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The role and functions ¢

1. Hawve any difficultie

. with other Central ;.

of communication,’
commmunications, be

Yes, in the Macao |

China (MSAR), si.

communication with
related to the recurre

- first paragraph of Ar
modern means of col

In fact, documents s
Macao, instead of !

languapges of the M-
English or French. -

Comnsequently, this |
responses and rapid

Specifically, regardi)
major problem was -
Certral Authority wi
other Central Auth
concrete situation.
and/or diplomatic ch
in the MSAR, the e
law, and all public
equipped.

: n\mjcation.

Central Anthorities

arisen in practice in achieving effective communication
1ithorities? In particular, how are “modern rapid means
used by your Central Authority in order to expedite
ring in mind the requirements of confidentiality?

ecial Administrative Region of the People’s Republic of
e difficulties have arisen- il practice in achieving
sther Central Authorities but such difficulties are mainly
t use of the faculty provided for in the [ast sentence of the
sle 24 of the Convention and not connected with the use of

it to the MSAR Central Authority, the Welfare Institute of
ing accompanied by a translation in one of the official
AR, are systematically accompanied by a translation in
is difficult to produce accurate end quick translations.
iguage question has implications in what concerns prompt
mmunication as well as in the processing applications.

the use of new communication technology, as referred, no

“wcountered until now. Upon receiving a request, the MSAR

promptly assign a specific person to.communicate with the
ity. The means of communication will depend cn the
i more delicate/confidential situations, China's consular
nels can be used. In this regard, it should be mentioned that,
ect of electronic documents and signatures is regulated by

dties, including its Central Authority, are materially well
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2. Arethere any other

to which you wish to
No.

. Does your Centr
brochure/informatioy
information
<www.hcch.net>Chils

does the website an¢.
information as recom -

“a) the other Contra

effect;

b) the means by which -

c) the designation and

d) application proced;

any standard form:

e} details, where apph -

provision of legal

D the judicial procedu

applications;
2) enforcement option,
k) any special require
{e.g. with regard to
i} information conce

returning child {an
applications for L
daccompanying par. .
J) information, if ap; .

Yes, the MSAR Centr;

contains its contact det
Hague Conference. T}
" formation on the Convention.

inelude more detailed

Specific legal informar

and English), its tran .
~¢), and related notificaions made to the depositary are

(Chinese and Portuge
published in the MSA)
that is to say, attp.Ywy

on th.

FiCo- A G 7DO0BSEF

oblems of co-operation with other Central Authorities
‘aw attention?

Authority maintain a  website and/or a
»ack? (Please provide the web address or check if the

Hague Conference website is accurate, see
Abduction Section ->links to related websites). If so,
or brochure/information pack contain the following
ended by the Special Commission of 2001:

ng States in relation to whom the Convention is in

missing child may be located;

ntact delails for the Central Authority;

es (for refurn and access), documentary requirements,
'mployed and any language requirements;

1ble, of how to apply for legal aid or otherwise for tha
rryvice;

s, including appeals procedures, which apply to return

ind procedures for return and access orders;

“ents which may arise in the course of the proceedings

1atters of evidence);

ing the services applicable for the protection of a
accompanying parent, where relevant), and concerning
al aid for, or the provision of legal services to, the
if on refurn;

icable, concerning liaison judges”?

Authority maintains a website — www.ias.gov.mo - which

ls and general information and a link 1o the website of the
; website will be improved in the near future in order to

', such as the authentic text of the Convention (in French
itions into both of the cfficial languages of the MSAR.

Official Gazerte. The access 1o the corresponding website,
Limprensa.macaw.gov.mo, is free of charge.

2/20

08708 '06 TUE 09:31

g

[TX/RX NO 8131]

Pagenzf / 38

Idozo



0P5-08-03616219:04xx fuirst Department

4. What measures

voluntary returmg

(Note: Questions 2

The MSAR Central .
of matters refated ¢
strietly of an admj
abduction under the
Jjudicial.

In fact, as a general ;

separation, ctc., alth
established by the |
subject to homolaga

the courts are com -

exescise of parenta
alteration, including

Nevertheless, in al) ; .

responsible for the iz
the preparation of thy

In any case, whethe

Central Authority, v
power/duty of defenc
arnicable resolution

secure the voluntary
of the child, it will
practical temns, usu
nstitution of the j
compliant parent/g

him/her/them, encou

consensus without
consequences of crim

in the MSAR, thov.
warthwhile to menric -

well #trained team of ¢

Once the judicial pro
step of the hearing, fc

Frco-maal 7D00B58F

'8 your Central Authority undertake to encourage

'1d amicable resolutions, and how do you seck to ensure
that these negotia, .

ms do not lead to undue delay in return proceedings?

