of the information gathered from the questionnaires.  
Results of the analysis of the information form the Questionnaires
One of the results of this exercise is a CSO Directory containing a database of CSOs that represent children as a target group. In addition to basic information about the CSOs, the database includes information about the significant projects they have realized as well as their ongoing project activities, sectors covered by these activities (health, education, social welfare), categories of targeted children (children with deficiencies in mental and physical development, Roma children, internally displaced and refugee children, children without parental care, molested, neglected and abused children, victims of violence, children out of the system) as well as geographic areas the CSOs cover. The Directory can be found on our organization’s website http://www.oknis.org.yu/zadecu. The software enables CSOs to update the Directory information themselves.
Other results of the analysis of the Questionnaire: the list of municipal/local self-government bodies that the CSOs have established cooperation with, the CSOs recommendations as to how this cooperation can be improved, the list of strategic document and the list of CSOs that have participated in their development and the list of Government bodies and line ministries that have established cooperation with the CSOs, and the CSOs assessment of this cooperation and problems identified that imperiled their work.  
Through the Questionnaire data analysis we have gathered the information as to how well the CSOs are informed about the Poverty Reduction Strategy, PRS IFP activities, GoS Council for Children’s Rights activities, National Plan of Action for Children, Local Plans of Action for Children and DevInfo database. 
At the end of the fourth quarter of the CSFP programme implementation we will check again if the CSOs in the cluster for children are better informed.
How well are CSO informed about








· Poverty Reduction Strategy

· Poverty Reduction Strategy Implementation Focal Point activities

· GoS Council of Children’s Rights activities

· National Plan of Action for Children

There were four possible answers offered for assessing how well the CSOs were informed about the Poverty Reduction Strategy, PRS IFP activities, GoS Council for Children’s Rights activities, National Plan of Action for Children. The scale contained following answers: fully informed, generally informed, partially informed and not informed. 
Regarding the Poverty Reduction Strategy out of 54 CSOs: 13 CSOs (24%) are fully informed, 26 CSOs (48%) are generally informed, 15 CSOs are partially informed (28%). There are no CSOs that are not informed about the PRS.

	Fully informed
	13

	Generally informed
	26

	Partially informed
	15

	Not informed
	0
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Regarding the Poverty Reduction Strategy IFP activities out of 54 CSOs: 8 CSOs (15%) are fully informed, 18 CSOs (33%) are generally informed, 25 CSOs are partially informed (46%)[image: image2.wmf]15%
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 and 3 CSOs (6%) are not informed.

	Fully informed
	8

	Generally informed
	18

	Partially informed
	25

	Not informed
	3


Regarding the Government of Serbia Council for Children’s Rights activities out of 54 CSOs: 7 CSOs (13%) are fully informed, 9 CSOs (17%) are generally informed, 25 CSOs (46%) are partially informed and 13 CSOs (24%) are not informed.
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	Fully informed
	7

	Generally informed
	9

	Partially informed
	25

	Not informed
	13


Regarding the National Plan for Children out of 54 CSOs 14 CSOs (26%) are fully informed, 12 CSOs (22%) are generally informed, 17 CSOs (32%) are partially informed and 11 CSOs (20%) are not informed.
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	Fully informed
	14

	Generally informed
	12

	Partially informed
	17

	Not informed
	11


Participation in preparation of LPAs for children 
The next segment of the Questionnaire was dedicated to participation of the CSOs in the preparation and implementation of Local Plans of Action for Children and how well are the CSOs informed about the DevInfo database.  
Eleven CSOs did not know if there was a Local Plan of Action for Children developed in their municipality, nine had an information that there was a LPA for children developed in their municipality and two CSOs stated that the LPA were in the phase of being developed in their municipalities    
Is there a Local Plan of Action for Children in your municipality? 
	Yes
	9

	No
	25

	Being developed
	2

	Not informed
	11


Eight CSOs participated in the development of the Local Plans of Action for Children in their municipalities 
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Organizations that participated in the development of the LPAs think that the local self-government regarded them as equal partners during the preparation process of the Local Plans of Action for Children. CSOs had an opportunity to influence the design of the LPA and give recommendations that were taken into consideration. 
Out of 8 CSOs 4 CSOs were involved in the implementation of the Local Action Plans for Children as well and the other 4 CSOs stated that they were not involved in any way in the implementation of the LPAs for children. 
	Yes
	4

