





INDIGENOUS AND TRIBAL PEOPLES

solution to the ancestral disputes over rural land in order to maintain peace and social stability; and it is also of extreme
importance to give effect to the decisions of the Judiciary and Agrarian Tribunals. It stresses that the community in
question is a small community. It points out that on 30 April 2008, the Secretary of Agrarian Reform and the Governor of
the state of Durango signed an agreement to settle the agrarian problem in this State (the dispute is between San Lucas de
Jalpa and Bancos de Calitique o Cohamiata), and further added that injecting financial resources to reach a settlement was
a priority. The Government is envisaging negotiations once all the legal means have been exhausted. It adds that, on 7
May 2008, a framework agreement was signed with the National Commission for the Development of Indigenous People
(CDI), and that one of the objectives of this agreement is to preserve the land of indigenous peoples and communities.

Concerning the forestry areas granted under concession by the Secretary of the Environment and Natural Resources
(SEMARNAT) to San Lucas de Jalpa, claimed by the indigenous peoples of Bancos as belonging to them (upon which the
Committee made comments in 2005), the Government has undertaken to deal with this matter and cancel the forestry
exploitation concession of San Lucas de Jalpa, even though the land involved was currently the subject of litigation.

The Committee notes with concern that the situation which gave rise to the representation remains unchanged. It
notes, however, that the Government has expressed its determination to try to negotiate once the legal avenues have been
exhausted. It also notes the Government’s intention to look into and even cancel the concession of the forestry land, which
the Huicholes claim they have traditionally occupied. The Committee observes that the main issue at stake in this case is
the way in which national law and the Convention regulate land rights. This is a matter of vital importance because
indigenous peoples do not usually hold titles established in accordance with civil law, whereas under Conventions Nos
107 and 169, “traditional occupation” is, in itself, a source of law. Furthermore, the Committee recalls that, in another
document (GB.276/16/3, paragraph 36), on a representation, the Governing Body considers that “the Convention does
currently apply with respect to the consequences of the decisions taken prior to its entry into force”. Although the
Government states that the procedures of the Agrarian Tribunals make it possible to give effect to Article 14, the trade
union points out that these procedures failed to take account of the elements proving traditional occupation, because they
gave precedence to the titles granted to San Lucas de Jalpa over the concept of traditional occupation.

Under Article 14 of the Convention, traditional occupation of land creates rights which the State is obliged to
recognize. According to paragraph 1 of this Article, “the rights of ownership and possession of the peoples concerned
over the lands which they traditionally occupy shall be recognized”. Under paragraph 2 of this Article, “Governments
shall take steps as necessary to identify the lands which the peoples concerned traditionally occupy, and to guarantee
effective protection of their rights of ownership and possession”. Finally, paragraph 3 of the same Article states,
“adequate procedures shall be established within the national legal system to resolve land claims by the people
concerned”. Article 14(3) refers to the rights laid down in paragraphs I and 2 of the same Article, and consequently the
Committee infers that, in order to be adequate, procedures must enable indigenous peoples to settle their land disputes by
proving that they have been traditionally occupying the land. If the indigenous peoples were unable to assert traditional
occupation as rights of ownership and possession, Article 14 of the Convention would become a dead letter. The
Committee is aware that it is difficult to capture this principle in the legislation, as well as to establish adequate
procedures, but stresses that the recognition of rights and possession over land which people have traditionally occupied,
by means of adequate procedures, is the cornerstone of the land rights system established under the Convention. The
concept of traditional occupation may be reflected in various ways in national legislation, but it must be applied. For these
reasons, the Committee requests the Government to do its upmost to guarantee the application of Article 14 in dealing
with this case, including by means of negotiation and to provide information in this regard. The Committee also
requests the Government to provide information on how it considers the proposal put forward by the indigenous
community of Bancos regarding the possibility that the Government revises its acts granting land titles to the
community of San Lucas, with a view to redressing the situation under examination. Similarly, it requests the
Government to provide detailed information on the way in which this Article, and especially the concept of traditional
occupation as being a source of rights of ownership and possession, is reflected in national law, and to indicate
whether adequate procedures, as envisaged under Article 14(3) of the Convention, exist. Furthermore, given that there
is a difference of opinion as to whether existing procedures are in conformity with Article 14 of the Convention and the
length of these proceedings, the Committee suggests that the Government engages in consultations with the indigenous
peoples on changes that might bring these procedures more in line with the Convention. The Committee asks the
Government to provide information on the measures taken in this regard. Finally, the Committee requests the
Government to provide information on the implementation of the recommendations contained in paragraph 45(a) and
(b)(i), (ii) and (iii) of the abovementioned representation, specifying those matters that have been settled and others that
are still pending.

In the light of the information submitted by the Government on 25 November 2008, the Committee requests the
Government to provide any additional information it may consider relevant for its examination at its next session in 2009.

[The Government is requested to reply in detail to the present comments in 2009].
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INDIGENOUS AND TRIBAL PEOPLES

Norway
Indigenous and Tribal Peoples Convention, 1989 (No. 169) (ratification: 1990)

The Committee notes the observations dated 28 August 2008 from the Norwegian Sami Parliament which, according

to the wishes expressed by the Government upon ratification, plays a direct role in the dialogue associated with
supervision of the application of the Convention. However, the Committee notes that the Government’s report has not
been received. It hopes that the Government will make every effort to take the necessary action to submit its report in
the near future, including replies to the Committee’s previous observation and any comments it may wish to make in
reply to the observations made by the Sami Parliament.

Pakistan

Indigenous and Tribal Populations Convention, 1957 (No. 107)
(ratification: 1960)

The Committee notes that the Government’s report has not been received. It must therefore repeat its previous

observation which read as follows:

1. Recalling the comments received from the All Pakistan Federation of Trade Unions concerning the application of the
Convention in 2003, the Committee notes another communication from the same organization dated 26 April 2005. In the recent
communication it is stated that tribal peoples in Pakistan suffered great economic and social hardship and deprivation and that
there was a need for the Government to bring national law and practice into conformity with the Convention, including through
effective economic and social measures to develop tribal areas and to provide for basic needs of education, water, health and
employment opportunities. The Committee notes the Government’s report which contains some information in reply to the
matters raised by the All Pakistan Federation of Trade Unions, as well as partial replies to the matters previously raised by the
Committee. The Committee further notes the communication dated 23 January 2006 from the Employers’ Federation of Pakistan,
which was forwarded by the Government, outlining the contributions made by the employers to the development of the tribal
areas.

2. The Committee recalls that under Article 2 of the Convention, the Government has the primary responsibility for
developing coordinated and systematic action for the protection of the populations concerned, including action to promote the
social, economic and cultural development of these populations and to raise their standard of living. In this regard, the Committee
notes from the Government’s report that the Annual Development Programme 2003-04 for the Federally Administrated Tribal
Areas (FATA) was allocated PKR3.26 billion to implement schemes in the areas of education and training, including skills
development for women, health, communication, agriculture and rural development. The Committee also notes that Pakistan’s
2003 Poverty Reduction Strategy Paper indicates that the Government has initiated a major development effort in the FATA “to
reach inaccessible areas and expose them to the mainstream economic benefits” (paragraph 5.193). The Committee notes that
among the objectives of this effort are the improvement of the living conditions of the rural poor, to boost agricultural production,
and to improve the status of women through training and support for income-generating activities. The Committee requests the
Government to provide in its next report information on the implementation of these development programmes in the FATA,
including statistical data or other indicators on the basis of which the Committee can appreciate the progress made in raising
the standard of living of tribal people in the different agencies, in accordance with the Convention. Recalling its previous
comments, the Committee reiterates its request to the Government to provide information on the development activities in the
Provincially Administered Tribal Areas, particularly those being implemented in Baluchistan.

The Committee is raising other points in a request addressed directly to the Government.
The Committee hopes that the Government will make every effort to take the necessary action in the very near

future.

Panama

Indigenous and Tribal Populations Convention, 1957 (No. 107)
(ratification: 1971)

The Committee notes that the Government’s report has not been received. It must therefore repeat its previous

observation which read as follows:
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1. The Committee notes the full information provided by the Government in its report, received in October 2003, and the
numerous annexes attached. It also notes the detailed report prepared by the Indigenous Assemblies and Organizations of Panama
on the situation of indigenous peoples, and the various annexes attached, which were forwarded to the Government on 27 May
2003 for its comments.

2. The Committee notes the information provided by the Government on the continuation of the legislative activity to
provide legal guarantees for the rights of indigenous communities. In particular, the Committee notes with interest the
establishment of the National Traditional Indigenous Medicine Commission and the Technical Secretariat for Traditional
Medicine of Indigenous Peoples by Executive Decree No. 117 of 9 May 2003, the text of which was attached to the
Government’s report and which recognizes the importance of the knowledge and therapeutic and healing practices of these
peoples. The Committee trusts that the Government will provide information in its next report on the activities of these
institutions both to promote the preventive methods, healing practices and traditional medicine of indigenous peoples and to
improve the coverage of primary health care in rural and remote areas.

3. In its previous request, the Committee reminded the Government of the importance of adopting education plans

incorporating the values and needs of indigenous populations. The Committee notes with interest the adoption of Act No. 5 of 15
January 2002 declaring 12 October to be the National Day of Reflection on the Situation of Indigenous Peoples and instructing
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educational institutions, both official and private, to carry out cultural activities on that day designed to study and appreciate the
cultures of indigenous peoples, recognizing their contribution to the nation. This Act also provides that the Ministry of Education
shall take measures to ensure that by January 2003 school texts incorporate changes recognizing the contribution made by the
culture of indigenous peoples. The Committee would be grateful if the Government would keep it informed in its next report on
the implementation of this Act.

4. The Committee notes the indication in the communication of the Indigenous Assemblies and Organizations of Panama
concerning the urgent need to establish dialogue between indigenous peoples and the three state bodies to discuss the ratification
of the Indigenous and Tribal Peoples Convention, 1989 (No. 169). On this subject, the Committee noted with interest in its
previous comment that the Permanent Commission on Indigenous Affairs of the Legislative Assembly considered it appropriate
to ratify the Convention. The Committee notes the Government’s indication that it has not taken a definitive decision on this
matter due to the complexity of the matters covered by the Convention and the effects of its application. The Committee wishes
to point out once again to the Government that it can seek the Office’s assistance if it considers it necessary. The Committee
hopes that the Government will once again provide information in its next report on any developments in relation to this
matter.

The Committee is raising other points in a request addressed directly to the Government.

The Committee hopes that the Government will make every effort to take the necessary action in the very near
future.

Paraguay
Indigenous and Tribal Peoples Convention, 1989 (No. 169) (ratification: 1993)

The Committee notes with regret that the Government’s report has not been received. It must therefore repeat its
previous observation which read as follows:

1. The Committee notes the information contained in the Government’s report, received in March 2006, the information
provided by the Government to the Conference Committee on the Application of Standards in June 2006 and the ensuing debate,
as a result of which the Committee on the Application of Standards urged the Government to adopt measures to enable it to send
on a regular basis the information requested by the Committee of Experts. It emphasized the importance of providing information
on the practical application of the Convention, in particular regarding the various aspects relating to the recruitment and
conditions of employment of indigenous persons. It recalled the Government’s obligation to consult and ensure the participation
of indigenous peoples with respect to measures that might affect them and it suggested that the Government should consider
requesting further ILO technical assistance regarding the application of the Convention. The Committee notes that although all
the information requested on the application of the Convention in practice has not been provided, the Government has made an
effort to gather information in its report and to submit additional information during the Conference Committee on the
Application of Standards. The Committee hopes that the Government will make efforts to provide its report on the application
of the Convention within the established time limits and that, in particular, it will provide information on the application in
practice of certain provisions indicated in the following paragraphs and the direct request. The Committee invites the
Government to request the Office’s technical assistance with a view to examining possible solutions to the problems of
application indicated in the Committee’s comments.