- 22 deal with the subject of mediation.]

:uthority is also the governmental entity internally in charge
‘hildhood and youth. Its functions as Central Authority are
strative nature and do not cover decisions on cases of
-onveation, which are of the exclusive competence of the

le, both parents exercise parental power. In cases of divorce,
ugh the new system of exercise of parental power can be
rents through an agreement, such an agreement must be
d/ratificstion by the court. Thus, it could be said that only
tent 1o decide matters concerning the regulation of the
power, rights of custedy and of contact, the respective

- turn/parental visitation orders under the Convention.

uations involving children, the MSAR Central Authority is

estigation into the circumstances and needs of the child and
ocial reports to be presented to the court. )

it is purely internal or under the Convention, the MSAR
enever a child (s involved and at risk, bas the functional
1g the best interest of that child. As Tying 1o bring about an
tween the child’s parents/guardian/family members and to

*turn of the child, in principle, concur with the best interest

e automatically seen as covered by that power/duty. In
ly this js done in a very simple manner, prior to the

-{cial proceedings. by means of" interviewing the non-

cdian or, if possible, both parents, reasoning with
ging them to try to resolve their differences by mutual
sorting to court and reminding them of the negative
12l prosecution (subtraction of a minor is a criminal offence
A it depends ‘on a complaint being lodged), etc.. It is
that the Central Authority’s staffis a multidisciplinary and
perts.

~eding s instituted, it is mandatory under the law, as a first

the judge to try to conciliate the interested parties.
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5.

In acgordance with th
Practice, has your |
Central Authority or

expertise with your C -

There was no oppor
Authorities until this
benefited from sharing
1o study the operation

Court proceedinos

G.

Do you have any spe.

applications is conce
such srrangements b

There is no special arr) -

concentrated in a limit

complementing the Lz

First Instance Courts 5

What mesasures exi
promiptly (Article 7):

a) Are there set tim
speedy determination

The speedy determin:

timetables but by the ¢

The Convention 15 d-

applications follow «
Decree-Law 65/59/M.

Social Protection Rej .

contains both special -

!n procedural law ter .
mjunction called “yu
connectien with or i-
sivations, it is possi

instance, whenever 2 .
relevant act shall be

Fxco-macdal 7 DO0BS8F

- Guide to Good Practice — Part I on Central Authority

mtral Authority shared its expertise with another
rencfited from another Central Authority sharing its
itral Authority?

nity of sharing expertse directly with other Central
oment, Nonetheless, the MSAR Central Authonty has
if experiences and expertise in the Special Commissions
the Convention.

al arrangements whereby jurisdiction to hear return
Tated in 2 limited oumber of courts or judges? Are
ag contemplated?

gement whereby jurisdiction to hear return applications is
{ number of courts. However, Law 9/2004, modifying and

on the Basis of the Organization of the Judicial, created
icialised on family and minors issues.

to emsure that Hapue applicatiors are dealt with
'd expeditiously (Article 11)? In particular:

‘tables at both trial and appelate level to ensure the

f return applications?

on of returmn applications 1§ ensured not by means of set
zciality of the overall of the applicable procedure.

ectly applicable and prevails over ordinary law. Hague
isting legal framework, in particular, the Civil Code,
f 25 October, that astablishes the Chiid Educational and
ne, and the Civil Procedure Code, Decree-Law 65/99/M
bstantive and procedural provisions.

5, a request for the retwn of a child constitutes a special

cial surrender of a child”, which may be required in
lependently of any other proceedings. In urgent cntical
e to request the court to issue provisional decisions. For
elay may cause damages to the interests of the child, the

‘rdered and camried out immediately (even dunng judicial

4120
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holidays). Once the -
the persorventity w}
from the date of ser
there is no such opp
swrrender shall be in
with that order is a « -
is deducted, the pr
discretionary power
requesting of measu -
the involved partie:
requesting person is
that allegation and pr

Likewise, though g

appeals’ general rule:
the decision) is decid -

Henee, it is possible )

b) What special »

(particularly oral ev .

- As mentioned, there
under the Hague Co
limit evidence in g

Jurisdiction, it is to th -

the previous response

What measures exis

advice, including th:

measures lead to del

In the MSAR, the o

lawyers’ help for prot

is a fundamental righ

be denied on any grou -

Two different mechar
counselling/assistance
Centre (under Decree
14/91/M, of 18 Febru
15 August, and Decre

are available on the re

yuriction procedure is instituted, the Public Prosecutor and
m the child is residing with/entrusted to shall have 5 days
:¢ of process to oppose the request to surrender the child. If
sition or if the oppaosition is manifestly without ground, the
aediately ordered by the Judge, Voluntary failure to comply
minal offence of qualified disobedience. In case opposition
ucing of evidence will take Place, but the judge enjoys

. what concerns the admissibility of produced evidence, the

$ deemed necessary and of a socjal report on the situation of

If through such measures/report it is shown that the
nfit’, that person wil] be served to, within 5 days, answer to
ient evidence, after which the judge will decide.

eals are possible and follow, in principle, the ordinary
the respective effect (as to stay or not the proceedings or
1 by the judge.

ensure that Hague applications are dealt with promptly.