	No
	4
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Regarding the DevInfo database out of 54 CSOs: 6 CSOs (11%) are fully informed, 7 CSOs (13%) are generally informed, 10 CSOs (19%) are partially informed and 31 CSOs (57%) are not informed.
	Fully informed
	6

	Generally informed
	7

	Partially informed
	10

	Not informed
	31


Cluster for children CSOs coperation with local self-governments 
Organizations from the cluster for children have established cooperation with the following municipality/local self-government bodies:
· Mayor,
· Deputy mayor,
· Municipal council,
· President of the local assembly,
· City manager,
· Department for civic affairs,
· Department for social protection,

· Department for social policy in the City assembly,

· City Administration for child protection, social protection and primary health care,

· City Administration for education,

· Secretariat for education,

· Poverty reduction board,

· Board for prevention of substance abuse,
· Office for local economic development,

· Adviser for minority issues,
· Commissioner for internally displaced and refugees,
· Local office for Roma,
· Social welfare centre,
· Department for informatics and development,
· Team for the development of the LPA,

· Team for the Development strategy designing  
Organizations from the cluster for children had different experience in their cooperation with local self-governments. Their experiences are ranging from very positive to very negative, from the examples of partnerships to the examples of mistrust towards the CSOs. Local self-governments attitude towards the CSOs often varies depending on political will, political changes and personal attitude of the people in power. 
In some municipalities the CSOs established cooperation with local self-governments based on mutual understanding. That enabled them to jointly realize projects of common interest..  In such cases the local self-government financially supported the CSOs activities (costs of renting premises, heating) and projects. At the other hand some CSOs had difficulties in establishing relationship with the local self-government and were left without financial support. The cooperation between the local self-government and the CSOs is often conditioned by the international donors and agencies financing certain projects. As soon as the donors leave, there seams to be no more need for the cooperation with NGOs. In these municipalities local self-governments are still not open for cooperation with the CSOs, they are full of prejudice, stereotypes and mistrust towards the CSOs. In these cases there is no real cooperation and partnership. In some municipalities support is given only to the CSOs that are politically close to local authorities, people are selected according to their political option and personal contacts. Local self-governments are often not aware of the local community capacities. Due to the strong political influence there is often mistrust and lack of interest for cooperation with the CSOs that invest a lot of efforts to establish open dialogue with local authorities, to enable the citizens to participate in the decision making processes, design of plans, programmes and strategies and represent interests of their target groups. Each change of leadership in the local self-government often means discontinuation of activities and projects undertaken by the previous local authorities. One of the identified problems is a lack of continuity in the development processes, planning and cooperation with CSOs.  This often means that the CSOs are obliged to start from the beginning with every new establishment of the local self-government.  
Recommendations for improvement of cooperation with local self-governments 
Organizations from the cluster for children have given certain recommendations for improvement of cooperation with local self-governments.