Recruitment and conditions of employment

2. Article 20 of the Convention. With regard to discrimination in relation to wages and treatment based on the indigenous
origin of workers, particularly those working on ranches within the country and for Mennonite communities (which in certain
cases constitute situations of forced labour), the Committee notes the Government’s indication that with the cooperation of the
ILO, a field study was undertaken, which is summarized in the document entitled “Debt Bondage and Marginalization in the
Paraguayan Chaco”. The study shows that the labour situation of indigenous communities in the Paraguayan Chaco is often a
result of cultural issues. The Government adds that the document was subjected to tripartite analysis in seminars in which the
participants included representatives of indigenous communities and that the Ministry of Justice and Labour dispatched labour
inspectors to ascertain the situations described. The Committee notes with interest the Inter-Institutional Cooperation Agreement
between the Ministry of Justice and Labour and the municipal authorities of Mariscal José Félix Estigarribia (the centre of the
Paraguayan Chaco). Pursuant to the Agreement, a regional office of the General Directorate of Labour will be established to
cover cases in the western region of the country, and the officials in that office will participate in radio programmes broadcast
widely in the Chaco region to disseminate information regarding the labour rights of workers and employers inter alia. The
Committee hopes that the Government will provide all the necessary means to the abovementioned office so that it is able to
take effective action against discrimination and forced labour, and to ensure decent work for indigenous peoples. The
Committee, in particular, asks the Government to keep it informed of the activities undertaken by the regional office to
eliminate forced labour and discrimination and to give effect to Article 20 of the Convention and on the results and impact
achieved in practice, particularly with regard to the situation on ranches and in Mennonite communities. Please also provide
information on the number and outcome of inspections undertaken and the measures adopted as a result.
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Consultation and participation — coordinated and systematic action

3. Article 6. Consultation. The Committee notes that according to the report, Act No. 2822, “the Statutes of Indigenous
Peoples and Communities”, approved by the National Congress on 3 November 2005, which repealed Act No. 904/81, “Statute of
Indigenous Communities”, was partially vetoed by the executive authority upon the proposal of the Paraguayan Indigenous
Institute (INDI) and representative indigenous organizations on the ground that it contained unconstitutional provisions and
violated the rights of indigenous communities recognized in the Constitution. It also notes the Government’s indication that Bill
No. 2822 was the culmination of a process initiated in March 2004 in the context of the programme for the institutional
strengthening of the INDI, during which consultations were held with indigenous peoples through workshops, personal interviews
with indigenous leaders, working meetings and visits to communities. The process concluded with an Indigenous Congress held
in March 2005, which issued guidance for more effective application and compliance with constitutional rights, including the
amendment of Act No. 904/81, which gave rise to the submission of the above Bill to the National Congress without a final
review by the representative indigenous organizations. In its previous comments, the Committee noted the communication of the
National Union of Workers (CNT) received on 10 August 2001, according to which the Bill referred to above governs the
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operation of the institutions responsible for the national indigenous policy, and observed that the obligation of consultation had
not been given effect. As the Government plans to adopt legislation governing the rights of indigenous peoples at the national
level, the Committee hopes that the Government, in the process of the adoption of the legislation on indigenous rights, will
comply with the requirement of prior consultation in accordance with Article 6 of the Convention. The Committee considers
that the consultation and participation machinery envisaged in the Convention contributes to the progressive implementation
of the Convention on indigenous peoples. It further considers that by engaging in genuine dialogue with these peoples on
issues which affect them, progress will be made in the development of inclusive instruments which will contribute to reducing
tension and increasing social cohesion. The Committee hopes that the Government will keep it informed regarding the
measures adopted or envisaged to ensure consultation within the meaning of the Convention on the relevant legislative and
administrative measures, and particularly with regard to the Bill vetoed by the executive authority.

4. Articles 2 and 33. Coordinated and systematic action with the participation of indigenous peoples. The Committee
also wishes to draw the Government’s attention to the fact that Articles 2 and 33 of the Convention provide for coordinated and
systematic action, with the participation of indigenous peoples, from the planning to the evaluation of the measures envisaged in
the Convention. The Committee urges the Government to make every effort, in cooperation with the peoples concerned, to
achieve progress in the implementation of these Articles. Indeed, the consultation envisaged by the Convention goes beyond
consultation on specific cases and requires the whole system for the application of the provisions of the Convention to be
implemented in a systematic and coordinated manner in cooperation with indigenous peoples. This presupposes a gradual process
of the establishment of appropriate bodies and machinery for this purpose. The Committee requests the Government to provide
information on the measures adopted in this respect.

5. Part VIII of the report form. The Committee, considering that the Convention is fundamentally an instrument
promoting dialogue and participation, wishes to remind the Government that this point of the report form, approved by the
Governing Body, indicates that “although such action is not required, the Government may find it helpful to consult organizations
of indigenous or tribal peoples in the country, through their traditional institutions where they exist, on the measures taken to give
effect to the present Convention, and in preparing reports on its application”. The Committee asks the Government to indicate
whether it is planning to hold such consultations.

The Committee is raising other points in a request addressed directly to the Government.

The Committee hopes that the Government will make every effort to take the necessary action in the very near
future.

Peru
Indigenous and Tribal Peoples Convention, 1989 (No. 169) (ratification: 1994)

The Committee notes a communication from the General Confederation of Workers of Peru (CGTP) concerning
Peru’s compliance with the Convention, enclosing the Alternative Report of 2008 on the application of the Convention in
Peru received on 5 August 2008 and sent to the Government on 1 September 2008. This report was drawn up with the
participation of the Inter-Ethnic Association for the Development of the Peruvian Rainforest (AIDESEP), the Peasant
Farmers’ Confederation of Peru (CCP), the National Agrarian Confederation (CNA), the National Coordinating
Committee for Communities affected by Mining (CONACAMI), the Regional Association of the Indigenous Peoples of
the Central Rainforest (ARPI), the Ucayali AIDESEP Regional Organization (ORAU) and non-governmental
organizations belonging to the Indigenous Peoples Working Group of the National Coordinating Committee on Human
Rights. The Committee also notes two communications from the General Union of Grau Tacna Commercial Centre
Wholesalers and Retailers (SIGECOMGT), one dated 17 September 2007 and sent to the Government on 27 September
2007, the other dated 28 March 2008 and sent to the Government on 2 May 2008. In addition, in its observation of 2007,
the Committee noted another communication from the CGTP and a communication from SIGECOMGT which were sent
to the Government, but which the Committee did not examine because of the Government’s indication that, owing to the
severe earthquake which occurred in Peru on 15 August 2007, it had not been in a position to supply information, and for
that reason the Committee will examine both of these communications on this occasion. The Committee also notes the
indication in the Government’s report, received on 17 October 2008, that it had received the alternative report from the
CGTP on 5 August. However, the Government has not yet provided comments on the communications. Because of the
late arrival of the Government’s report, the Committee will consider some items in the report relating to the
communications and will examine it in detail in 2009, together with the reply to the present comments.

Article 1 of the Convention. Peoples covered by the Convention. The communications indicate that various
categories are referred to in Peru to designate and recognize indigenous peoples. Consequently, it is unclear to whom the
Convention applies. They explain that the legal term “indigenous peoples” is not found in the Constitution, and that the
legal term established by the colonial authorities, and recognized by the Constitution and most of the legislation is the
word “community”. There are both rural and native communities in the country, with 6,000 communities registered at
present. The terms “native communities”, “rural communities” and “indigenous peoples” are used inconsistently
sometimes to mean similar or different things, depending on the laws in question. The communications indicate that the
extent to which the Convention is applied varies. For example, in the case of “native communities”, positive measures
have been adopted to enhance the right to consultation. However, there has been little progress in the application of the
Convention to rural communities of the coastal and highland regions.

The Committee notes the Government’s statement that section 2 of the regulations relating to Act No. 28945
concerning the National Institute of Andean Peoples establishes the definitions applying to the Andean, Amazonian and
Afro-Peruvian peoples. The Committee notes the Government’s indication that peasant farmers’ communities and native
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communities are placed on a similar footing to indigenous peoples with regard to the recognition of their ethnic and
cultural rights, with emphasis on the social, political and cultural aspects. This appears to be a positive statement as it
confirms indications from previous reports from the Government and comments from the Committee to the effect that
indigenous communities are covered by the Convention irrespective of what they are called. However, there appear to be
inconsistencies in the application of the Convention as regards its coverage. The Committee considers that, where rural
communities meet the requirements of Article 1(1) of the Convention, they must enjoy the full protection of the
Convention regardless of differences from or similarities to other communities and irrespective of what they are called.

The Committee has been referring to this matter for a number of years and in its direct request of 1998 the
Committee suggested “that the Government might develop harmonized criteria for the populations which may be covered
by the Convention, since the various definitions and terms used may give rise to confusion between rural, indigenous and
native populations and those living in the highlands, the forest and cleared land”. The Committee notes from the
communications received that there seem to be different degrees of application of the Convention, according to the name
given to the community. It also observes that the inconsistent terminology used in different laws creates confusion and
that the different names or characteristics of the peoples concerned are irrelevant if they come within the scope of
Article 1(1), of the Convention. The Committee reiterates that the concept of “indigenous peoples” is broader than that of
the communities to which such peoples belong and that, whatever such communities are called, it is irrelevant for the
purposes of the application of the Convention, as long as “native”, “rural” or other communities are covered by
Article 1(1)(a) or (b), of the Convention. Therefore the provisions of the Convention should be applied to all of them
equally. This does not imply that specific action targeted at specific needs of certain groups cannot be taken. This is the
case, for example of communities with which no contact has been established or those living in voluntary isolation. The
Committee again draws the Government’s attention to the fact that the various terms used and the difference in legislative
treatment cause confusion and make it difficult to apply the Convention. The Committee therefore requests the
Government once again, in consultation with the representative institutions of the indigenous peoples, to establish
harmonized criteria to define the coverage of the Convention so as to avoid the confusion resulting from the various
definitions and names given to them, and to provide information in this respect. The Committee also urges the
Government to take the necessary measures to guarantee that all the peoples referred to in Article 1 of the Convention
are covered by all of the Convention’s provisions and enjoy the rights set out therein on an equal footing, and to
provide information in this respect.

Articles 2 and 33. Coordinated and systematic action. The CGTP alleges blatant and systematic lack of compliance
with Article 33 of the Convention with regard to the State’s obligation to ensure that agencies or other appropriate
mechanisms exist to administer the programmes affecting the peoples concerned and that they have the means necessary
for the proper fulfilment of the functions assigned to them. It states that the National Institute of Andean, Amazonian and
Afro-Peruvian Peoples (INDEPA) was established in 2005, by means of Act No. 28,495, as a participatory body with
administrative and budgetary autonomy, whose principal mandate is to design national policies for the promotion and
protection of indigenous and Afro-Peruvian peoples, and supervise and coordinate their implementation. The CGTP states
that although there are indigenous representatives on the Executive Board of the INDEPA, the disparity in representation
is clear, meaning that decisions tend to be imposed by the State. Furthermore, most decisions are taken in any case without
the participation of the Board. The trade union refers to the lack of real power of INDEPA within the Ministry for
Women’s Affairs and Social Development, undermining its functionality and undermining the effective participation of
the indigenous representatives in the decision-making process. The CGTP asserts that INDEPA must be strengthened. The
Committee reiterates its previous statements that Articles 2 and 33 are complementary, and that to ensure the correct
application of Article 2, which states that “governments shall have the responsibility for developing, with the participation
of the peoples concerned, coordinated and systematic action to protect the rights of these peoples”, it is essential that the
agencies or other appropriate mechanisms provided for in Article 33 are established. The Convention also provides that
measures aimed at applying its provisions shall be formulated in a systematic and coordinated manner, in cooperation with
the indigenous peoples. This presupposes the establishment of the appropriate bodies and mechanisms. The Committee
requests the Government to establish, with the participation of the indigenous peoples and in consultation with them,
the agencies and mechanisms provided for by Article 33 of the Convention, to ensure that such agencies or
mechanisms have the means necessary for the proper fulfilment of the functions assigned to them, and to supply
information on the measures taken in this regard.