:asures/rules exist to control or limit the evidence
ence) which may be admitted in Hague proceedings?

s no difference between purely intemnal cases and cases
ention. There is no special measure or rule to control or
neral or oral evidence in particular. Within personal
judge to admit the evidence (please refer to the last part of

to pravide or facilitate the provision of legal aid and
participation of legal counsel and advisers? Do such
'8?

it 1o resort t0 law and to have access to the courts, to
tion of lawful rights and interests and to Jjudicial remedies
juatanteed by Article 36 of the Basic Law. Justice cannot
Is, in particular, lack of financial resources.

ms are in place to fully ensure this right: (1) the free {egal

ervice provided by the Public Assistance and Information
~aw 60/86/M, of 29 December, as modified by Decree-Law

y), and (it) the legal aid’s systern (under Law 21/88/M, of

Law 41/94/M, of 1 August) (the texts of the quoted laws
- red website: hiip:/’www imprensa, macau. gov.ma.)
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The lepal aid’s systen

payment of judicial ¢t -

of financial rescurces

at any stage of the pro -

Applications under th :

which wall analyse t
established under th

information and assis :
-+ itself, nor to request the benefit of legal aid on behalf of

the judicial proceedin
an applicant, Only if
Central Authority wil
to represent the app
directly or through tt
{under the quoted doy

Otherwise, the MS2 -
assistance by directiy

certifying the applica
on bis/her financial
requirernents for obt

are expeditious and g

In wihat circumstan.

in Hague proceedin,

whether a child obj -
refuse to return a chb .

As referred, there are
domestic proceeding:

The chiid’s nght to
reflected in several It

at which a child m;

stipulates, as a gener

tn matters of particul
if he/she is over 12 -
“lopted in regard to a child and if the child is over 12 vears

measures have to be
old, he/she shall be h

Any. decision involv
best interest. Thereft
consideration. by the

FMCO-MA%7DOO§5§ -

>overs total or partial exemption from or postponement of.
s as well as of lawyers’ fees. It depends solely on the lack
) pay normal court/lawyers expenses and can be requested
:edings.

Convention are directed to the MSAR Central Authority,
m and venify whether the case meets the requirements
Convention. If so, it will act by means of providing
nce - as it has not the necessary locus standis to institute

ppressly and duly empowered by the applicant, the MSAR
»¢ able to take further action, such as appointing a lawyer
;ant and institute judicial proceedings and/or requiring
+ lawyer or the Public Prosecutor the benefit of legal aid
sstic law read together with article 25 of the Convention).
. Centrel Authority may only provide information and

the interested applicant to the relevant entiies and by
's lack of financial resonrces upon transmitted information
iwation. It is up to the cowrt to decide whether the
ung legal assistance are met. The legal aid ‘proceedings’
erally do not result in delays,

s and by what procedures/methods are children heard
? In particular how will 2 determination be made as to
‘ts to return, and in what circumstances might judges
d based on his or her objections?

a0 differences between Hague proceedings and analogous

2 heard on important matters relating to his/her life is
al provisions, but the law does not establish a concrete age
or should be heard. Article 1756(2) of the Civil Code
rule, that whenever there is no consensus between parents
mpertance, the court, before deciding, shall hear the child
ars eold. Similarly, Decree-Law 65/99/M determines that if

wd (Articles 67 and 82).
g a child must be made, taking into consideration his/her

2, objections of the child to be returned may be taken into
:ourt but, legally, the court is not compelled to rake into
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10.

Leoal issues and interpr

account of his/her vie
justify a refusal to «
Convention, it helps 1
judge is free to adop
zecording to the Jaw.

How has Article 20

aware of an increa

Statistical Survey of
return was successfu

So far, Article 20 has

's. In practice, the objection of the child can contrdbute to

‘der the retum if, as provided in the law and/or in the

demonstrate the Jegal admissible grounds to refuse it. The
the most convenient and befitting solution for each case

[the Convention been applied in your State? Are yon

in the nse of this Article, bearing in mind that the
t cases in 1999 found no case in which this exception to
¥ invoked?

3ver been invoked.

_ation of kev concepts

11,

12,

13.