The necessity for institutionalization of the cooperation between the CSOs and the local self-government has been emphasised. Institutional framework for such cooperation could be established through an inter sectoral coordination body in the local self-government that would include CSOs representatives. This would provide a channel for the CSO representatives to participate in solving crucial problems related to their target groups. Establishment of institutional framework for CSOs and local self-government cooperation will make this cooperation less dependent on individuals. The need for establishing a relationship of trust and understanding between the CSOs and the local self-government has been particularly stressed. That is why it is important that the CSO representatives meet frequently with local self-government representatives and participate in joint activities and projects in order to solve local problems. 
Decentralization and delegation of responsibilities to local self-governments is very important if they were to become more efficient in solving local problems. However the decentralization does not mean only that the municipality would get more funds, it also implies wider mandate and bigger responsibilities for local sustainable development.  This requires medium and long term planning at municipality level. It is essential to ensure CSOs participation in the process of strategic planning by establishing consultative process in which the CSOs would be regarded as equal partners. The municipality should provide financial resources needed for the development of local plan of action and at later stage financial means for its implementation. In order to achieve full transparency of the implementation of the adopted strategic documents the local self-government should allocate budget resources for the CSOs to apply. The cooperation between the local self-government and the CSOs should be conducted in a transparent manner and based on the quality of the project applications submitted by the CSOs. 
One of the basic principles of the Poverty Reduction Strategy implementation at the local level lies in a joint cooperation of the local authorities’ representatives, non-government organizations, private sector and donors. Having in mind the fact that children are among the most exposed groups to the risk of poverty, the CSOs from this cluster believe that Local Plans of Action for Children (LPA) can represent a means for integrating poverty reduction among children as an objective in regular activities of the local self-government. The process of development of the LPA will also help sensitize the local self-government decision makers as to the children’s needs.
Local Plans of Action for Children represent a means of the Poverty Reduction Strategy implementation at the local level and can ensure integration of the poverty reduction among children as an objective in regular activities of the local self-government units. Decentralization process and delegation of responsibilities to local self-government should be accompanied with more intensive care of the local self-government for the children and more programmes addressing children’s needs, resulting in improving the status of children at the local level. In order to promote LPAs for children we propose establishing cooperation with the Standing Conference of Towns and Municipalities, the national association of local authorities. This cooperation could ensure that all local self-governments become aware of the importance and need for developing and implementing LPAs for children.
No availability of the information of public interest at the local level is one of the identified problems. The local self-government should ensure accessibility of information of public interest for CSOs and citizens through local media, organized round tables and public debates. 

Regarding the status of Roma children as partcularly exposed to the risk of poverty, the CSOs have stressed that the local self-government need to develop, in cooperation with the Roma community, local strategies for improvement of the status of Roma containing four main areas as per Roma Decade: health, employment, housing and education. Such a document should be adopted by the local Assembly. The municipality should allocate funds from the municipality budget for the implementation of this document and appoint a coordinator that would serve as a mediator between the local authorities and the Roma community. 
Cooperation with Government institutions, line ministries
Organizations from the cluster for children have established cooperation with the following Government bodies/institutions, line ministries: 
· Ministry of Education







· Ministry of Labour and Social Policy





· Ministry of Health







· Ministry of Culture






· Ministry of Finance







· Ministry of Youth and Sports






· Ministry of Public Administration and Local Self-government
· Ministry of Diaspora






· Ministry of Foreign Affairs







· Ministry of International Economic Affairs

 

· Ministry for the Environment Protection






· Ministry of Mining and Energy






· Ministry of Interior





· Ministry of Justice
· Ministry of Tourism
· Provincial Secretariat for Education and Culture
· Provincial Secretariat for Youth and Sports
· Provincial Secretariat for the Environment Protection and Sustainable Development 

· Provincial Secretariat for Labour, Employment and Gender Equality
· Provincial Secretariat for Regulations, Administration and Minorities
· Deputy Prime Minister’s Poverty Reduction Strategy Implementation Focal Point



· Government of Serbia Council for Children’s Rights
· Commissioner for Information of Public Importance