Articles 6 and 17. Consultation and legislation. The Committee notes the adoption on 19 May 2008 of Legislative
Decree No. 1015, amending the number of voters required for disposing of communal land. The CGTP states that, in the
face of widespread criticism, this Decree was amended on 28 June 2008 by Legislative Decree No. 1073, which also eases
conditions for disposing of communal land, but there was no consultation on the adoption of such legislation. The
Committee draws the Government’s attention to the fact that, according to Article 6(1)(a) of the Convention, governments
shall consult the peoples concerned, through appropriate procedures and in particular through their representative
institutions, whenever consideration is being given to legislative or administrative measures which may affect them
directly, and, according to Article 17(2), the peoples concerned shall be consulted whenever consideration is being given
to their capacity to alienate their lands or otherwise transmit their rights outside their own community. The Committee
recalls that the Governing Body referred to a similar question in 1998 in relation to Act No. 26845 (GB.273/14/4) and
stated that “under Article 17(2) of the Convention, the peoples concerned shall be consulted whenever consideration is
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being given to their capacity to alienate their lands or otherwise transmit their rights outside their own community. In this
case, in particular, the Committee notes that there is no indication that consultations have been held on the implications of
these measures to establish title with the people concerned as provided by the Convention”. The same report also
reminded the Government of its obligation to hold consultations under the terms of Article 17(2), including on the scope
and implications of the proposed measures. The Committee expresses its concern at the fact that, ten years after the
publication of the aforementioned Governing Body report, communications are still being received alleging a lack of prior
consultation with respect to the adoption of the measures provided for in Articles 6 and 17(2) of the Convention. The
Committee urges the Government to take steps, without further delay, with the participation of the indigenous peoples,
to establish appropriate consultation and participation mechanisms and to consult the indigenous peoples before the
adoption of the measures referred to in Articles 6 and 17(2) of the Convention, and to provide information in this
respect.

The Committee notes the statement by SIGECOMGT that draft Acts Nos 690 and 840 are being examined by
Congress, relating to the promotion of private investment in the lands of Amazonian indigenous peoples, without their
consultation. The Committee requests the Government to ensure that consultations are held with regard to these
projects and to supply information on the consultations held.

Articles 2, 6, 7, 15 and 33. Participation, consultation and natural resources. The communications refer in detail to
numerous serious situations of conflict connected with a dramatic increase in the exploitation of natural resources, without
participation or consultation, on lands traditionally occupied by indigenous peoples. Mining accounted for less than 3
million hectares in 1992 but increased to 22 million hectares in 2000, and 3,326 out of 5,818 communities recognized in
Peru were affected. The “emblematic cases” referred to include the Rio Blanco mining project. The CGTP indicates that
the underlying discussion in Rio Blanco relates to the kind of development desired by the population, which drew up a
sustainable alternative proposal for the region entitled “Vision for a shared and sustainable future” which did not include
mining but the Government ignored this initiative. With regard to the 75 million hectares of oil and gas deposits in
Peruvian Amazonia, more than 75 per cent are covered by oil and gas sites imposed on indigenous lands. The
communications refer in detail to numerous cases of exploitation of natural resources without participation or consultation,
and attach a December 2006 report from the Office of the People’s Ombudsperson entitled “Socio-environmental disputes
as a result of mining and allied activities in Peru”, which raises the alarm with regard to the gravity of the situation,
indicating that the indigenous and peasant peoples are those most affected in those cases. It also mentions that those
peoples are not always opposed to exploration or exploitation but merely wish to have a share in the benefits of such
activities.

The communication sent by the CGTP refers to the recent Decree No. 012-2008-EM issuing regulations on people’s
participation in oil and gas sector activities. It claims that this Decree gives legal backing to the monitoring activities
promoted by the companies but that the same backing does not exist for community monitoring, thereby creating
conditions for manipulation and co-option. With respect to forestry exploitation, it states that although Act No. 27308
formally protects the rights of indigenous peoples, the latter have received no technical or economic support in practice,
effective policies and controls are lacking, and forestry concessions have been superimposed on communal lands, with 18
cases in Ucayali. The communication from SIGECOMGT refers to various cases of presumed violations of the
Convention in relation to the extraction of natural resources, consultations and land rights, with serious consequences due
to pollution of the environment, particularly water, as a result of mining activities. Particular reference is made to the
activities of the Barrick Misquichilca company in Huaraz de Ancash province and the activities of the Newmont mining
company in Tacna. With regard to forest resources, 53,000 hectares of the virgin Loreto forest have reportedly been
assigned to a concession for reforestation without consultation of the indigenous communities or their participation.

The Government has not sent any reply to these comments but states that, in May 2008, by means of Supreme
Decree No. 020-2008-EM of the Directorate-General of Social Management at the Ministry of Energy and Mining, it
issued the regulations concerning citizens’ participation in oil and gas sector activities which, according to the report,
gives effect to Articles 2, 7, 13, 15 and 33 of the Convention. It states that the adoption of the regulations involved
substantial participation of the citizens. It also states that the following legislation has been adopted to this end: Supreme
Decree No. 012-2008-EM issuing regulations on the people’s participation in oil and gas sector activities; Supreme
Decree No. 015-2006-EM issuing regulations on protection of the environment in relation to the development of activities
in the oil and gas sector; and Supreme Decree No. 020-2008-EM issuing environmental regulations in relation to mining
activities. Since January 2008, the Ministry of Energy and Mining has been promoting tripartite dialogue meetings with
the participation of the Government, the private sector and indigenous leaders in the regions of Madre de Dios, Loreto and
Ucayali, and coordinating committees have been established in the last two of these regions. Furthermore, the “National
programme for hydrographic basins and land conservation (PRONAMACHS)” of the Ministry of Agriculture makes
participation the key element in its strategy.

The Committee notes from the Government’s report that the Government has made some effort with regard to
consultation and participation; however, it is concerned that from the communications, drawn up with full participation of
the indigenous peoples, and the report from the Office of the People’s Ombudsperson that these efforts appear to be
isolated and sporadic and at times not in line with the Convention (for example, information meetings being held rather
than consultations). There is a lack of participation and consultation for tackling the numerous disputes connected with the
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exploitation of resources in lands traditionally occupied by indigenous peoples. The Committee expresses its concern
regarding the communications received and the lack of comments on them from the Government. The Committee urges
the Government to adopt the necessary measures, with the participation and consultation of the indigenous peoples, to
ensure (1) the participation and consultation of the indigenous peoples in a coordinated and systematic manner in the
light of Articles 2, 6, 7, 15 and 33 of the Convention; (2) the identification of urgent situations connected with the
exploitation of natural resources which endanger the persons, institutions, property, work, culture and environment of
the peoples concerned and the prompt application of special measures necessary to safeguard them. The Committee
requests the Government to supply information in this respect, together with its comments on the communications
received.

The Committee is raising other points in a request addressed directly to the Government.
[The Government is asked to reply in detail to the present comments in 2009.]

Tunisia

Indigenous and Tribal Populations Convention, 1957 (No. 107)
(ratification: 1962)

The Committee notes the Government’s brief report which indicates that issues related to indigenous and tribal
populations do not arise in Tunisia. In addition, the Government indicates that under article 6 of the Constitution all
Tunisians have equal rights and duties and are equal before the law.

While noting these indications, the Committee also notes that the 2003 Report of the Working Group of Experts on
Indigenous Populations/Communities of the African Commission on Human and Peoples’ Rights has addressed the
situation of the Berbers (Amazigh) of North Africa which identify themselves as indigenous peoples. The Working Group
refers to estimates according to which 5 per cent of the population of Tunisia are believed to be Amazigh.

The Committee recalls that the Convention has been revised by the Indigenous and Tribal Peoples Convention, 1989
(No. 169) which is oriented towards respect for and protection of indigenous and tribal peoples’ cultures, ways of life and
traditional institutions. As indicated in its 1992 general observation, the Committee therefore encourages the
Government to consider ratifying Convention No. 169.

The Committee notes that pending such consideration, the Government remains under the obligation to give effect to
the provisions of Convention No. 107 which remain relevant, including Articles 5, 7 and 11, or any other provisions which
may be applied while respecting generally accepted human rights principles pertaining to indigenous and tribal peoples.
The Committee requests the Government to provide information on the application of the relevant provisions of the
Convention, including information on the measures taken to seek the collaboration of representatives of any
populations which fall under the scope of the Convention as envisaged in Article 5(a).

[The Government is asked to reply in detail to the present comments in 2010.]

Direct requests

In addition, requests regarding certain points are being addressed directly to the following States: Convention
No. 107 (Angola, Belgium, Egypt, El Salvador, Haiti, Malawi, Pakistan, Panama, Portugal, Syrian Arab Republic);
Convention No. 169 (Colombia, Denmark, Fiji, Honduras, Paraguay, Peru).
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SPECIFIC CATEGORIES OF WORKERS

Specific categories of workers

France
Nursing Personnel Convention, 1977 (No. 149) (ratification: 1984)

The Committee notes that the Government’s report has not been received. It must therefore repeat its previous
observation which read as follows:

The Committee has been commenting for the last ten years on the method for appointing members of the nursing care
committees and has been requesting information on the participation of representative organizations in these consultative bodies.
The Government in successive reports has not supplied any explanations on this point, nor has it informed of any follow-up
discussions concerning the modification of the method of appointing members of the nursing care committees which were to be
held with trade union organizations under the terms of the protocol agreement signed in March 2000 by the Government and
representative organizations of nursing personnel.

The Committee recalls once again that Article 5, paragraph 1, of the Convention does not specify the role to be played by
the representatives of nursing personnel in promoting participative and consultative practices within health care establishments,
nor does it indicate any particular method of appointing representatives of the personnel. However, reference may be made to
Paragraphs 19(2) and 20 of the Nursing Personnel Recommendation, 1977 (No. 157), according to which the representatives of
nursing personnel should be understood within the meaning of Article 3 of the Workers’ Representatives Convention, 1971 (No.
135), which sets out specific procedures for the appointment of representatives.

The Committee requests the Government once again to indicate whether the possible modification of the method of
appointing members of nursing care committees by drawing lots is still under consideration and to report on any further
developments in this regard.

The Committee is also addressing a direct request to the Government concerning certain other points.
The Committee hopes that the Government will make every effort to take the necessary action in the very near future.

Guinea
Nursing Personnel Convention, 1977 (No. 149) (ratification: 1982)

The Committee notes that the Government’s report has not been received. It must therefore repeat its previous
observation which reads as follows:

The Committee notes with regret that the information provided by the Government in its last report remains fragmentary,
and estimates that, in the interest of maintaining a meaningful dialogue on the application of the Convention in law and practice,
the Government should make a genuine effort to collect and transmit all relevant information, including legislative texts or other
official documents, dealing with health care policy and nursing services. For instance, despite repeated requests in the last ten
years, the Committee has still not received a copy of Decree No. 93/043/PRG/SGG of 26 March 1993, establishing general
regimes for hospitals; nor has it received copies of the statutory texts and collective agreements applicable to nursing staff,
particularly as regards remuneration and hours of work. Moreover, the Government has been referring since 1992 to ongoing
negotiations on two sets of general regulations, one for medical and paramedical staff and another for nurses, without any
indication as to the time frame for the possible conclusion of those negotiations. In addition, the Committee notes with concern
the Government’s last statement to the effect that there is no specific policy concerning nursing services and that accordingly
there are no particular texts or provisions addressing the special nature of nursing work.

Under the circumstances, the Committee asks the Government to prepare a detailed and fully documented report on the
effect given to the main requirements of the Convention, particularly as regards: (i) the formulation of a national policy on
nursing services designed to improve the quality standards of public health care but also to create a stimulating environment
for the exercise of the nursing profession (Article 2(1)); (ii) measures relating to nursing education and training as may be
taken in consultation with the National Nurses Association (ANIGUI) (Article 2(2)(a) and Article 3); (iii) the institutional
framework and practical modalities of the process of consultation with employers’ and workers’ organizations in matters of
nursing policy (Article 2(3) and Article 5(1)); (iv) sufficient protection for nursing personnel, in light of the constraints and
hazards inherent in the profession, especially in terms of hours of work and rest periods, paid absence and social security
benefits (Article 6); and (v) measures to improve the occupational safety and health conditions of health workers, including
any specific initiative aimed at protecting nursing personnel from HIV infection (Article 7).

Finally, recalling that some statistical data on the evolution of the nursing workforce were transmitted for the last time
in 1992, the Committee requests the Government to provide, in accordance with Part V of the report form, up to date
information on the practical application of the Convention, including for instance statistics on the nurse-to-population ratio,
the number of students attending nursing schools and the number of nurses leaving or joining the profession, as well as any
difficulties encountered in the application of the Convention (e.g. migration of qualified nurses, impact of the privatization of
health care institutions on the employment conditions of nurses, etc.).

The Committee hopes that the Government will make every effort to take the necessary action in the very near future.