Pledse comment on
it difficuit to irnplem

Until now, no prabler

Are there any impo)
law relevant to the
draw attention? Pl -
relevant legislation i

At the moment, ther¢
mentioned Decree-l
implementation of thi -
children) being one o

The relevant mform
Decrea-law  65/99/
WWwW, z'mprensa. macag)

Please indicate any
2001 io your jurise:
particular the follow
a)irights of custod -
b)ihabitusal reside
¢) rights of access
d)tthe actuanl exert
e)ithe settlement o

ty Constitutional procedures or principles which make

.at the Hague Convention fully.

in this regard was encountered,

ant developments in legislation, case law or procedural
reration of the 1980 Convention to which you wish te
se could you provide us with an electronic copy of
possible?

re no relevant developments. Please be informed that the
v 65/99/M 1is currently under revision, the better
Hague Convention (as well as other Hague Conventions on
he reasons.

on, such as the Civil Code, Cjvil Procedire Code and
, can  be found on the following website:
juv.me, in Chinese and Portugucss.

iportant developments since the Special Commission of
‘tion' in the interprefation of Convention concepts, in
18:

(Articles 3 ) and 5 a));

e (Articles 3 a) and 4);

\rticle 5 5));

e of rights of custody (Articles 3 §) apd 13(2) @));

the child in his / her new environment (Article 12(2));

Ti20
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f) the one year per
g) tonsent ar acqu
13(1) a));
h) grave risk (Arti
i) exposure to phy
1) intolerable situa
k} the child object:
) fundamental pr
fundamental fre :

There 15 no relevant ¢

Direct international judj

14. Please describe any
communication. If y
direct internation;
developments in this -
is available on the
Child Abduction Sec -

The ‘MSAR answer

development.

Immigration / asylum /1 :

Fuco- a6 7 DO0BS8F

*d for the purposes of Article 12;

scence to the removal or retention of the child (Article

e 13(1) b));

:al or psychological harm (Article 13(1) b)y;

n (Article 13(1) 4));

0 being returned (Article 13(2)); (see also question 9)
ciples relating to the protection of human rizhts and
loms (Article 20). (See also question 10)

. ielopment.

- al communpication

*velopments in the area of direct international judicial
ir country has responded to the 2002 Questionnaire on

Judicial communication please describe any
rea since your response was made. (The Questionn aire

 ebsite of the Hague .Conference at: <www.hecch net>

on Questionnaire & Responses).

to the 2002 Questionnaire and there is no ftm:ﬁef

ngee matters

15.Have you any exper
arisen as to the righ
country from which
how have such issue:

There is one case, wh -

16.Have you any exper
applications and the
cases in which the |
applied for asylum
in which the applica
beeniresolved?

Until now, there are n |

nce of cases in which immigration/visa questions have
if the child and/or the abducting parent to re-enter the
he child was abducted or unlawfully retained? If 50,
jeen resolved?

1 18 not yet resolved.

nce of cases involving links between asylum or refugee
980 Convention? In particular, please comment on any
spondent in proceedings for the return of a child has
refugee status (including for the child) in the country
ox for return is to be considered. How have such cases

such cases,
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08/08 '06 TUE 09:31

7

[TX/RX NO 8131]

Pagg #3 / 38

doz2s



QG 38208 16118y Ofhux  aRirst Department

17. Have you any exp -

affected a finding
removed or retain;

No.

18. Have you any exp

inkibited the exerc

Nc.

Criminal preceedings

15, Please comment or

eriminal charges a
which the child is t

Noavajlable data,

Mediation

20. Are there any prag

21.

22,

or other persons in
indicating inter g
agreements are ep
availability of, and

No. At the moment
differently from

jurisdiction, concilia.

ample manner as a le

How do you ens
proeeedings for the

No available dara.
Do vou have any ot
1980 Convention eir

has aceurred?

N/A.

"habitua) residence in
9

FMCO-MACE 7 DO0GS8F

lence of cases in which immigration/visa questions have
the State from which the child was

ience of cases in which immigration/visa questions have
e of rights of access?

any issues that arise, and how these are resolved, when
: pending against the abducting parent in the country to
be returned.

ammes of mediation available jn your State for parents
ived in Hague Convention cases? Please describe these,
7 the methods employed to epsure that medjated
'reeable and respected by the parties, as well as the
aining opportunities for, international mediators.

there are no programmes of mediation as it is understood
ciliation. Though, as referred above, within minors’
on 1s constructed in the interest of the minor and in a very
il power/duty of both nen-judieial and judicial authorjties.

e that mediation procedures do not nnduly delay
sturn of the child?

°F comments relating to mediation in the context of the
€r at a preventive stage or when a removal or retention

8/20
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Traiping and education

23.

24.

