Report of the Conference of State Parties 3 of the United Nations Convention on the Rights of People with Disabilities, held in New York from 1st to 3rd September 2010, from Richard Rieser, UKDPC representative.
The International disability Alliance  (IDA
) held a pre-meeting for DPO’s and NGO’s attending from 9-1.00 on the morning of 31st September. This allowed for reports from IDA members and then DPO’s and NGO’s. Diane Richler of Inclusion International, as rotating chair of IDA chaired this and an afternoon session at the UN. Yannis Vardakastanis (dp) of European Disability Forum is currently Vice Chair.
IDA consists of 13 large global organisations and regional federations and  advocates at various UN bodies. IDA has wider internet list serve which includes others. IDA has two workers in New York(1 dp), an office in Geneva(2 workers) and an office in Madrid- Stefan Tromel is CEO. Also concerned with capacity building, road map on implementation and creating synergies .
Each of IDA members present reported.

RIADIS(dp) Red Latinamericana des Oranizationes No Gubernamentales -18 Latin American Countries11member Board-5 Directors. Conference every 2 years. Capacity building. Held 10 seminars on Convention.  In 9 countries using MIW funding. Creating a reference/traini ng centre-observatory.

Pacific Disability Forum(dp)-Holding Training Cook Islands, Fiji, Vanatu, Papua New Guinea 2 week seminar, Samoa.

WNUSP(dp) Tina Minkowitz-represent those with madness, Mental Health and Psychiatry users or Survivors of the system. Main work article 12. Challenge forced treatment
Rehabilitation International –Ann-President (dp) NY based founded 1922, focus 24 and 27 and paradigm shift.

Inclusion International-Klaus Lukwitz-President office in Toronto, London and Berlin. Focus 12,19,24-support by families in community. World Congress Berlin last June 3000 from 74 countries.
European Disability Forum-Yannis(dp)Pan European representing 65 million disabled people. EU took decision to ratify in November last.

International Federation Hard of Hearing –Wolf (dp) focus on building grass roots 9,244 and 26 main focus.

World Blind Union –Rowland (dp) organise in 170 countries-issues secret voting-independent only 8 countries in world. Copywrite-only 5% all books are accessible.
World Federation of the Deaf-Johan(dp) 70 million deaf people in 130 countries Articles 2,9,21,24 and 30 are focus. Focus on Sign Language recognition as official language, bilingual education, Convention now available in International Sign Language. 

Disabled People International (President(dp)  from Peru) 140 countries. HQ St John’s Canada. 82% of disabled people live in poverty-need social growth not global capitalism-public investment for all-the knowledge disabled people have can make this a reality.
Then NGO’s and DPO’s given opportunity to report
Asia/Pacific Forum. Alarm (dp) from Bangladesh reported work on shadow reporting and on Article 32.

International Disability and Development Consortium 23 organisations operating in over 100 countries reported Diane Mulligan (dp) of Sight Savers International.
Handicap International reported on the launch and operation of their Making It Work Initiative-Rhona Neuhaus (dp)

Leonard Cheshire Disability Gopal Mitra (dp), operating in 50 countries-Young Voices Project. 
MDAC-Mental Disability Advocacy Consortium  based in Budapeste

Human Rights Watch reports on loss of human rights e.g. disabled women in Northern Uganda, Institutions in Croatia.
Disability Rights Fund(dp)-Grants to DPOs capacity building in Global South-Uganda, Mexico and Peru and 14 Pacific Islands soon coming. Funded by DIFD shortage International Donors
Christian Blind Mission funds international disability and development in 70 countries.

Disability Rights International- Eric Rosenthal was MDI changed name
Brazilian National Council of Disability CONATI -38 members 19 Government and 19 Civil Society 200m pop 14.5% disabled.

Handicap International-projects in 60 countries
Australian Federation of Disability Organisations(dp)-Shadow Report campaigning to remove reservations 12,17 and 18.
African Decade for Disabled People Thomas Ongolo (dp)
Connect Us-Disseminate Human Rights in South-Sword Journal

UKDPC(dp)-Reported on support for DPO led projects in South-SAFOD and project in South Pacific, Campaign for no reservations and Manifesto for control of DPO’s, UKPDC led consortium for consultation with Government.