Direct requests

In addition, requests regarding certain points are being addressed directly to the following States: Convention
No. 110 (Céte d'Ivoire, Nicaragua, Panama); Convention No. 149 (Congo, Denmark, France, France: French Guiana,
France: Guadeloupe, France: Martinique, France: Réunion, France: St Pierre and Miquelon, Guyana, Kenya,
Kyrgyzstan, Malawi, Malta, Norway, Russian Federation, Sweden, United Republic of Tanzania); Convention No. 172
(Barbados, Guyana, Ireland, Spain); Convention No. 177 (Ireland).
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SUBMISSION TO THE COMPETENT AUTHORITIES

Il. Observations concerning the submission to
the competent authorities of the Conventions
and Recommendations adopted by the
International Labour Conference
(article 19 of the Constitution)

Angola

The Committee notes with regret that the Government has not replied to its previous observations. It asks the
Government to provide information with regard to the submission to the National Assembly of the instruments adopted
by the conference at its 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions (2003—07).

In addition, the Committee requests the Government to provide information on the submission to the National
Assembly of the Protection of Workers’ Claims (Employer’s Insolvency) Recommendation, 1992 (No. 180) (79th
Session, 1992), the Protocol of 1995 to the Labour Inspection Convention, 1947, (82nd Session, 1995), and the Job
Creation in Small and Medium-Sized Enterprises Recommendation, 1998 (No. 189) (86th Session, 1998).

Antigua and Barbuda

The Committee notes with regret that the Government has not replied to its previous observations. It asks the
Government to supply the relevant information concerning the submission to the Parliament of Antigua and Barbuda
of the instruments adopted by the Conference during 12 sessions held between 1996 and 2007 (83rd, 84th, 85th, 86th,
88th, 89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions).

Azerbaijan

The Committee notes the communication received in October 2008 reporting on the measures taken to examine the
instruments adopted at the 95th Session. It recalls the information provided by the Government in September 2007
indicating that the Maritime Labour Convention, 2006, was submitted to the State Maritime Administration for its
examination. It requests the Government to provide information with regard to the submission to the Mili Mejlis
(National Assembly) of Recommendation No. 180 (79th Session), and the instruments adopted at the 83rd, 84th, 88th,
89th, 90th, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference. Please also indicate the date of submission of
Recommendation No. 195 to the National Assembly.

Bahamas

The Committee notes with interest that the ratification of the Maritime Labour Convention, 2006, was registered on
11 February 2008. The Committee hopes that the Government will also supply information on the submission to
Parliament of the remaining 16 instruments adopted by the Conference between 1997 and 2007 (at the 85th, 86th, 88th,
89th, 90th, 92nd, 95th and 96th Sessions).

691

-
=
)

2
@
o
£
<]
o
(-]

=

=
o
=)
o

2
7]

£’
£

o
=3

(7]

authorities




SUBMISSION TO THE COMPETENT AUTHORITIES

Bahrain

The Committee notes the information provided by the Government in November 2008 indicating that the Work in
Fishing Convention, 2007 (No.188), and the Work in Fishing Recommendation, 2008 (No. 199), were submitted to the
Cabinet, which is, according to the Government, the competent authority in the Kingdom of Bahrain. The Committee
notes that the 2002 Constitution of the Kingdom of Bahrain provides for a Legislative Authority, constituted by the
National Assembly, which is composed of two Chambers, the Consultative Council and the Chamber of Deputies (article
51 of the Constitution of the Kingdom of Bahrain). Under article 19 of the ILO Constitution, the competent national
authority should normally be the legislature. The Committee notes that, even in cases where, under the terms of the
Constitution of the Member, legislative powers are held by the executive, it is in conformity with the spirit of the
provisions of article 19 of the Constitution of the ILO and practice to arrange for the examination of the instruments
adopted by the Conference by a deliberative body, where one exists. In this regard, the Committee notes that discussion in
a deliberative assembly, or at least information of the assembly, can constitute an important factor in the complete
examination of a question and in a possible improvement of the measures taken at the domestic level to give effect to the
instruments adopted by the Conference (see paragraphs (b) and (c) in Part II. Nature of the competent authority of the
2005 Memorandum concerning the obligation to submit Conventions and Recommendations to the competent authorities
of 2005). The Committee therefore hopes that the Government will be in a position to indicate that Convention No. 188
and Recommendation No. 199, as well as all the instruments adopted by the Conference at the seven sessions held
between 2000 and 2006, were also submitted to the Legislative Authority. The Committee invites the Government to
consider the possibility of requesting the assistance of the Office to better comply with this constitutional obligation.

Bangladesh

The Committee notes with regret that the Government has not replied to its previous comments. It asks again the
Government to provide information on the submission to Parliament of the remaining instruments adopted at the
77th Session (Convention No. 170 and Recommendation No. 177), the 79th Session (Convention No. 173 and
Recommendation No. 180), the 84th Session (Convention No. 179 and Recommendations Nos 185, 186 and 187), and
the 85th Session (Recommendation No. 188), as well as all the instruments adopted at the 81st, 82nd, 83rd, 86th, 88th,
89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions.

Belize

The Committee asks the Government to take measures in order to fulfil its constitutional obligation to submit the
instruments adopted by the Conference to the National Assembly. It refers to its 2008 observation on the application of
Convention No. 144, and hopes that the Government will supply information on the submission to the National
Assembly of the pending instruments adopted by the Conference at its 84th (Maritime) Session (October 1996), and the
other 17 sessions held between 1990 and 2007 (77th, 78th, 79th, 80th, 81st, 82nd, 83rd, 85th, 86th, 88th, 89th, 90th,
91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions).

Bolivia

In its 2005 observation the Committee noted that the international labour Conventions adopted by the Conference
from 1990 to 2003 were submitted to the National Congress on 26 April 2005. The Committee asks the Government to
also report on the decision taken by the National Congress with regard to the Conventions submitted. It also requests the
Government to indicate the representative organizations of employers and workers to which the information forwarded to
the Director-General concerning the submission of the abovementioned Conventions was communicated.

The Committee asks the Government to provide all the information requested on the submission to the National
Congress of all the remaining Conventions, Recommendations and Protocols adopted by the Conference between 1990
and 2007. The information is required by the questionnaire at the end of the Memorandum concerning the obligation to
submit Conventions and Recommendations to the competent authorities, revised by the Governing Body in March 2005.

Bosnia and Herzegovina

In its 2007 observation, the Committee noted that the instruments pending submission have been forwarded to the
relevant authorities in Bosnia and Herzegovina for their consideration and possible ratification. With the assistance of the
Office, 32 instruments adopted by the Conference since 1993 were translated and sent to the entities. The entities — the
Federation of Bosnia and Herzegovina and the Republika Srpska — were encouraged to involve the social partners at the
entity level in the consultation process. In November 2007, the Government confirmed that the instruments adopted by the
Conference between its 80th and 95th Sessions were sent to the authorities concerned and to the social partners of the
entities and of the Bri¢ko District for their examination with a view to an eventual ratification. The Committee hopes that
it will soon be possible to examine all the required information concerning the submission to the Parliamentary
Assembly of the instruments adopted by the Conference between 1993 and 2007.
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Brazil

The Committee notes with interest that the ratification of Convention No. 178 was registered on 21 December 2007.
It further notes that a tripartite committee was established in May 2008 to examine the instruments adopted by the
Conference at its 96th Session. The Committee recalls that Conventions Nos 128 to 130, 149 to 151, 156 and 157 and the
other instruments adopted at the 52nd, 78th, 79th, 81st, 82nd (1995 Protocol), 83rd, 84th (Conventions Nos 179 and 180;
1996 Protocol, Recommendations Nos 186 and 187), 85th, 86th, 88th, 90th, 92nd, 94th and 95th Sessions of the
Conference are still waiting to be submitted to the National Congress. The Committee hopes that the Government will
soon report on other measures that have been taken to submit all the pending instruments to the National Congress. In
this regard, the Committee recalls that the Tripartite Committee on International Relations (CTRI) requested the Ministry
of External Relations in March 2006 to take the necessary steps to submit to the National Congress the Tenants and Share-
croppers Recommendation, 1968 (No. 132), the Job Creation in Small and Medium-Sized Enterprises Recommendation,
1998 (No. 189), the Promotion of Cooperatives Recommendation, 2002 (No. 193), the List of Occupational Diseases
Recommendation, 2002 (No. 194), and the Human Resources Development Recommendation, 2004 (No. 195).

Burkina Faso

The Committee recalls the information supplied in August 2007 on the consultations held in order to submit the
Maritime Labour Convention, 2006. It asks the Government to provide the relevant information concerning the
submission to the National Assembly of the instruments adopted at the eight sessions of the Conference held between
2000 and 2007.

Cambodia

The Committee notes the assistance provided by the ILO in 2008 to translate into Khmer the instruments still
pending submission. It refers to its previous observations and hopes that the Government will soon indicate that the
instruments have been submitted to the National Assembly.

Cameroon

The Committee notes with interest the information provided by the Government in its reports concerning submission
prepared during the meeting of an inter-ministerial commission entrusted with the evaluation and follow-up of the
application of ILO Conventions, held in Mbalmayo in April 2008. The proposal was made to the National Assembly to
authorize the President of the Republic to ratify Conventions Nos 183 and 187. The reports were transmitted to the
representative organizations of employers and workers. The Committee hopes that the Government will soon be in a
position to announce that the reports have in fact been submitted to the National Assembly and that it will accept the
opinions set out therein. It once again invites the Government to provide all relevant information on the submission to the
National Assembly of the instruments adopted by the Conference at the 25 sessions held between 1983 and 2007, that is at
its 69th, 70th, 71st, 72nd, 74th, 75th, 76th, 77th, 78th, 79th, 80th, 81st, 82nd, 83rd, 84th, 85th, 86th, 88th, 89th, 90th, 91st,
92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions.

Cape Verde

The Committee notes with regret that the Government has provided no information on the submission to the
competent authorities of the instruments adopted by the Conference during 13 sessions held between 1995 and 2007
(82nd, 83rd, 84th, 85th, 86th, 88th, 89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions).

Central African Republic

The Committee refers to its previous observations and hopes that the Government will soon be in a position to
announce the submission to the National Assembly of the instruments adopted by the Conference at 20 sessions held
between 1988 and 2007 (75th, 76th, 77th, 78th, 79th, 80th, 81st, 82nd, 83rd, 84th, 85th, 86th, 88th, 89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd,
94th, 95th and 96th Sessions).

Chad

The Committee notes with regret that the Government has not provided the information requested for many years. It
once again asks the Government to provide the information requested in the questionnaire at the end of the Memorandum
on the submission to the National Assembly of the instruments adopted at 12 sessions of the Conference held between
1993 and 2007 (80th, 81st, 82nd, 83rd, 88th, 89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions).
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The Committee refers to its previous observations and requests the Government to provide all the information
required on the submission to the National Congress of the instruments adopted at 12 sessions of the Conference held
between 1996 and 2007 (83rd, 84th, 85th, 86th, 88th, 89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions).

The Committee refers to its 2008 observation on the application of Convention No. 144 and asks the Government to
provide all relevant information on the submission to the Congress of the Republic of the 31 instruments adopted at the
75th (Convention No. 168), 79th (Convention No. 173), 81st (Recommendation No. 182), 82nd, 83rd, 84th, 85th, 86th,
88th (Recommendation No. 191), 89th (Recommendation No. 192), 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions of the
Conference.

The Committee notes the Government’s communication, received in September 2008, indicating that it is facing a
problem with the reproduction of the instruments adopted by the Conference for submission to the Assembly of the Union
of Comoros. It notes that the Government has received in October 2008 copies of the documents requested. The
Committee hopes that the Government will be soon in a position to announce that the instruments adopted at
16 sessions held between 1992 and 2007 were submitted to the Assembly of the Union of Comoros.