Do you have any co
conferences at the n:
the effective functio
conclusions and rece
which are availab
<www.hceh.net >Chj
of the 1980 Conventi

Mo available data.

Can you give details
country, and the infl

Despite efforts to o
Convention (targeting
seminars on children
training sessions for |
such as child protectt
are part of a programx
possible to evaluate th

Ensuring the safe returo

rico-Macksd 7D00B58F

meats relating to how judicial (or other) seminars or
ional, regionzl and international levels have supported
ing of the Convention? In particular, how have the
umendations of these seminars or conferences, (some of

on the website of the Hague Confereace at:

I Abduction Section), had an impact on the functioning
i?

f any training sessions/conferences organised in your
‘nee that such sessions have had?

.inize more specific training within the context of the

all legal professions), it was only possible to arrange
sues for lawyers of the Public Administration and general

2 MSAR Central Authority related personnel on subjects

t and awareness on children welfare. The referred actions
>f systematic traiming for civil servants and it is not yet
r influence. '

abuse are raised

25.

26.
‘return of the child

1s the issue of dom: .

return in child abdu
to such cases and, ir
claim that such viole

There s so far no sucl
What procedures an
issues of (alleged) do

Although there is ¢
Authonty can make
guthonties 1 order ¢
referred, one of its ap
necessary, can reques

f children where issues such as domestic violence and

tic violence or abuse often rajsed ay am exception to
on cases? What is the general approach of your courts
particular, how far do they investigate the merits of a

& or abuse has occurred?

:ase.

measures are in place in your State to secure the safe
nd the accompanying parent, where relevant) where
estic violence or abuse are raised?

specific measure or mechanism. the MSAR Central
Tangements, on a case-by-case basis, with other MSAR
ensure that the child receives appropriate protection. As
1s to protect families and/or people at risk, who, whenever
‘or any kind of help, including that of police protection. [t

/|
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27,

28,

may also request 1
information of the al

Moreover, as previc -
‘1to refuse any evidence requested by the applicant or the
defendant and decic .

initiative the facts a
into account the best

To what extent

“undertakings” (i
means of overcomi
thersubject matter |

The subject matter .
of the child is guara
the scope of the pre
arrangements for his

The parties are allc
means of overcon
undertakings may bt
discussion and trial

purpose, undertakin

In order to ensure t

by the court) are res

Will your court:

undertzkings in }-

differentiation mas
and these made at

Undertakings incor

such, since, as fore .

reason, the MSA
undertakings.

Internally, there is 1
parties and those
agreement between
same legal force of

puco-efy’ DOOBS8F

; relevant Central Authority of the State of return for
ged abuses,

sly mentioned, the court is free to investigate on its own

upon them, according to its prudent belief, always taking
aterest of the child.

re your courts entitled and prepared to employ
promises offered by, or required of the applicant) as =
t obstacles ta the safe return of the child? Please describe
undertakings required/requested.

‘undertakings can be of any kind, provided that the interest
eed. The undertakings employed by the courts are limited to
sction of the child and are only used as a too! to facilitate
ler rerurn on a case-by-case basis. '

ed to submit to the court any proposzl agreed upon as z

-1g obstacles to the prompt retun of the child. The

aised at any stage of the proceedings but, when a hearing for

- kes place, the judge must, specifically, look for conciliation.
Whien looking for e -
might help overcom .

1eiliation, the judge is free to suggest any undertakings that
obstacles as to the prompt return of the child. For the same
may be required of the applicant.

t undertakings artached to a return order (and homologated
cted, the MSAR Central Authority can follow up the case.

wthorities enforce or assist in. implementing such
spect of a child returned te your jurisdiction? Is a
‘between undertakings by agreement between the parties
1e request of the court?

- rated in 4 foreign judicial return order cannot be enforced as

n judicial decisions, they require recogmition. For the same
courts capmnet assist in the implementation of such

distinction between undertakings by agreement between the

1ade at the request of the court, since undertakings by
i parties are subject to judicial homologation. Both have the
judicial decisien.
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29, To what extent are

30.

31

32.

Standard questionnaire

the case may be to
protective orders m:

The MSAR courts o .

harbour orders or mu
child. However, in pr

in the country to whic .

Do you have any co
harbour orders?

No.

.Do you have any o1
the context of the 19

No.

Arewou aware ¢f ¢
enforce an order in
parant who is the
position to return w

No.

mr courts entitled or prepared to seek or require, or as
'rant, safe harbour orders or mirrar orders (advance
le in the country to which the child is to be returned)?

y, without particular restraints, seek, require or grant safe
or orders to overcome obstacles to theé prompt retum of a
tice, the courts do not bave the means to enforce the orders
the child is to be retumed.

ments on the use of undertakings, mirror orders or safe

er comments relating to domestic violence or abuse in
) Convention?

