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H.K. (on behalf of 
S.K.) vs Denmark

SUMMARY

S.K. is a girl who was born in 2017. She is Indian, but she was born in Denmark, 
where she lives with her mother. In 2019, her mother, H.K., told the Committee on 
the Rights of the Child about their case. She did this because the Danish 
government wanted to send both S.K. and her back to India (deport* them). H.K. 
did not agree and explained why she and S.K. would not be safe there. 

The Committee found that Denmark did not respect the following rights from the Convention on the Rights 
of the Child: 

Article 3: S.K.'s best interests as a child;
Article 22: S.K.'s rights as a refugee child;
Article 6: S.K.'s right to life, survival and development;
Article 37(a): S.K.'s right to protection from torture and cruel treatment.

The Committee first asked the government of Denmark to pause its plans to send 
H.K. and S.K. away while the complaint was being studied. After looking at the case, 
the Committee told Denmark to fix the situation so that all of S.K.’s rights would be 
respected. This meant the Danish government had to look again at its earlier 
decisions to send H.K. and S.K. back and make sure that S.K.’s best interests were 
considered. Denmark had to tell the Committee what it planned to do within 180 days. 

This document explains the case of H.K. (on behalf of S.K.) vs Denmark:
What happened to the child of the case;
What the Committee thought of this case;
What the Committee told the government of Denmark to do;
Where you can learn more about children's rights and the Committee.

You can read the full case decision in English here.

*You can find the meaning of the words highlighted in blue in the Glossary at the end of this document!

https://docs.un.org/en/CRC/C/90/D/99/2019


What happened to the child of the complaint? 
H.K. is the mother of S.K. They live together in Denmark. They are both Indian, and S.K. was born 
in Denmark. The Danish government wanted to send H.K. and S.K. back to India because the 
reason they were allowed to stay in Denmark no longer applied. H.K. thought going to India would 
be dangerous for S.K. She asked for asylum in Denmark, which means asking the country for help 
and protection. The Danish government said no. H.K. believed that Denmark did not protect S.K.’s 
rights for three reasons:

 





 

























Article 22: rights of refugee 
children

Article 3: best interest of the childThe UN Convention on 
the Rights of the Child

This is an important agreement by 
countries who have promised to 
protect children's rights.
It explains who children are, all 
their rights, and the 
responsibilities of governments. 
All the rights are connected, they 
are all equally important and they 
cannot be taken away from 
children.

When adults make decisions, they 
should think about how their 
decisions will affect children. All 
adults should do what is best for 
children. Governments should make 
sure children are protected and 
looked after by their parents, or by 
other people when this is needed. 
Governments should make sure that 
people and places responsible for 
looking after children are doing a 
good job.

Children who move from their home 
country to another country as 
refugees (because it was not safe for 
them to stay there) should get help 
and protection and have the same 
rights as children born in that country.  



 








What happened to the child while the Committee studied the case? 

Has the government of Denmark violated children's rights? 

Article 37: children in detentionArticle 6: right to life, survival and 
development

To protect S.K., the Committee told the Danish government not to send S.K. and H.K. 
back to India while the Committee was still studying the case. This is called an interim 
measure. This measure pressed the pause button on the time so that the situation of 
S.K. would not get worse. Sometimes, interim measures can make the situation so 
much better that the reason for the complaint disappears.

The Committee found that Denmark did not respect the following rights from the Convention on the Rights 
of the Child:

Article 3: S.K.'s best interests as a child;
Article 22: S.K.'s rights as a refugee child;
Article 6: S.K.'s right to life, survival and development;
Article 37 (a): S.K.'s right to protection from torture and cruel treatment.

Every child has the right to be alive. 
Governments must make sure that 
children survive and develop in the best 
possible way.

37(a): No child should be killed, tortured, 
treated cruelly.

After the Committee accepts the complaint, it then checks if there was a violation. This step is called 
“merits.” While studying this case, the Committee found two more child rights that S.K.’s mother had 
not mentioned but were important to discuss. These were Article 6 and Article 37(a) of the Convention 
on the Rights of the Child. The Committee can look at other rights, even if the person making the 
complaint does not mention them.



What did the Committee tell the government 
to do to fix the situation?  

Because the government did not respect S.K.'s rights, the Committee told them to fix the situation. 
These actions to make things right are called recommendations or remedies. The Committee told 
the Danish government to think again about the decision to send S.K. and her mother back to India. 
Denmark had to consider S.K.’s best interests as a very important factor and think about the 
specific facts of her case. 

The Committee wanted to hear from Denmark quickly — within 180 days — about what steps it had 
taken to respect S.K.’s rights. Denmark also had to share this case and the decision in the Danish 
language, so that people in Denmark can learn about it and know more about their rights. 

What did the government do?

Did all the Committee members agree? 

Three of the 18 members did not agree. These three members shared their ‘’dissenting opinions'', 
which means they had different views from the larger group. 

First, they thought that because H.K.’s claims about Articles 3 and 22 already met all the rules to be 
accepted, the Committee did not need to study other children’s rights. Second, they believed that the 
Danish government had done a good job checking if H.K. and S.K. would receive help from the 
Indian government. They said the government had made its decision on the asylum application in a 
fair and careful way.

These three members found that the Danish government did respect S.K.’s best interests as a child 
and her rights as a child asking for asylum. Because they were a small group, their opinion did not 
change what the Committee told the government to do.

The Committee checks with governments to see what steps they have taken 
to respect children’s rights after a decision is made. This is called the “follow-
up.” The Committee found that the steps taken by the Danish government 
were good enough. This meant the Committee was satisfied and believed that 
the Danish government was respecting children’s rights.



Annexes
Do you want to know more about the Committee and the Convention? 

 

 



Find more information in child friendly language here. 
Read the Convention in child friendly language here.  

You can send a letter to the address below, or send an e-mail:

Committee on the Rights of the Child
(CRC) 

Human Rights Treaties Division (HRTD)

Office of the United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR) 

Palais Wilson - 52, rue des Pâquis 
CH-1201 Geneva (Switzerland) 

ohchr-crc@un.org

https://opic.childrightsconnect.org/resources-for-children/
https://www.ohchr.org/en/treaty-bodies/crc/information-children
https://www.unicef.org/media/56661/file


Glossary 

 



 







   




 


 


   


 



 


   

This child-friendly version was developed using the model outlined in Child Rights Connect's template, “How to Draft a Child-Friendly Version of an 
OPIC Case.” 

This is an edited version of the original student work, for which the Leiden Children’s Rights Observatory assumes full editorial responsibility. 
This version does not reflect the views of the UN Committee on the Rights of the Child or any of its members, nor does it represent the views of Leiden 
University or any other entities with which the Leiden Children’s Rights Observatory is currently or has previously been affiliated.

Note: To cite this publication, please use the following reference: Child-Friendly Version, Case No. 99/2019, H.K. (on behalf of S.K.) v. Denmark, 
Leiden Children's Rights Observatory, August 2025.

https://www.childrensrightsobservatory.org/images/uploads/Child-Rights-Connect-Template.pdf