The Committee notes a communication sent in December 2007 according to which the Ministry of Labour, on 27
April 2006, requested the General Secretary of the Government to submit 34 international labour Conventions and
43 Recommendations which had not yet been submitted to the National Assembly. The Committee notes that other
information has not yet been received on the steps taken for the transmission in practice to the National Assembly of the
instruments adopted at the 54th (Recommendations Nos 135 and 136), 55th (Recommendations Nos 137, 138, 139, 140,
141 and 142), 58th (Convention No. 137 and Recommendation No. 145), 60th (Conventions Nos 141 and 143,
Recommendations Nos 149 and 151), 62nd, 63rd (Recommendation No. 156), 67th (Recommendations Nos 163, 164 and
165), 68th (Convention No. 157 and Recommendations Nos 167 and 168), 69th, 70th, 71st (Recommendations Nos 170
and 171), 72nd, 74th and 75th (Recommendations Nos 175 and 176) Sessions of the Conference, and the instruments
adopted between 1990 and 2007 (77th, 78th, 79th, 80th, 81st, 82nd, 83rd, 84th, 85th, 86th, 88th, 8§9th, 90th, 91st, 92nd,
94th, 95th and 96th Sessions). The Committee urges the Government to spare no effort to comply with the obligation of
submission and recalls that the Office is available to the parties concerned to overcome this important backlog.

The Committee refers to its previous observations and asks the Government to provide all relevant information on
the submission to the National Assembly of the instruments adopted at 12 sessions of the Conference held between 1996
and 2007 (83rd, 84th, 85th, 86th, 88th, 89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions).

In its previous comments, the Committee noted that the instruments adopted at the 86th, 88th, 89th, 90th, 91st and
92nd Sessions of the Conference had not been submitted to the Croatian Parliament because the translation had not yet
been finished. It asks the Government to take appropriate measures in order to ensure that all the remaining
instruments adopted by the Conference between 1998 and 2007 are submitted to the Croatian Parliament.

Referring to its previous observations, the Committee requests the Government to provide all relevant information
concerning the submission to Parliament of the instruments adopted at 12 sessions of the Conference held between 1996
and 2007 (83rd, 84th, 85th, 86th, 88th, 89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions).

The Committee asks the Government to provide the required information on the submission to the National
Assembly of the instruments adopted at 26 sessions of the Conference held between 1980 and 2007 (66th, 68th, 69th,
70th, 71st, 72nd, 74th, 75th, 76th, 77th, 78th, 79th, 80th, 81st, 82nd, 84th, 85th, 86th, 88th, 89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th,
95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference).
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Dominica

The Committee regrets that the Government has not replied to its previous observations. It reiterates its hope that the
Government will soon announce that the instruments adopted by the Conference during 15 sessions held between 1993
and 2007 (80th, 81st, 82nd, 83rd, 84th, 85th, 86th, 88th, 89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions) have been
submitted to the House of Assembly.

El Salvador

In its previous comments, the Committee observed the failure to submit to the Congress of the Republic the
instruments adopted at the 62nd, 65th, 66th, 68th, 70th, 82nd, 83rd, 84th, 85th, 86th, 88th and 89th Sessions of the
Conference, as well as the remaining instruments from the 63rd (Convention No. 148 and Recommendations Nos 156 and
157), 67th (Convention No. 154 and Recommendation No. 163) and 69th (Recommendation No. 167) Sessions. The
Commiittee requests the Government to provide information on the submission to the Congress of the Republic of all
the remaining instruments, including Recommendations Nos 193 and 194 (90th Session, 2002) and the instruments
adopted at the 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions (2003-07).

Equatorial Guinea

The Committee notes the communication dated 9 May 2008 in which the Ministry of Labour and Social Security
requests the Head of Government to proceed with the submission to the House of People’s Representatives of the
instruments adopted by the Conference at 13 sessions held between 1993 and 2006. The Committee hopes to receive in
the near future the other relevant information on compliance with the obligation of submission, and particularly the
date on which the above instruments were in fact submitted to the House of People’s Representatives.

Ethiopia
The Committee asks the Government to provide all the relevant information on the submission to the House of

People’s Representatives of the instruments adopted by the Conference at its 88th (Recommendation No. 191), 90th, 91st,
92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions.

Fiji

The Committee notes with interest that the ratification of Conventions Nos 81, 149, 155, 172, 178 and 184 was
registered on 28 May 2008. It further notes that by Cabinet Decisions of May 2007, it was decided to defer the ratification
of Conventions Nos 177, 179, 180, 181, 183 and 185. The Committee recalls that even when a decision to defer the
ratification of Conventions is adopted, Governments still have the obligation to submit to parliament all Conventions,
Recommendations and Protocols adopted by the Conference. It further notes that, since December 2006, Fiji has been run
by an interim Government appointed by the army and that before the restoration of democracy it will not be possible to
submit the instruments adopted by the Conference to the Parliament of Fiji. The Committee hopes that the Government
will be in a position to announce soon that the remaining instruments adopted by the Conference at its 84th Session
(Maritime, October 1996) and all the instruments adopted at the 83rd, 85th, 86th, 88th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and
96th Sessions have been submitted to the Parliament of Fiji.

Gabon

1. The Committee recalls its previous comments and invites the Government to report on Parliament’s decision
regarding Conventions Nos 122, 138, 142, 151, 155, 176, 177, 179, 181, 184 and 185.

2. The Committee further notes with interest the information received in February 2008 indicating that the
Government intends to submit to Parliament the Maritime Labour Convention, 2006, for its ratification. It hopes that the
Government will soon provide the relevant information concerning the submission to Parliament of the Conventions,
Recommendations and Protocols not yet submitted to Parliament that were adopted at the 74th, 82nd, 83rd, 84th, 86th
88th, 89th, 90th, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference.

Gambia

The Committee notes with serious concern that the Government has not communicated information on the
submission to the National Assembly of the instruments adopted by the Conference at 13 sessions held between 1995 and
2007.

The Committee notes that Gambia has been a Member of the Organization since 29 May 1995. It also recalls that,
under article 19 of the Constitution of the Organization, each Member undertakes to bring the instruments adopted by the
International Labour Conference before the authority or authorities within whose competence the matter lies “for the
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SUBMISSION TO THE COMPETENT AUTHORITIES

enactment of legislation or other action”. The Governing Body of the International Labour Office has adopted a
Memorandum concerning the obligation to submit Conventions and Recommendations to the competent authorities,
asking for particulars on this subject. The Committee hopes that the Government will provide all the information
requested by the questionnaire at the end of the Memorandum about the date on which the instruments were submitted
to the National Assembly and any proposals made by the Government on the measures to be taken with regard to the
instruments that have been submitted.

Georgia
The Committee refers to its previous observations and asks the Government to report on the submission to

Parliament of the instruments adopted by the Conference at 13 sessions held between 1993 and 2007 (80th, 81st, 82nd,
83rd, 84th, 88th, 89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions).

Ghana

The Committee recalls the information provided by the Government in July 2006 indicating that the instruments
adopted by the Conference at its 88th, 89th, 90th, 91st and 92nd Sessions were sent by the Labour Department to the
Sector Ministry for their submission to the Parliament of the Republic of Ghana. It asks the Government to indicate if all
the instruments adopted by the Conference at the eight sessions held between 2000 and 2007 have been submitted to
Parliament. In addition, the Committee recalls its previous comments and once again asks the Government to supply the
indications required with regard to the submission to Parliament of the instruments adopted by the Conference at its 80th
Session (Convention No. 174 and Recommendation No. 181), 81st Session (Convention No. 175 and Recommendation
No. 182), 82nd Session (Convention No. 176 and Recommendation No. 183, and the Protocol of 1995) and 84th Session
(Recommendations Nos 185 and 186).

Grenada

The Committee notes the information provided by the Government in September 2008 in which it recalls that,
following the Cabinet Conclusion No. 486 dated 12 March 2007, the Cabinet endorsed a list of Conventions and
Recommendations. The Office of the Houses of Parliament has communicated to the Department of Labour an apparent
delay in the process of the information submitted by Cabinet. The Committee hopes that the Government will be soon in
a position to provide the date at which the instruments adopted by the Conference between 1994 and 2006 were
submitted and the decisions taken by the Parliament of Grenada on the instruments submitted. It also asks the
Government to provide information on the submission to the Parliament of Grenada of the instruments adopted at the
96th Session of the Conference.

Guinea

The Committee refers to its previous comments and asks the Government to provide the information requested
regarding the submission to the National Assembly of the instruments adopted at 11 sessions held by the Conference
between October 1996 and June 2007 (84th, 85th, 86th, 88th, 89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions).

Guinea-Bissau

The Committee refers to its 2006 observation and recalls that the Government reported on the submission to the
President of the Council of Ministers for its consideration and approval for ratification of Conventions Nos 87, 122, 135,
144, 150, 151, 154, 175, 177, 181 and 183. The Committee hopes that the Government will provide updated information
on the decision taken with regard to the abovementioned Conventions, as well as with the submission to the National
People’s Assembly of the instruments adopted by the Conference at its 89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd , 95th and 96th Sessions.

Haiti

The Committee notes the detailed information sent by the Ministry of Social Affairs and Labour in October 2008
indicating that, owing to the ongoing government crisis, the files prepared with a view to submission to Parliament have
been unable to go through the usual channels. The Committee also takes account of the firm undertaking given by the
Ministry of Social Affairs and Labour to expedite the files for submission once the Prime Minister is installed in office. It
notes the assistance given by the ILO and trusts that the Government will be in a position in the very near future to send
information indicating that the submission to Parliament has indeed taken place. It recalls that delays in submission relate
to the following instruments:

(a) the remaining instruments from the 67th Session (Conventions Nos 154 and 155 and Recommendations Nos 163 and
164);

(b) the instruments adopted at the 68th Session;
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(c) the remaining instruments adopted at the 75th Session (Convention No. 168 and Recommendations Nos 175 and
176); and

(d) the instruments adopted at the 19 sessions of the Conference held between 1989 and 2007.

Ireland

The Committee hopes that the Government will be able to announce soon that the instruments adopted by the
Conference at eight sessions held between 2000 and 2007 (88th, 89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions)
were submitted to the Oireachtas (Parliament).

Kazakhstan

The Committee notes the information provided by the Government in November 2007 indicating that, in conformity
with article 49 of the Constitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan, Parliament is the highest legislative body. The
Government also indicated that the instruments adopted by the Conference at its 95th Session have not been submitted to
Parliament, as it needs time to first apply the 2007 Labour Code in practice and to study its impact. The Committee recalls
that the aim of submission to parliaments is to encourage a rapid and responsible decision by each member State on
instruments adopted by the Conference (see Part I(b), Aims and objectives of submission of the 2005 Memorandum). The
Committee further notes that instruments adopted by the Conference at 15 sessions, held between 1993 and 2007, have yet
to be submitted to Parliament. It hopes that the Government and the social partners will take appropriate measures to
consult effectively on the proposals to be made to Parliament on the pending instruments and it will be possible in the
very near future to submit the 32 instruments adopted by the Conference still pending submission to Parliament.

Kenya

The Committee notes the information provided by the Government in August 2008 indicating that, once constituted
the National Labour Board, all the pending instruments adopted by the Conference will be placed on its agenda before
submission to the competent authorities. The Committee refers to its previous observations and asks the Government to
provide the required information on the submission to the National Assembly of the Protocols of 1995 and 1996
(adopted at the 82nd and 84th Sessions), and of all the instruments adopted by the Conference at its eight sessions held
between 2000 and 2007 (88th, 89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions).

Kiribati

The Committee refers to its previous comments and recalls that the Government indicated that, after an ILO mission
in October 2005, a memorandum for submission to Cabinet and to the Maneaba ni Maungatabu (House of Assembly) of
the instruments adopted at the 88th, 89th, 90th and 91st Sessions of the Conference had been prepared. It hopes that the
Government will soon be in a position to announce the submission to the House of Assembly of the instruments
adopted by the Conference at the eight sessions held between 2000 and 2007 (88th, 89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th
and 96th Sessions).

Kyrgyzstan

The Committee notes with serious concern that the Government has not communicated information on the
submission to the competent authorities of instruments adopted by the Conference at 16 sessions held between 1992 and
2007.

The Committee notes that Kyrgyzstan has been a Member of the Organization since 31 March 1992. It recalls that
under article 19 of the Constitution of the International Labour Organization, every Member undertakes to bring the
instruments adopted by the International Labour Conference before the authority or authorities within whose competence
the matter lies “for the enactment of legislation or other action”. The Governing Body of the International Labour Office
has adopted a Memorandum concerning the obligation to submit Conventions and Recommendations to the competent
authorities, asking for particulars on this subject. The Committee hopes that the Government will provide all the
information requested by the questionnaire at the end of the Memorandum about the competent authority, the date on
which the instruments were submitted and any proposals made by the Government on measures to be taken with regard to
the instruments that have been submitted.