.3es in which your authorities have refused to make or
_espect of a young child on the basis that an abducting
1ild’s primary carer, refuses or is otherwise not in a

h the child?

yr newly acceding States

33.

34,

If your State has ac
questionnaire for n:

the ease or otherwis

why?
N/A.

Hasiyour State fow
acceding States (a
<www.hech.net> =3
newly acceding Stat
accession of anm a¢
usetul?

N/A.

.«ded to the Convention have you filled out the standard

'ly acceding States? If so, have you any comments about
of filling out this questionnaire? If not, can you explain

| the responses to the standard questionnajre for newly
ilable on the website of the Hague Conference at:

hild Abduction >Section Standard questionmnaire for

;) useful when considering whether or not to accept the

2ding State? What additional information would be

12/20
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35. What measures, if a

The Guide to Good Prac ce

got to accept a new ¢
newly acceding Stat:
and how do you ensi

N/A.

36.

a7z,

38,

In what ways have 3
Authority Practice,

Preventive Mesasur -

improving the imple

The Guide to Good
Implementing Measu
reference and learning

How has the Guide
practical decisions
{Convention?

The MSAR Governm .
for amendments; the -

resource and referenc

How have you ens:
made aware of, and

The relevant MSAR ¢
the MSAR Central au

Morszover, the MSA' -
consulting relevant a .

sefting up special cro:

On the other hand, a
going to be improvec

the Guide to Good Pr |

FMCo-XAGK¥ DOOBSSF

+7, do your authorities take, before deciding whether or

-cession (under Article 38), to satisfy themselves that the
8 in 2 position to comply with Convention obligations,
¢ that this process does not result in undue delays?

-u used-the Guide t¢ Good Practice — Part I on Central

‘art IT on Implementing Mesasures and Part I on
to assist in implementing for the first time, or
entation or operation of, the Convention in your State?

~ractice — Part [ on Central Authority Practice, Part II on

s and Part [IT on Preventive Measures is a useful tool,
uds as regards the implementation of the Convention.

Good Practice assisted your State in making policy or
elating to the implementation or operation of the

1t is now in the process of reviewing child protection laws
fore, the Guide to Good Practice is indeed a valuable

ed that relevant amthorities in your State have been

“ave had access to, the Guide to Good Practice?

- thorities such as the Procuratorate, the Court and, naturally,

wority are aware of such Guide.

Central Authority is widely disseminating the Guide by
horities during the process of reviewing the law and by
-department committees to carry out the necessary work.

mentioned before, the MSAR. Central authority website is
n order to include information on child abduction, such as
tee,

13/20
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39,

40,

41.

42,

43.

Do you have any com
on Preventive Measi
Guide?

Disseminations of the
will be more effective

Chinese, and if it is dis .

Please describe any d .

te enforcement meas
has responded to the
July 2004 or the C

distributed in Janua; -

case law or practice
Consultation Paper s

<www.hechonet> 5C
No development to po:

Are there any partic .

Guide to Gaod P
“Transfrontier Acce
1980 on the Civil As
drawn up by Willi

Document No 5 of J:

=2 Convention 28 7P
At present, there is no
Are there any other
parts of the Guide t
published or are unc
Practice; Part II
Measures as well as -

At present, there is no

Do vou have any o
Practice?

No. The MSAR has o -

Fxco-MAEAG 7 D00BS8F

ents concerning the Guide to Good Practice — Part 111

“es including how best to publicise this Part of the

uide to Good Practice — Part III on Preventive Measures
f it is uploaded on the web in more Janguages, such as
minated in those languages in the form of brochures,

velopments in legislation, case Jaw or practice relating
‘es and transfrontier access / contact, If your country

uestionnaire on Enforcement Measures distributed in

isultation Paper on Transfrontier Access / Contact
2002 please describe any developments in legislation,
ace youy response was made. (The Questionnaire and

ravailable on the website of the Hague Conference at:

id Abduction Section -? Questionnaire & Responses).
t out,

ar matters which you would like to see included in 2
wetice ou Transfrontier Access / Contact? (See
/ Contact and the Hague Convention of 25 Oc¢tober
1ets of International Child Abduction — Final Report”
n Duncan, Deputy Secretary General, Preliminary
ly 2002 available at: <www.hcch.net> ->Conventions
ictical Operation Documents.)

;articular matter to point out.

pics that you would like to see form the basis of future
Guod Practice in addition to those which are zlready

+r consideration (these are: Part I on Central Authority

 Implementing Mesasures; Part III on Preventive
forcement measures and access / contact)?

articular topic to point out.

ier comments about any Part of the Guide to Good

considerable experience in the field.
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44. Canyou list any ex:

No. Please refer to.th

Standarndised consent fi

45. Thel Permanent By

Statistics and case mans

with regard to deve

consent from holde

(seerthe Guide to G
have any commen
suggestions as to wh

The development of
consent from holders
be a useful tool to
without consent and

the relevant informat

No comment on the
MSAR, decisions or
tegistry, if the conte
would be possible/ea
the necessary data.