· Republican Commissioner for Refugees 




· Coordination body for Preševo Bujanovac and Medveđa municipalities



· School Administrations








· Health Insurance Fund
· Institute for Environment Protection







· National Employment Service





· National Anti-trafficking Team




Previous ministries:
· Ministry of Science and Environment
· Ministry for Human and Minority Rights
Organizations from the cluster for children are divided in their assessment of the quality of cooperation with state institutions. Some CSOs are satisfied with their cooperation and others have extremely negative experience. The latter stated that they could not get meetings organized or establish communication with the Government representatives, very often the Government representaties did not take phone calls, did not provide timely information, delayed providing answers, there was only declarative support to CSOs, lack of clear information, circular letters were sent and answers given that had nothing to do with the questions asked and specificed problems, and there was heavy bureaucracy procedure. Some CSOs are of the opinion that the CSOs in Belgrade are privileged and that the Government representatives are not interested in the activities of the CSOs out of Belgrade, which makes it difficult for these organizations to access necessary information. Some organizations at the other hand feel that the Government institutions are cooperating with them only under the donors’ pressure. Since no funds from the state budget are not being allocated for their activities that means that the authorities regard the CSO activities as unacceptable and lacking quality. CSOs are especially dissatisfied with the lack of regular information about the Government and line ministries’ projects and programmes that are of interest for the CSOs and children as their target group. Another big problem for the continuity of work is frequent change of Government. Very often all the activities have to start from the beginning or it is necessary to wait for months to continue with the implementation of the projects that have already been initiated, until the new Government gets informed about the work of the line ministries. 
Most important problems of children identified by the organizations from the cluster for children 
Organizations from the cluster for children have identified numerous problems ofchildren and they have been engaged in finding solutions. These problems are essentially in the domain of the children’s rights and are related to the implementation and recognition of the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child. Another problem for the CSOs working with children related to the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child is the fact that the grown-ups do not recognise, or at least not enough,  that the children have certain rights and that they can demant protection of their rights from the state. That is why many CSOs working with children put special emphasis to full implementation and recognition of the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child provisions and plan their activities in such a way to enable full and equal participation of children in their realization..

One of the serious problems our society is facing and the problem CSOs from the cluster for children are eaither directly or indirectly fighting against through their projects is the poverty among children. It is estimated that one third of the total number of children in Serbia are in some way affected by poverty. As a result of the poverty in Serbia the children’s rights are seriously jeopardized – the right for living, survival and development, for education, right to participate and decide, to play and to be protected from work and discrimination. Poverty usually causes social exclusion of children with all the negative implications to other aspects of their life. With regards to this the CSOs stress the problem of children’s social exclusion (exclusion of marginalized children from the main social processes – their exclusion from decision making processes importante for protection of their interests, their exclusion from education, entertainment and culture), social neglect, poor health, discrimination and segregation. Children without citizenship are not registered, as a consequence they have no name and are in particularly difficult situation in spite of the fact that the right to have a name is one of the main rights guaranteed to every child within our Constitution and the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child. These children do not exist; they are not part of the system and come from the poorest families. This fact endangers their rights to primary health care, social protection and education. Children that are not registered are entitled to receive primary health care free of charge but cannot receive prescribed medications free of charge. This means that their parents have to pay for medications in spite of the fact that they are people living below the poverty line. Children that aare not in the system do not get vaccines on time, which is very important. They are not targeted under social protection measures that could alleviate consequences of their extreme poverty. There are no reliable data on the number of children that are not within the education system. Children that enlist in schools without registration cannot obtain diploma without their birth certificate.
Children are exposed to domestic violence, violence in society and negative influence from their surroundings. This is the reason why the CSOs from the cluster for children engage in the fight against violence. 
CSOs within the cluster for children see education as a key means for fighting poverty that is transmitted from generation to generation. Many of their activities are targeting children from marginalized groups in order to help them exercise their right for education. These children are often missing social support to enter and stay in the education system. Unfortunately quality of the education for poor is very low. Their parents are not aware how important early development and schooling is, so they do not send their children to attend preschool preparatory programmes. Among other things, there is a lack of out of school activities, schools do not plan and organize pupils’ free time in a qualitative manner, there is a lack of children and youth clubs. 
Children with deficiencies in mental and physical development are generally double isolated: first they are isolated from their families and community in specialised social welfare institutions and secondly these institutions are isolated themselves. Parents are rarely informed about their rights deriving from social welfare, very few children with special needs are receiving education and there is no support for their inclusion in local community and schools.
Problems and obstacles that imperil the work of organizations from the cluster for children
Many organizations from this cluster are complaining that the existing legal framework is making their work difficult. The solution lies in adoption of the Law on Associations that is currently in the parliamentary procedure and it is still not certain wether it will be adopted. Most of the CSOs are working in local environment and without support from the local authorities they have serious problems to realize their activities. CSOs are facing lack of political will of their local authorities to engage in developing local LPAs for children. This shows their lack of interest in children’s problems and lack of planning in the areas that could improve the status ofchildren. Other obstacles are: local policies, prejudice and stereotypes about CSOs. Another problem is lack of support from state institutions and inaccessibility of line ministries. Poor coordination between the state, town and municipal authorities is another problem for CSOs. This often makes realization of local projects very difficult or impossible, even when there is a support from the state level. Another problem CSOs are facing is that the schools are not willing to cooperate. Schools and School Administrations are afraid to act without written consent from the Ministry of education. Educational institutions are passive and uninformed due to the poor exchange of information on the line: Ministry of education – School Administration – educational institution – teachers. There is also a need for decentralisation of civil sector. The impression is that donors support mainly CSO from big towns. When there is no financial support for projects from the national and municipal level the CSOs have problems to achieve their objectives. 
One of the predicaments is a lack of public interest for problems of vulnerable groups. So this becomes an important field of their activities – getting the public interested in the issues important for improvement of the status of children, preventive actions via media, especially in the field of protection against violence, education of media and journalists in ethical reporting and prevention of sensationalistic reporting. The lack of cooperation or poor cooperation with centres for social welfare is also an issue. This puts in danger realization of the planned activities. 
Contribution to the Poverty reduction Strategy implementation
Civil society organizations were asked to suggest possible areas of activities in the implementation of the Poverty Reduction Strategy (social protection, health protection, and education) that they were particularly interested to engage in, design suggestions and recommendations, or to choose another activity of their choice. They were given an option of multiple choice of areas. 47 CSOs selected education, 28 CSOs selected social protection of children and 8 CSOs selected health protection. 16 CSOs stated that in addition to the offered areas they were especially interested in:
· Monitoring and lobbying for legislative changes in order to protect and improve the children’s rights
· Fight against molesting, neglect and abuse of children,