The Committee, in the same way as the Conference Committee, urges the Government to make every effort to
comply with the constitutional obligation of submission and recalls that the Office can provide technical assistance to
overcome this serious delay.
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Lao People's Democratic Republic

The Committee notes the assistance provided by the ILO in 2008 to translate the instruments still pending
submission into Lao. It hopes that the Government will soon indicate that the instruments adopted by the Conference
during 13 sessions held between 1995 and 2007 have been submitted to the National Assembly.

Liberia

The Committee notes with interest the information provided by the Government in May 2008 indicating that
fundamental Conventions Nos 138 and 100, as well as the Seafarers’ Identity Documents Convention (Revised), 2003
(No. 185), were submitted to the National Legislature for ratification. These Conventions had passed the House of
Representatives and were awaiting concurrence by the Senate. The Committee hopes that the Government will continue
to make progress with regard to its constitutional obligation to submit the instruments adopted by the Conference to the
National Legislature and will soon announce that the instruments adopted by the Conference at its 88th, 89th, 90th,
92nd, 95th and 96th Sessions have been submitted to the National Legislature.

The Committee recalls that the Protocol of 1990 to the Night Work (Women) Convention (Revised), 1948, and the
Protocol of 1995 to the Labour Inspection Convention, 1947, were not mentioned by the Government in its previous
communications. It asks the Government to provide the relevant information regarding the submission of the 1990 and
1995 Protocols to the National Legislature.

Libyan Arab Jamabhiriya

The Committee refers to its previous observations and reiterates its hope that the Government will soon be in a
position to provide the other information requested concerning the submission to the competent authorities, within the
meaning of article 19, paragraphs 5 and 6, of the ILO Constitution, of all Conventions, Recommendations and Protocols
adopted at 12 sessions of the Conference held between 1996 and 2007 (83rd, 84th, 85th, 86th, 88th, 89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd,
94th, 95th and 96th Sessions).

Mongolia

The Committee asks the Government to indicate if the instruments adopted by the Conference at 11 sessions held
between 1995 and 2007 (82nd, 83rd, 84th, 85th, 86th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions) were submitted to
the State Great Khural.

Mozambique

The Committee notes the statement communicated by the Government in its report on the application of Convention
No. 144, received in October 2008, expressing its commitment to redouble its efforts to submit in the near future to the
Assembly of the Republic the instruments adopted by the Conference. The Committee once again hopes that the
Government will soon announce that the instruments adopted at 12 sessions of the Conference held between 1996 and
2007 have been submitted to the Assembly of the Republic.

Namibia

The Committee notes with interest that the instruments adopted by the Conference at the sessions held between
2000 and 2007 were submitted to Parliament for its information on 2 October 2007. It welcomes the progress achieved in
this respect and hopes that the Government will continue to provide regularly the information required on the
constitutional obligation to submit the instrument adopted by the Conference to Parliament.

Nepal

The Committee notes with interest the volume forwarded to the Office in August 2008, containing the instruments
adopted by the Conference between June 1995 to June 2006, that has been prepared and is due to be submitted to
Parliament for its consideration. It refers to its 2008 observations on the application of Convention No. 144, and hopes
that the Government will soon be in a position to announce that the abovementioned instruments have been submitted to
Parliament.

Niger
The Committee refers to its previous observations and requests the Government to supply the required information

on the submission to the National Assembly of the instruments adopted by the Conference at 11 sessions held between
1996 and 2007 (83rd, 84th, 85th, 86th, 89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions).
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Nigeria

The Committee refers to its 2006 observation on the application of Convention No. 144 and notes again that the
instruments adopted by the Conference at its 95th Session were submitted to the National Assembly on 21 August 2006. It
requests the Government to provide the relevant information on the submission to the National Assembly of the
instruments adopted by the Conference at its 94th and 96th Sessions. 1t further recalls that, under Convention No. 144,
effective prior consultations have to be held on the proposals made to the National Assembly when submitting the
instruments adopted by the Conference.

Pakistan

The Committee refers to its previous observations and asks the Government to report on the measures taken to
submit to Parliament (Majlis-e-Shoora) the instruments adopted by the Conference at 14 sessions held between 1994 and
2007 at its 81st, 82nd, 83rd, 84th, 85th, 86th, 88th, 89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions.

Panama

The Committee notes that on 16 September 2008 the draft law approving the Maritime Labour Convention, 2006
(MLC), was presented by the Government to the Assembly of Deputies. It notes with interest that the Assembly of
Deputies approved the ratification of the MLC on 30 October 2008. The Committee would be grateful if the Government
would keep it informed of any decision taken by the Assembly with regard to Conventions Nos 183, 184 and 185, that
were mentioned by the Government in previous communications. It also invites the Government to supply information
on the submission to the Assembly of the instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference.

Papua New Guinea

The Committee hopes that the Government will soon announce that the instruments adopted by the Conference at
eight sessions between 2000 and 2007 (88th, 89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions) have been submitted to
the National Parliament.

Paraguay

The Committee notes with regret that the Government has not provided information on the submission to the
National Congress of the instruments adopted at ten sessions held between 1997 and 2007 (85th, 86th, 88th, 89th, 90th,
91st, 92nd, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions).

The Committee recalls its previous comments and asks the Government to provide information on the content of the
document or documents whereby the instruments adopted at the 82nd, 83rd and 84th Sessions of the Conference were
submitted to the National Congress, together with the texts of any proposals that may have been made. It also asks
whether the National Congress has reached a decision on the abovementioned instruments and to indicate the
representative employers’ and workers’ organizations to which the information sent to the Director-General has been
forwarded.

Peru

The Committee notes the detailed information provided by the Government in January and May 2008. The
Committee notes with interest that consultations are held with the National Labour and Employment Promotion Council
before the submission to the Congress of the Republic of the instruments adopted by the Conference. Convention No. 183
and Recommendation No. 193 have been forwarded to the Congress of the Republic. The National Labour and
Employment Promotion Council is due to issue a position on 17 instruments before their submission to the Congress of
the Republic. The Committee welcomes this progress and hopes that the Government and the social partners will
continue taking the necessary measures so that it can be announced in the near future that the remaining instruments
adopted at the 84th, 88th and 90th Sessions of the Conference, and at other sessions of the Conference held between
2001 and 2007 (89th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions) have been submitted to the Congress of the Republic.

Russian Federation

The Committee recalls the resolution adopted by the State Duma on 29 June 2007 requesting the Government of the
Russian Federation to take additional measures to ensure unconditional observance of article 19 of the ILO Constitution in
regard to mandatory and timely submission to the state Duma of the Conventions and Recommendations adopted by the
Conference. The Committee again asks the Government to provide all the required information regarding the
submission to the State Duma of the instruments adopted by the Conference at the seven sessions held between 2001
and 2007 (89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions).
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Rwanda

The Committee asks the Government to report on the submission to the National Assembly of the Conventions,
Recommendations and Protocols adopted by the Conference at 14 sessions held between 1993 and 2007 at the 80th, 82nd,
83rd, 84th, 85th, 86th, 88th, 89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions.

Saint Kitts and Nevis

The Committee notes with regret that the Government has not replied to its previous comments. It asks the
Government to provide the required information about the date on which the instruments were submitted to the National
Assembly and the proposals made by the Government on the measures which might be taken with regard to the
instruments adopted by the Conference at 11 sessions held between 1996 and 2007 (83rd, 84th, 85th, 86th, 88th, 89th,
90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions). The Committee again requests the Government to take the necessary
measures to ensure full compliance with the constitutional obligation to submit.

Saint Lucia

The Committee notes with regret that the Government has not replied to its previous comments. It recalls that, in
accordance with article 19, paragraphs 5 and 6, of the Constitution of the Organization, Saint Lucia, as a Member of the
Organization, has the obligation to submit to Parliament all the remaining Conventions, Recommendations and Protocols
adopted by the Conference from 1980 to 2007 (66th, 67th (Conventions Nos 155 and 156 and Recommendations Nos 164
and 165), 68th (Convention No. 157 and Protocol of 1982), 69th, 70th, 71st, 72nd, 74th, 75th, 76th, 77th, 78th, 79th, 80th,
81st, 82nd, 83rd, 84th, 85th, 86th, 88th, 89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions). The Committee again
requests the Government to take the necessary measures to ensure full compliance with the constitutional obligation to
submit.

Saint Vincent and the Grenadines

In its previous observations, the Committee noted the information provided by the Government indicating that it had
fulfilled its obligation to submit to the competent authorities all of the instruments adopted by the Conference. Through
the Minister of Labour, the Department of Labour submitted to the Cabinet a list of all the Conventions and
Recommendations adopted by the Conference from October 1996 to June 2004, along with its recommendations for
ratification. The submission to the Cabinet was made on 11 September 2006 and the representative organizations of
employers and workers were duly notified. The Committee once again notes that, under the 1979 Constitution of Saint
Vincent and the Grenadines, the Cabinet is the executive authority which has the responsibility for making final decisions
on ratification and for determining any matter that is brought before the House of Assembly for legislative action. The
Commiittee asks the Government to fulfil its remaining obligations under article 19, paragraphs 5 and 6, of the ILO
Constitution by also submitting to the House of Assembly the instruments (Conventions, Recommendations and
Protocols) adopted by the Conference at 12 sessions held from October 1996 to June 2007.

Sao Tome and Principe

The Committee recalls that the Government has not provided the required information on the submission to the
competent authorities of 41 instruments adopted by the Conference between 1990 and 2007 (77th, 78th, 79th, 80th, 81st,
82nd, 83rd, 84th, 85th, 86th, 88th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions). The Committee asks the Government
to make every effort to fulfil the constitutional obligation of submission and recalls that the International Labour
Office is available to provide the necessary technical assistance to give effect to this essential obligation.

Senegal

The Committee recalls the information provided by the Government in May 2007 indicating that a file containing
detailed analyses of the instruments adopted by the Conference at its 79th, 81st, 82nd, 83rd, 85th and 86th Sessions had
been forwarded to the President of the Republic in order to fulfil the obligation of submission. The Committee asks the
Government to indicate if all the instruments (Conventions, Recommendations, Protocols) adopted by the Conference
at the 16 sessions held between 1992 and 2007 have in fact been submitted to the National Assembly.

Seychelles

The Committee asks the Government to indicate whether the instruments adopted by the Conference at the seven
sessions held between 2001 and 2007 (89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions) have been submitted to the
National Assembly.
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Sierra Leone

The Committee notes with regret that the Government has not replied to its previous comments. It hopes that the
Government will soon be in a position to report on the submission to Parliament of the instruments adopted by the
Conference since October 1976 (Convention No. 146 and Recommendation No. 154, adopted at the 62nd Session) and the
instruments adopted between 1977 and 2007.

Solomon Islands

The Committee recalls that information provided by the Government representative to the Conference Committee in
June 2007 indicated that Cabinet approved, on 17 May 2007, the submission documents prepared by the ILO in 2005. It
hopes that the Government will make every effort to comply with the constitutional obligation to submit to the National
Legislature the instruments adopted by the Conference between 1984 and 2007.

Somalia

The Committee trusts that, when the national circumstances permit, the Government will provide information on the
submission to the competent authorities with regard to the instruments adopted by the Conference between October 1976
and June 2007.

Spain

Submission to the Cortes Generales. The Committee notes the communication sent by the Government in
September 2008 indicating that the competent departments and executive bodies of the Ministry of Labour and
Immigration, after consultation of the most representative employers’ and workers’ organizations, sent the file for the
submission of Convention No. 188 and Recommendation No. 199 on work in fishing (96th Session, June 2007) to the
Ministry of External Affairs and Cooperation, on 29 May 2008, to complete the necessary formalities. The Committee
refers to its previous comments and requests the Government to indicate the manner in which it has fulfilled the
obligation of submission to the Cortes Generales in relation to the instruments adopted by the Conference at its 63rd
(Convention No. 149 and Recommendation No. 157), and 84th (Conventions Nos 178 and 179, Recommendations
Nos 185 and 186, Protocol of 1996) Sessions, and the other instruments adopted at its 80th, 81st, 83rd, 86th, 88th, 89th,
90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th and 95th Sessions.

Sudan

The Committee reiterates its hope that the Government will announce soon that the instruments adopted by the
Conference between 1994 and 2007 were submitted to the National Assembly.