Fuco-maCie7 DOOBS8F

-3ples of good practice not included in the Guides?
! Previous response.
U

220 s cousnlting with States and relevant authorities

'ping a standardised or harmonised form for obtaining
of parental responsibility when a child leaves a State

)d Practice — Part ITII on Preventive Measures). Do you
about the development of such a form? Or any

tinformation such a form should/should not includ.e?

standardised/hammonised ron-mandatory form for obtaining
f parenta! responsibility when a child Jeaves a State would
stect the child who is unlawfully removed from the State
onld also allow the competent authorities to centralise all
n as regards the child and the guardian. '

:ontent of the form at this moment. However, as, in the
the exercise of parental power are object of compulsive
of the form would concur with the registry information, it
xr for the MSAR Central Authority to work with and verify

ement

46.

47.

Does your Central
cases it deals with ¢
of statisties to th
established by th
Aunthorities? [f not,

The MSAR maintai
number of cases - g}

Nevertheless, it is po: -

Does your Central ;
statistical purposes’
new . iChild softwsa
Authorities in six Ci

\uthority maintain accurate statistics concerning the
der the Convention, and does it submit annual returns
Permanent Bureau in accordance with the forms
Permanent Bureau in conmsultation with Central
ease explain why.

- up-to-date statistics. However, due to the insignificant
¥ 4 since 1999 - the MSAR did not submit any statistics,
ible to provide them to the Permanent Bureau in the firture.

(thority use any speﬁal software for case management /
¥ould your Central Authority be interested in using the
which is currently being piloted in seven Central

itractipg States?

15/206
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Taking into account o -
of such software at p-
future.

FXCO-wAceE 7DO0B58F

the preceding answer, it does not seem justifiable the use
sent. However, it is something to be considered in the

~ng the Convention

48. Has the Convention

your country, or (b):
its equivalent?

The MSAR Legislativ
issues conceming the
political approach and
approved on 7 Augus
extension to Macao o
Aspects of Internatior .
mentiened resolution,
favourable opinion an
examples in the subjer

1ssues raised by the (-

plenary level,

It is relevant to remi
publicity and populariz
of therchild, as can be
rights that include th
specialised committee
publications is, just to

the child are included.

49, Is theiConvention hav

No.

50. By what methods do )

Dissemination of infor -

promoted through set
Notwithstanding the f
direct :dissemination of
most of its contents.

provisions on parental

.ven rise to (a) any publicity (positive ur negative) in

ly debate or discnssion in your national Parliament or

Assembly (LA) has beeq dedicating its attention to many
ights of the child under several aspects, namely on a
vith a legislative stance. Resolution 13/98/M of the LA,
1998, expressed formally its favourable opinion to the
the Hague Convertion of 25 October 1980 on the Civil

Pagesgdd / 38

| Child Abduction. Prior to the approval of the above- -

1 specialised committee of the LA also approved its
stressed that Macao was in a condition to provide good
matter at the legislative, judicial and political level. The
nvention were thus debated both at the committee and

-

| that the LA is continuously dedicating afforts to the
ton of fundamental rights, including obviously the rights
en by the publication of several volwmes on fundamental
laws, bills, plenary debates, legal opinions issued by
as well as other relevant elements. Included in those

-1ention one example, the volume concemning the Law on
Basic Principles on Fa .

{ly Policies where several genera) norms on the rights of

-1g any negative effects which are causing concern”

u disseminate information abont the Convention?

ation concerning the rights of the child has been widely

.;al means, such as associations and the mass media.

t that these activities are not specifically aimed at the
niormation regarding the Hague Convention, they cover
\ this scope, information on matters such as the legal
:sponsibility, the exercise of parental responsibility after

16/20
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51,

diverce, custody rig .

Educational and So
television programs,

Could you provide
non-governmental
covered by the 198(

Not. at the moment.
several associations !
but those institutions
Convention.

Servicey provided by th

raco-MadkE 7D00658F

8, visitation righis, as well as the provisions of the Child
Al Protection Regime was divulgated through newspapers,
aflets and brochures and the organisation of bazaars.

list (including contact details and web site addresses) of
Banisations in your State which are involved in matters
md/or 1996 Conventions?

[he MSAR Central Authority works in partnership with

lated to family interests and institutions of soeial solidarity,

re not specifically involved in matters covered by the 1980

: Permanent Bureau

52.