· Inclusion of children with special needs,

· Inclusion of children and youth in decision making processes,

· Informal education for children and youth, 
· Informal lifelong education,
· Prevention of substance abuse, promotion of healthy life styles and protection of reproductive health of the young,

· Sports,
· Housing and development of children’s commune, (priority were the children with special needs),

· Youth activism,

· Improvement of living environment,

· New employment, prequalification, supplementary education.
CSOs from the cluster for children have evaluated how their projects and activities contribute to the Poverty Reduction Strategy implementation.
Generally the CSOs from this cluster believe their activities represent direct contribution to the Poverty Reduction Strategy implementation since in most of the cases their target groups are the vulnerable social groups that are recognized by the PRS as the most deprived. The CSO’s projects are aiming at supporting children from marginalized groups (Roma children, children from foster families and from socially vulnerable communities), children growing in the extreme poverty that has negative effects on their general development. The CSOs are engaged in protection of children against violence, domestic violence, inclusion of children with special needs in all levels of social activities and their protection against segregation. CSOs undertake concrete activities (such as free of charge rehabilitation for children with asthma  from socially vulnerable families, providing summer holidays and learning activities in summer camps for children from socially vulnerable families, minority groups, organizing day care for children with special needs) that enhance children’s experience, improve their living standard and education. All this contributes to their positive development and helps stop the intergeneration transmission of poverty. 
Realization of projects that provide care for children with special needs gives an opportunity for their parents to leave their children in protected conditions, engage in work and provide additional income for their families. Additionally the children beneficiaries are free to choose the type of activities that most fit their needs and capacities, in order to develop their personal abilities that would enable them to gain knowledge and skills required for their future work. 

The CSOs are engaged in increasing participation in education of Roma children/youth, disabled children/youth and children/youth with deficiencies in mental and physical development. General and vocational education of children and youth from poor and marginalized families is directly in line with poverty reduction and represents one of the objectives of the PRS. CSOs activities comprise: advocating for the right for education, promotion of strategic and legal documents that regulate these issues, preparing and building school capacities to admit these children and provide them with quality and continuous education, support to children and their families to carry on with education and obtain certificates and qualifications for future employment. In addition to this, the CSOs endeavour to get LPAs for children adopted in local communities as strategic documents linked with the PRS.  Guided by the principle that the poor have to actively engage themselves in reducing poverty, we believe that elementary and all other informal ways of education give people better opportunity for employment, provide better quality of life and reduce the poverty rate.  
Communication mechanisms
All CSOs have stated that they have technical resources needed for communication via internet.
Out of all offered means of communication the CSOs chose mailing lists, phone, website, printed bulletins and electronic news letter. The CSOs were allowed to choose more than one answer. 
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	Mailing list
	51