Suriname

The Committee hopes that the Government will provide information on whether the instruments adopted at the 90th,
91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference have been submitted to the National Assembly.

Syrian Arab Republic

The Committee recalls the information supplied by the Government in August 2007, indicating that the National
Committee for Consultation and Social Dialogue periodically conducts a legal review of the Conventions which have not
yet been submitted to the competent authorities for ratification. It noted previously that the Conventions thus examined
with a view to their ratification include Conventions Nos 97, 150, 173 and 181, and that, moreover, the tripartite
committee had endorsed the proposal to ratify Convention No. 187. The Committee recalls that 40 of the instruments
adopted by the Conference are still waiting to be submitted to the People’s Council. It hopes that the Government will
shortly be in a position to announce that the instruments adopted by the Conference at its 66th and 69th Sessions
(Recommendation Nos 167 and 168) and at its 70th, 77th, 78th, 79th, 80th, 81st, 82nd, 83rd, 84th, 85th, 86th, 90th,
91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions have been submitted to the People’s Council.

Tajikistan
The Committee notes with regret that the information on submission to Parliament required by article 19 of the ILO

Constitution for the instruments adopted by the Conference at ten sessions of the Conference held between October 1996
and June 2007 (84th, 85th, 88th, 89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions) has not been received.
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The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia

The Committee notes with regret that the Government has not sent the information concerning the submission to the
competent authorities of instruments adopted by the Conference at 12 sessions held between 1996 and 2007 (83rd, 84th,
85th, 86th, 88th, 89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions).

Togo

The Committee refers to its previous comments and asks the Government to also indicate the date on which the
instruments on maternity protection (88th Session, 2000) were submitted to the National Assembly and the representative
employers’ and workers’ organizations to which the information supplied to the Office was communicated. The
Commiittee asks the Government to indicate whether the instruments adopted by the Conference at the six sessions held
between 2002 and 2007 at the 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference have been submitted to
the National Assembly.

Turkmenistan

The Committee notes with serious concern that the Government has not provided information on the submission
to the competent authorities of the instruments adopted by the Conference at 15 sessions held by the Conference between
1994 and 2007.

The Committee notes that Turkmenistan has been a Member of the Organization since 24 September 1993. It recalls
that, under article 19 of the Constitution of the International Labour Organization, every Member undertakes to bring the
instruments adopted by the International Labour Conference before the authority or authorities within whose competence
the matter lies “for the enactment of legislation or other action”. The Governing Body of the International Labour Office
adopted a Memorandum concerning the obligation to submit Conventions and Recommendations to the competent
authorities, asking for particulars on this subject. The Committee hopes that the Government will provide all the
information requested by the questionnaire at the end of the Memorandum about the competent authority, the date on
which the instruments were submitted and any proposals made by the Government on the measures to be taken with
regard to the instruments that have been submitted.

The Committee, in the same way as the Conference Committee, urges the Government to make every effort to
comply with the constitutional obligation of submission and recalls that the Office can provide technical assistance to
overcome this serious delay.

Uganda

The Committee asks the Government to provide the required information on the submission to Parliament of the
instruments adopted by the Conference at 14 sessions held between 1994 and 2007 (81st, 82nd, 83rd, 84th, 85th, 86th,
88th, 89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions).

Uzbekistan

The Committee notes that the ratification of Convention No. 182 was registered on 24 June 2008. It recalls that the
Government has not communicated information on the submission to the competent authorities of the instruments adopted
by the Conference during 14 sessions held between 1993 and 2007.

The Committee notes that Uzbekistan has been a Member of the Organization since 31 July 1992. It recalls that,
under article 19 of the Constitution of the International Labour Organization, every Member undertakes to bring the
instruments adopted by the International Labour Conference before the authority or authorities within whose competence
the matter lies “for the enactment of legislation or other action”. The Governing Body of the International Labour Office
has adopted a Memorandum concerning the obligation to submit Conventions and Recommendations to the competent
authorities, asking for particulars about this subject. The Committee hopes that the Government will provide all the
information requested by the questionnaire at the end of the Memorandum about the competent authority, the date on
which the instruments were submitted and the proposals made by the Government on the measures which might be taken
with regard to the instruments that have been submitted.

The Committee urges the Government, in the same way as the Conference Committee, to make every effort to
comply with the constitutional obligation of submission and recalls that the Office can provide technical assistance to
overcome this serious delay.

Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela

The Committee recalls that 41 instruments await submission to the National Assembly adopted at the 79th and 81st
Sessions (1992 and 1994) and between 1996 and 2007, as well as certain instruments adopted earlier (74th Session,
1987: Conventions Nos 163, 164, 165 and 166, and Recommendation No. 174; 75th Session, 1988: Convention No. 168
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and Recommendation No. 176; 77th Session, 1990: Convention No. 171 and Recommendation No. 178, the Protocol of
1990 to the Night Work (Women) Convention (Revised), 1948; 78th Session, 1991: Convention No. 172; 82nd Session,
1995: Protocol of 1995 to the Labour Inspection Convention, 1947). The Committee notes the communication received in
August 2008 which reiterates previous information and states that in due course the Government will report on the
procedure for approval by the National Assembly and ratification by the President of the Republic. The Committee refers
to the observations which it has made for many years and invites the Government to proceed with the tripartite
consultations to be held under Convention No. 144 and the submission to the National Assembly of the 41 instruments
pending.

Zambia

The Committee notes the detailed review made by the Government of Convention No. 188 and Recommendation
No. 199 concerning work in the fishing sector, received in the Office in October 2008. It requests the Government to
provide the relevant information on the submission to the National Assembly of the instruments adopted by the
Conference at 12 sessions held between 1996 and 2007 (83rd, 84th, 85th, 86th, 88th, 89th, 90th, 91st, 92nd, 94th, 95th
and 96th Sessions).

Direct requests

In addition, requests regarding certain points are being addressed directly to the following States: Afghanistan,
Albania, Argentina, Armenia, Austria, Barbados, Belgium, Botswana, Burundi, Canada, Cuba, Cyprus, Ecuador, Eritrea,
Honduras, Islamic Republic of Iran, Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan, Kuwait, Madagascar, Malaysia, Mali, Malta, Mauritania,
Mexico, Republic of Moldova, Netherlands, Oman, Qatar, Samoa, Serbia, Slovenia, Sri Lanka, Swaziland, Timor-Leste,
Trinidad and Tobago, Ukraine, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Yemen.
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Appendix |. Table of reports received on ratified Conventions as of 12 December 2008
(articles 22 and 35 of the Constitution)

Article 22 of the Constitution of the International Labour Organization provides that “each of the Members agrees to
make an annual report to the International Labour Office on the measures which it has taken to give effect to the
provisions of the Conventions to which it is a party. These reports shall be made in such form and shall contain such
particulars as the Governing Body may request”. Article 23 of the Constitution provides that the Director-General shall lay
before the next meeting of the Conference a summary of the reports communicated to him by Members in pursuance of
article 22, and that each Member shall communicate copies of these reports to the representative organizations of
employers and workers.

At its 204th Session (November 1977), the Governing Body approved the following arrangements for the
presentation by the Director-General to the Conference of summaries of reports submitted by governments under
articles 22 and 35 of the Constitution:

(a) the practice of tabular classification of reports, without summary of their contents, which has been followed for
several years in respect of reports subsequent to first reports after ratification, should be applied to all reports,
including first reports;

(b) the Director-General should make available, for consultation at the Conference, the original texts of all reports
received on ratified Conventions; in addition, photocopies of the reports should be supplied on request to members
of delegations.

At its 267th Session (November 1996), the Governing Body approved new measures for rationalization and
simplification.

Reports received under articles 22 and 35 of the Constitution appear in simplified form in a table annexed to the
report of the Committee of Experts on the Application of Conventions and Recommendations; first reports are indicated in
parentheses.

Requests for consultation or copies of reports may be addressed to the secretariat of the Committee on the
Application of Standards.
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Appendix 1l. Statistical table of reports received on ratified Conventions

as of 12 December 2008
(article 22 of the Constitution)
. Reports received in time for the .

Reports Reports received at the date . . Reports received in time for the

Conference year reql:)ested P requested session ofEthe Committee of spession of the Conference
xperts
1932 447 - 406 90.8% 423 94.6%
1933 522 - 435 83.3% 453 86.7%
1934 601 - 508 84.5% 544 90.5%
1935 630 - 584 92.7% 620 98.4%
1936 662 - 577 87.2% 604 91.2%
1937 702 - 580 82.6% 634 90.3%
1938 748 - 616 82.4% 635 84.9%
1939 766 - 588 76.8% -

1944 583 - 251 43.1% 314 53.9%
1945 725 - 351 48.4% 523 72.2%
1946 731 - 370 50.6% 578 79.1%
1947 763 - 581 76.1% 666 87.3%
1948 799 - 521 65.2% 648 81.1%
1949 806 134 16.6% 666 82.6% 695 86.2%
1950 831 253 30.4% 597 71.8% 666 80.1%
1951 907 288 31.7% 507 77.7% 761 83.9%
1952 981 268 27.3% 743 75.7% 826 84.2%
1953 1026 212 20.6% 840 75.7% 917 89.3%
1954 1175 268 22.8% 1077 91.7% 1119 95.2%
1955 1234 283 22.9% 1063 86.1% 1170 94.8%
1956 1333 332 24.9% 1234 92.5% 1283 96.2%
1957 1418 210 14.7% 1295 91.3% 1349 95.1%
1958 1558 340 21.8% 1484 95.2% 1509 96.8%

As aresult of a decision by the Governing Body,

detailed reports were requested as from 1959 until 1976 only on certain Conventions.
1959 995 200 20.4% 864 86.8% 902 90.6%
1960 1100 256 23.2% 838 76.1% 963 87.4%
1961 1362 243 18.1% 1090 80.0% 1142 83.8%
1962 1309 200 15.5% 1059 80.9% 1121 85.6%
1963 1624 280 17.2% 1314 80.9% 1430 88.0%
1964 1495 213 14.2% 1268 84.8% 1356 90.7%
1965 1700 282 16.6% 1444 84.9% 1527 89.8%
1966 1562 245 16.3% 1330 85.1% 1395 89.3%
1967 1883 323 17.4% 1551 84.5% 1643 89.6%
1968 1647 281 171% 1409 85.5% 1470 89.1%
1969 1821 249 13.4% 1501 82.4% 1601 87.9%
1970 1894 360 18.9% 1463 77.0% 1549 81.6%
1971 1992 237 11.8% 1504 75.5% 1707 85.6%
1972 2025 297 14.6% 1572 77.6% 1753 86.5%
1973 2048 300 14.6% 1521 74.3% 1691 82.5%
1974 2189 370 16.5% 1854 84.6% 1958 89.4%
1975 2034 301 14.8% 1663 81.7% 1764 86.7%
1976 2200 292 13.2% 1831 83.0% 1914 87.0%

As aresult of a decision by the Governing Body (November 1976),

detailed reports were requested as from 1977 until 1994,

according to certain criteria, at yearly, two-yearly or four-yearly intervals.
1977 1529 215 14.0% 1120 73.2% 1328 87.0%
1978 1701 251 14.7% 1289 75.7% 1391 81.7%
1979 1593 234 14.7% 1270 79.8% 1376 86.4%
1980 1581 168 10.6% 1302 82.2% 1437 90.8%
1981 1543 127 8.1% 1210 78.4% 1340 86.7%
1982 1695 332 19.4% 1382 81.4% 1493 88.0%
1983 1737 236 13.5% 1388 79.9% 1558 89.6%
1984 1669 189 11.3% 1286 77.0% 1412 84.6%
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. Reports received in time for the S
Reports Reports received at the date . . Reports received in time for the
Conference year reqlfested P requested session ofEt:;eCnosmmlttee of zession of the Conference
1985 1666 189 11.3% 1312 78.7% 1471 88.2%
1986 1752 207 11.8% 1388 79.2% 1529 87.3%
1987 1793 171 9.5% 1408 78.4% 1542 86.0%
1988 1636 149 9.0% 1230 75.9% 1384 84.4%
1989 1719 196 11.4% 1256 73.0% 1409 81.9%
1990 1958 192 9.8% 1409 71.9% 1639 83.7%
1991 2010 271 13.4% 1411 69.9% 1544 76.8%
1992 1824 313 17.1% 1194 65.4% 1384 75.8%
1993 1906 471 24.7% 1233 64.6% 1473 77.2%
1994 2290 370 16.1% 1573 68.7% 1879 82.0%

As a result of a decision by the Governing Body (November 1993),
detailed reports on only five Conventions were exceptionally requested in 1995.