Please comment o

Permanent Bureav

Convention, such as
a) INCADAT:
B) the Judges® N
¢) the hibliograp
d) the Child Ahd

statistics on1
f) iChild (the

Canadijan so

piloted by se
g) support for i

conferences « :

k) support for
maintenance

It is only fair to b
Permanen: Bureau i)
operation of the Con
items, it should be st
indispensable, tools.

state your reflections om services provided by the
to assist the jmplementation and operation of the

"vsletier on International Child Protection;
-y of the Convention;

_ction Section on the website of the Hapue Conference;
&) INCASTAT (-

e dstabase for the electromic collection and analysis of

~e Counvention, which is currently being developed);
s ectronic case mansgement system designed by the

ware company WorldReach, which is currently being
n Central Authorities in six Contracting States),

itional / international judicial (and other) seminars /
ncerning the Convention; :

mmunications among Central Authorities, including
“{ updated contact details.

‘hlight the important and valuable contributions of the
what concems the assistance to the implementation and
ntion. Specifically regarding the above-mentioned a) to d)
ssed that in practice they proved to be very helpful, if not

1
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53. Haveiyou any commu
Permanent Bureau
Convention?

Yes, it 1s believed t
Convention as well a
Convention should be

Cormpliance with the Coj -

FiCO-WAENS7 DO0BSEE

ts or suggestions concerning the activities in which the

-1gages to assist in the effective functioniog of the

t a regional conference on the practical aspects of the
ipecialised training conceming the implementation of the

:xnsidered.

ention

54. Are there any Con
difficulties
difficulties.

No,

55, Are you aware o
avoidance/evasion of

No,

Non-Convention cases a

in achi-

“acting States with whom you are having particular

ing successful co-operation? Please specify these

situations/circumstances in which there has been

he Convention?

Ynon-Convention States

56. Are you aware of a
outside the scope of

Na.

57.
Party to the Conve)

Convention or Mem .

invited to the Spec

Would you be willi

States to attend?
N/A

58. Do vou have any e

State and a non-Co

No.

Are tthere any State:

7 troubling cases of international abduction which fall
e Convention?

that you would particularly like to see become a State
lon? Are there any States (which are not Parties to the
ers of the Hague Conference) that you would like to see
il Commission meeting in October / November 2006.
z to contribute to a fund to enable certain developing

nmeants on bilateral or other apreements bebween your
racting State?

18/20
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59, What additional
Convention pape ¢

No.

Relationship with othg

formation would you find useful on the non-Hague

INCADAT available at <www.incadsat.com>,

instruments

60.Do you have am
instruments on th

Council Regulatip .
Jurisdiction and th

martters and the m
No 13472000 and
Return of Children

No.

61.Do you have any
instrements on thu
the 7289 United Na

The two internati

protection of the rig-
Law, which expre: -
protected by the Rey

comments or ohservations om the impact of reginnal
operation of the 1980 Hague Convention, for example,
(EC) No 2201/2003 of 27 November 2003 concerning
"ecognition and enforcement of judgments in matrimonial
ters of parental responsibility, repealing Regulation (EC)
bhe 1989 Inter-American Convention on the International

mments or observations on the impact of international
operation of the 1980 Hague Convention, in particular,
ons Convention on the Rights of the Child?

al instruments complement each other as regards the
5 of the child, which is one of the aims of the MSAR. Basic
y determines that children are to be taken care af and
.

The Haoue Conventio

of 1996 on Jurisdiction, Applicable Law, Recognition,

Enforcement and Ce

-iperation in respect of Parental Responsibility and

Measures for the Prote

.ion of Children

62.]f the 1996 Hague

comrents regardi.

opérating?
NiAa

63.1f the 1996 Hague
copsidering implen

advantages and (b)

N/

Couvention is in force in your State, do you have any
2 (a) how it has been implemented; (b) how it is

—onvention is not in force in your State, is your State
nting this Convention? What are viewed as (a) the main
he main difficulties in implementing this Convention?

18/20
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64.Have yon experiencec wny difficulties concerning interpretation of particular
provisions?

N/A

65. Would you find a uide to Good Practice on implementation of this
Convention nseful?

N/A

66.The Special Commis: »n of 2001 recognised the potential advantages of the
1996 Hague Convent n as an adjunct to the 1980 Hague Convention, and
recommended that lomtracting States should consider ratification or

accession. How has yi r State responded to this recommendation?

N/A.

Any other matters and re , );mmendations

67.States are invited to - imment on any other matters which they may wish to
raise concerning the practical operation of the 1980 Convention or the
implementation of th 1996 Convention.
N/A.

68.States are invited t make proposals concerning recommendations to be
made by the Special ' | >mmission.

N/A.
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