	Website 
	35

	Phone
	38

	Fax
	14

	Electronic news letter
	24

	Internet forum
	10

	Internet electronic board
	3

	Leaflet
	16

	Printed bulletins
	25


The CSOs consider electronic exchange of information via email and mailing lists as the most efficient means of communication. Additionally they stress the importance of personal contacts and a need to organize meetings and round tables.  
Annex
List of organizations in the cluster for children
	 
	Name of the organization
	Municipality

	1
	Citizens’ Association Rainbow
	Ada

	2
	Association for Support to Persons with Mental Disabilities in Aleksandrovac municipality
	Aleksandrovac

	3
	Association for Creativity Development 
	Aleksinac

	4
	Festival of Ecologic Theatres  for Children and Youth
	Bačka Palanka

	5
	Citizens’ Association Đurđevdan 
	Bela Palanka

	6
	Centre for Children’s Rights
	Beograd

	7
	CIP – Centre for Interactive Pedagogy
	Beograd

	8
	Philanthropy – Serbian Orthodox Church Humanitarian Fund
	Beograd

	9
	Children’s Roma Centre
	Beograd

	10
	Challenge of Living
	Beograd

	11
	SOS open line for Women and Children Victims of Violence Beograd
	Beograd

	12
	Citizens’ Association - Support to Children
	Beograd

	13
	International Democratic Action
	Bosilegrad

	14
	Civil Resource Centre Bujanovac
	Bujanovac

	15
	Roma Humanitarian Centre 
	Bujanovac

	16
	Citizens’ Association „Vesta“
	Čačak

	17
	Children’s friends of Inđija municipality
	Inđija

	18
	Citizens’ Association  „Amarro kham“
	Kikinda

	19
	Citizens’ Association RROMA – ROTA 
	Kikinda

	20
	Association of Roma-serbian Friendship Tree
	Kragujevac

	21
	Friendly Hands
	Kraljevo

	22
	Centre for Children’s Rights
	Kraljevo

	23
	NGO forum Kraljevo
	Kraljevo

	24
	I’ve got an idea
	Kraljevo

	25
	Sports Association for Children and Youth with Special Needs Palestra 
	Kruševac

	26
	Citizens’ Association for Civil Society and Democracy –Offered Hand 
	Kuršumlija

	27
	Association Connection 
	Kuršumlija

	28
	Scouts’ Organization Majdanpek 
	Majdanpek

	29
	Association of Citizens’ with Disabilities - Friend 
	Majdanpek

	30
	Association for Protection and Improvement of Mental Health of Children and Youth Niš
	Niš

	31
	Association of Single Mothers
	Niš

	32
	PAAD Centre for Social and Cultural Excellence 
	Novi Bečej

	33
	Association of Roma Students 
	Novi Sad

	34
	Initiative for Inclusion - BigLittle
	Pančevo

	35
	Citizens’ Library Pirgos
	Pirot

	36
	KIC Pralipe
	Pirot

	37
	The teachers’ Association LOGOS
	Pirot

	38
	Children’s Friends from Požarevac Municipality
	Požarevac

	39
	Multicultural Centre Narajan
	Preševo

	40
	NGO New Vision
	Prijepolje

	41
	Citizens’ Association - PRO VITAE  
	Sremska Mitrovica

	42
	Educational Centre for Roma
	Subotica

	43
	Open Perspectives - Nyitott Távlatok
	Subotica, Szabadka

	44
	Užice Centre for Children’s Rights
	Užice

	45
	Association for Support to Children with Special Needs -Our Dreams
	Valjevo

	46
	SOS for Women and Children Victims of Violence Vlasotince
	Vlasotince

	47
	Children’s Friends Voždovac Municipality
	Voždovac, Beograd

	48
	NEXUS
	Vranje

	49
	Roma Cultural Centre 
	Vranjska Banja

	50
	Centre for Children and Youth
	Vrnjačka Banja

	51
	Children’ Happiness
	Zaječar

	52
	NIE Team (Network for Inclusive Education)
	Zaječar

	53
	Balkan Centre for Minority Integration
	Zemun

	54
	Children’s Friends of Zemun
	Zemun


List of the CSOs that participated in preparation of the listed strategic documents 