1995 | 1252 | 479 38.2% | 824 658% | 988 78.9%

As a result of a decision by the Governing Body (November 1993),
reports are henceforth requested, according to certain criteria,
at yearly, two-yearly or five-yearly intervals.

1996 1806 362 20.5% 1145 63.3% 1413 78.2%
1997 1927 553 28.7% 1211 62.8% 1438 74.6%
1998 2036 463 22.7% 1264 62.1% 1455 71.4%
1999 2288 520 22.7% 1406 61.4% 1641 71.7%
2000 2550 740 29.0% 1798 70.5% 1952 76.6%
2001 2313 598 25.9% 1513 65.4% 1672 72.2%
2002 2 368 600 25.3% 1529 64.5% 1852 72.1%
2003 2344 568 24.2% 1544 65.9% 1701 72.6%
2004 2 569 659 25.6% 1645 64.0% 1852 72.1%
2005 2638 696 26.4% 1820 69.0% 2 065 78.3%
2006 2 586 745 28.8% 1719 66.5% 1949 75.4%
2007 2478 845 34.1% 1611 65.0% 1812 73.2%
2008 2517 811 32.2% 1768 70.2%
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APPENDIX IV

Appendix IV. Summary of information supplied by governments with regard to the
obligation to submit the instruments adopted by the International Labour Conference to
the competent authorities

Article 19 of the Constitution of the International Labour Organization prescribes, in paragraphs 5, 6 and 7,
that Members shall bring the Conventions, Recommendations and Protocols adopted by the International Labour
Conference before the competent authorities within a specified period. Under the same provisions, the governments
of member States shall inform the Director-General of the International Labour Office of the measures taken to
submit the instruments to the competent authorities, and also communicate particulars of the authority or authorities
regarded as competent, and of the action taken by them.

In accordance with article 23 of the Constitution, a summary of the information communicated in pursuance of
article 19 is submitted to the Conference.

At its 267th Session (November 1996), the Governing Body approved new measures of rationalization and
simplification. In this connection, the summarized information appears in an appendix to the report of the Committee
of Experts on the Application of Conventions and Recommendations.

The present summary contains information relating to the submission to the competent authorities of the
instruments adopted by the Conference at its 95th Session (May—June 2006): the Promotional Framework for
Occupational Safety and Health Convention and Recommendation, 2006, and the Employment Relationship
Recommendation, 2006. The period of 12 months provided for the submission to the competent authorities of
Convention No. 187 and Recommendations Nos 197 and 198 expired on 16 June 2007, and the period of 18 months
on 16 December 2007.

At its 96th Session (May—June 2007), the Conference adopted the Work in Fishing Convention and
Recommendation, 2007. The period of 12 months provided for the submission to the competent authorities of
Convention No. 188 and Recommendation No. 198 will expire on 15 June 2008, and the period of 18 months on 15
December 2008.

This summarized information also consists of communications which were forwarded to the Director-General
of the International Labour Office after the closure of the 97th Session of the Conference (Geneva, May—June 2008)
and which could not therefore be laid before the Conference at that session.

Algeria. The instruments adopted at the 95th Session of the Conference were submitted to the People’s
National Assembly and the Council of the Nation on 22 March 2007.

Armenia. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to the
National Assembly on 25 May 2007 and 22 October 2008, respectively.

Australia. The instruments adopted at the 95th Session of the Conference were submitted to the House of
Representatives and the Senate on 5 and 17 June 2008.

Barbados. The instruments adopted at the 95th Session of the Conference were submitted to Parliament on 31
July 2007.

Belarus. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to the
National Assembly on 24 July 2007 and 10 November 2008, respectively.

Benin. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to the
National Assembly on 17 August 2007 and 8 February 2008, respectively.

Botswana. The instruments adopted at the 95th Session of the Conference were submitted to the National
Assembly on 23 August 2007.

Bulgaria. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to the
National Assembly on 29 March 2007 and 18 April 2008, respectively.

Burundi. The instruments adopted at the 95th Session of the Conference were submitted to the National
Assembly on 28 May 2007.

China. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to the State
Council and the Standing Committee of the National People’s Congress in May 2007 and June 2008, respectively.
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Costa Rica. The Maritime Labour Convention, 2006, was submitted to the Legislative Assembly on 5
November 2007 and the instruments adopted at the 95th Session of the Conference were submitted on 13 November
2006.

Cuba. The ratification of Convention No. 187 was registered on 5 August 2008.

Czech Republic. The instruments adopted at the 95th Session of the Conference were submitted to Parliament
on 18 July 2007. The instruments adopted at the 95th Session of the Conference were submitted to the Chamber of
Deputies on 24 July and to the Senate on 28 July 2008. The ratification of Convention No. 187 was registered on 13
October 2008.

Denmark. Recommendation No. 198 was submitted to Parliament (Folketinget) in February 2007. The
instruments adopted at the 96th Session of the Conference were submitted to Parliament on 1 April 2008.

Dominican Republic. The instruments adopted at the 95th Session of the Conference were submitted to the
National Congress on 2 and 24 January 2008.

Egypt. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to the
People’s Assembly on 29 October 2006 and 26 October 2007, respectively.

Eritrea. The instruments adopted at the 92nd, 94th and 95th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to the
National Assembly on 10 April 2008.

Estonia. The instruments adopted at the 94th and 95th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to
Parliament on 25 June 2008.

Finland. The ratification of Convention No. 187 was registered on 26 June 2008. The instruments adopted at
the 96th Session were submitted to Parliament on 31 October 2008.

France. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to the
National Assembly and the Senate on 18 July 2007 and 23 July 2008, respectively.

Germany. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to the
Bundestag and the Bundesrat on 27 July 2007 and 14 August 2008, respectively.

Greece. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to
Parliament in October 2007 and August 2008, respectively.

Guatemala. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to the
Congress of the Republic on 6 October 2006 and 28 August 2007, respectively.

Guyana. The instruments adopted at the 95th Session of the Conference were submitted to the National
Assembly on 29 November 2007.

Hungary. The instruments adopted at the 95th Session of the Conference were submitted to the National
Assembly on 16 April 2007. The instruments adopted at the 94th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were
submitted to the National Assembly on 9 May 2008.

Iceland. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to
Parliament on 14 March 2007 and 22 May 2008, respectively.

India. Convention No. 187 and Recommendation No. 197 were submitted to the House of the People and the
Council of States on 28 November and 3 December 2007. Recommendation No. 198 was submitted to Parliament on
21 and 23 April 2008.

Indonesia. The instruments adopted at the 95th Session of the Conference were submitted to the House of
Representatives on 14 November 2007.

Islamic Republic of Iran. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were
submitted to the Islamic Consultative Assembly.

Israel. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to the
Knesset on 2 July 2007 and 7 January 2008, respectively.

Italy. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to the
Presidents of the House of Representatives and the Senate.
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Japan. The ratification of Convention No. 187 was registered on 24 July 2007. Recommendation No. 198 and
the instruments adopted at the 96th Session were submitted to the Diet on 12 June 2007 and 10 June 2008,
respectively.

Republic of Korea. The ratification of Convention No. 187 was registered on 20 February 2008. The
instruments adopted at the 96th Session were submitted to the National Assembly on 29 August 2008.

Latvia. The instruments adopted at the 95th Session of the Conference were submitted to Parliament on 19
June 2007.

Lebanon. The instruments adopted at the 95th Session of the Conference were submitted to the National
Assembly on 17 March and 10 April 2007. The instruments adopted at the 96th Session were submitted to the
National Assembly on 4 November 2008.

Lesotho. The instruments adopted at the 95th Session of the Conference were submitted to Parliament (the
Assembly and the Senate) in May 2007.

Lithuania. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to the
Seimas on 7 September 2007 and 10 December 2008, respectively.

Luxembourg. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to the
Chamber of Deputies in May and August 2007, respectively.

Malawi. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to the
National Assembly on 14 September 2007.

Mauritius. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to the
National Assembly on 8 May 2007 and 27 June 2008, respectively.

Morocco. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to
Parliament on 26 February 2007 and 8 February 2008, respectively.

Mpyanmar. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to a
competent authority on 3 January 2007 and 28 May 2008, respectively.

Namibia. The instruments adopted by the Conference at the sessions held between 2000 and 2006 were
submitted to Parliament on 2 October 2007.

Netherlands. Recommendation No. 198 was submitted to Parliament on 24 April 2008. The instruments
adopted at the 96th Session of the Conference were submitted to Parliament on 1 July 2008.

New Zealand. The instruments adopted at the 95th Session of the Conference were submitted to the House of
Representatives on 12 June 2007.

Nicaragua. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to the
National Assembly on 23 May 2007 and 4 January 2008, respectively.

Nigeria. The instruments adopted at the 95th Session of the Conference were submitted to the National
Assembly on 21 August 2006.

Norway. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to
Parliament (Storting) on 5 October 2007 and 13 June 2008, respectively.

Philippines. The instruments adopted at the 95th Session of the Conference were submitted to the House of
Representatives and the Senate on 27 October 2006. The instruments adopted at the 96th Session were submitted to
the House of Representatives and the Senate on 21 April 2008.

Poland. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to the Sejm
on 27 May 2007 and 15 May 2008, respectively.

Portugal. The instruments adopted at the 95th Session of the Conference were submitted to the Assembly of
the Republic on 10 May 2007.

Romania. The instruments adopted at the 95th Session of the Conference were submitted to the Senate on 23
October 2007.

San Marino. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to the
Great and General Council on 17 September 2007.
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Saudi Arabia. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to the
Council of Ministers and the Consultative Council on 4 July 2007 and 19 August 2008, respectively.

Serbia. Convention No. 187 has been submitted to the National Assembly.

Singapore. The instruments adopted at the 92nd, 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were
submitted to Parliament on 11 February 2008.

Slovakia. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to the
National Council on 19 December 2006 and 21 December 2007, respectively.

Slovenia. The instruments adopted at the 96th Session of the Conference were submitted to the National
Assembly on 6 May 2008.

South Africa. The instruments adopted at the 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted
to Parliament on 29 February 2008.

Sweden. The ratification of Convention No. 187 was registered on 10 July 2008.

Switzerland. The instruments adopted at the 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to
Parliament on 30 May 2008.

United Republic of Tanzania. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were
submitted to the National Assembly on 30 July and 19 October 2007, respectively.

Thailand. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to the
National Legislative Assembly on 6 December 2006 and 25 November 2007, respectively.

Trinidad and Tobago. The instruments adopted at the 95th Session of the Conference were submitted to the
House of Representatives and the Senate in January 2008.

Tunisia. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to the
Chamber of Deputies on 18 December 2006 and 4 September 2007, respectively.

Turkey. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to the Grand
National Assembly on 19 December 2006 and 8 December 2007, respectively.

United Arab Emirates. The instruments adopted at the 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference have been
submitted to the competent authorities.

United Kingdom. The ratification of Convention No. 187 was registered on 29 May 2008. The instruments
adopted at the 96th Session of the Conference were submitted to Parliament in May 2008.

United States. The instruments adopted at the 94th, 95th and 96th Sessions of the Conference were submitted
to the House of Representatives and the Senate on 27 June 2008.

Uruguay. Recommendations Nos 187 and 198 were submitted to the General Assembly on 10 October 2007.

Viet Nam. The instruments adopted at the 94th and 95th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to the
National Assembly on 27 August 2007 and 9 October 2006, respectively.

Zimbabwe. The instruments adopted at the 94th and 95th Sessions of the Conference were submitted to
Parliament on 24 September 2008.

The Committee has deemed it necessary in certain cases to request additional information on the nature of the
competent authorities to which the instruments adopted by the Conference have been submitted, as well as other
indications required by the questionnaire at the end of the Memorandum of 1980, as revised in March 2005.
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Appendix V. Information supplied by governments with regard to the obligation to submit
Conventions and Recommendations to the competent authorities
(31st to 96th Sessions of the International Labour Conference, 1948-2007)
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Appendix VI. Overall position of member States with regard to the submission to the
competent authorities of the instruments adopted by the Conference
(as of 12 December 2008)
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