	Centre for Children’s Rights, Beograd
	· NPA for Children 

	Centre for Children’s Rights, Kraljevo
	· LPA for Children 

	Centre for Children and Youth, Vrnjačka Banja
	· „Project for Planning of Local Social Welfare Services – PLUS“

	CIP – Centre for Interactive Pedagogy, Beograd
	· Draft Strategy for Improvement of Education for Roma in the Republic of Serbia
· Joined Action Plan for Improvement of Education for Roma in the Republic of Serbia 
· Local Strategies for Improvement of Education for Roma in Kragujevac and Niš – training for the members of local teams and support during the designing
· Participated in training of local authorities’ representatives and Roma coordinators for the preparation of the Action Plans for Improvement of Education for Roma 

	Association for Creativity Development, Aleksinac
	· Economic Development Strategic Plan for Aleksinac municipality

	Đurđevdan, Bela Palanka
	· Strategic Plan for Social Protection in Bela Palanka,

· LPA for Children

	Education Centre for Roma, Subotica
	· LPA for Roma Children Education, 

· Strategic Plan for Social Protection in Subotica

	NGO Forum Kraljevo
	· Local Ecology Action Plan (LEAP),

· PRS in the area of economic development and youth problems

	KIC Pralipe, Pirot
	· LPA for Roma, 

· LPA for Persons with Disabilities,

· Strategy for Inclusive Education for Roma and other Marginalized Children in Pirot municipality,

· LPA for Children.

	Teachers’ Association  LOGOS, Pirot
	· Strategic Action Plan for the Development of Pirot, 

· LPA for Persons with Disabilities,

· Local Plan of Action for Persons with Disabilities,

· LPA for Children 

	· Scouts’ Organization Majdanpek 
	· LEAP
· Strategic Action Plan of Majdanpek municipality,

· Establishing of the Association for the Development of Majdanpek municipality.

	Association for Support to Children with Special Needs - Our Dreams, Valjevo
	· Planning of Integral Social Policy,

· LPA for Children.

	Nexus, Vranje
	· Development Strategy of Vranje municipality 2006 – 2010

· LPA for Children.

	New Vission, Prijepolje
	· Sustainable Development Strategy of Prijepolje municipality 2005-2009,

· LPA for Children.

	PAAD, Novi Bečej
	· LPA for Youth, 

· Economic Development Strategy of  Novi Bečej municipality

	Pirgos, Pirot
	· Strategic Action Plan for Development of Pirot municipality,

· LPA for Children

	Children’s Friends of Inđija municipality
	· Social Policy Plan of Inđija municipality

	Children’s Friends of Zemuna
	· Strategic Plan for Social Policy 2005-2010

	Roma Cultural Centre, Vranjska Banja
	· Development Strategy for Vranje municipality

	Friendly Hands, Kraljevo
	· Municipality Housing Strategy, Kraljevo

	SOS for Women and Children Victims of Violence, Vlasotince
	· Strategic Plan for the Development of Vlasotince municipality 2006 – 2010

	Association of Roma-serbian friendship -Tree, Kragujevac
	· Local Strategy of Education for Roma (2004. god.)

	Citizens’ Association „Children’s Happiness“, Zaječar
	· Participated in development of the Strategic Plan for Zaječar municipality, section regarding NGO activities in the municipality

	Citizens’ Association Rainbow, Ada
	· Social Protection Strategy of Ada municipality

	Užice Centre for Children’s Rights
	· Strategy for Children and Youth of Užice

	Initiative for Inclusion BigLittle, Pančevo

	· LPA for Youth


Programme Civil Society Focal Points for the implementation of the Poverty Reduction Strategy is financed through the DFID support to the Government of Serbia for the Poverty Reduction Strategy implementation. The Association for Protection and Promotion of Mental Health of Children and Youth, Nis, is solely responsible for the content of this document. The above statements could not be considered as official standpoint of the Deputy Prime Minister Poverty Reduction Strategy Implementation Focal Point. 
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