Reflecting on this reporting more than half present had not been involved in Ad Hoc Committee. An increasing number of organisations not run by disabled people are participating in these events. A number have put up disabled people as their spokespeople. DPI did not present a global analysis or report on activities of member organisations around the world. The IDA president, Diane Richler, who represented IDA at the COSP3,  is not a disabled person.
After a  break we had a timely session on Leadership by Disabled  People  

Facundo Chavez from REALIS introduced by analysing false medical/charity model and the paradigm shift to the social model. The dominance of the medical model led to our segregation, lack of education and jobs and poverty. Disabled People’s voice is replaced by families, doctors and others who ‘protect’ us leading to massive exclusion. Substitution of our voice must end disabled people must take the lead in the paradigm shift.

Tina Minkowitz WNUSP. The Convention was 80% written by civil society and foremost of them DPO’s who have the lived experience. People with disabilities have the moral authority and drive, have experts but are also collective. IDA each group are experts on their own issues e.g. WBU for blind people’s issues. Without the involvement of PWD one has the old paradigm. DPO’s run by people with disabilities and are in control. We have to be at the table throughout. Independence of DPO’s is essential and we have a huge impact.

We then break into groups around tables to discuss “How can DPO leadership in activities relate to CRPD and what are some of the challenges to cooperation?” 
About 70 people took part in this session. Issues reported back from the table discussions were :-
Tensions between grass roots and national and international DPO organisations. Huge need for capacity building. Challenge of getting different DPOs to work harmoniously. Not to get incorporated or dependent on Government. DPOs and NGOs to build trust to work together. Need to have DPO leadership.
After reporting on the group I was in. I made an intervention. Since the Convention was passed many non-DPOs are moving into this work. The problem is they do not all accept the need to take their lead from DPOs. There were organisations in the room who did not accept this. Without the grass roots involvement of disabled people and their organisation and education into a democratic movement the Convention will never be implemented. NGOs need to act as serious allies making their resources available to support these developments.

Dian Richler summed up the mornings discussions but skirted round the issue of leadership by disabled people choosing instead to focus on building trust and collaboration. Perhaps this is because Diane comes from a predominantly parents organisation.

Civil society forum Co-organized by UN-DESA Secretariat of the CRPD and International Disability Alliance, 31st August 2010

Following is a record of remarks made at the first Civil Society Forum co-hosted by DESA and the International Disability Alliance. The views expressed represent the views of the speakers.

Ms. Diane Richler (IDA), Ms. Akiko Ito (DESA), and Ambassador McLay (New Zealand) welcomed the participants. Ms. Ito highlighted some recent developments such as the IASG guidelines for UN country teams, which were recently finalized and will be adopted in the UNDAF framework in 2011-2012. She noted the failure of the MDGs to be inclusive of persons with disabilities and informed all of an event on development Wednesday from 1:15-2:45 in Conference Room 4. DESA is promoting disability-inclusive development. In June 2010 DESA with the World Bank organized a meeting on accessibility and communication. They are increasing focus on women and girls with disabilities. As a new way to promote the rights of persons with disabilities the Civil Society Forum will be an annual event held in conjunction with the COP. She noted where there had been areas of cooperation to date and that there was the need for cooperation on the rights of persons with disabilities in new areas as well, such as peace and security.

Ambassador McLay welcomed participants and thanked Inclusion International and DESA for the invitation to the Forum. He emphasized the importance of article 32 and raised the issue of how it could be operationalized to deliver results. He indicated the need for the MDGs to be inclusive of persons with disabilities given that 80% of persons with disabilities live in developing countries. He indicated the need for collaboration between DPOs, NGOs, States and UN agencies, which had been crucial during negotiations of the CRPD and remained important. He challenged civil society to continue lobbying for signature and for current signatories to speed up their ratification process, and stressed the need to maintain positive momentum. He emphasized the importance of periodic State reporting and other reports to treaty bodies and the need to encourage this. He highlighted the multiple discrimination that many people with disabilities face and in particular women. He remains optimistic about what civil society can achieve.

Mr. Shuaib Chalklin, the UN special rapporteur on disability, focused his talk on article 32 and international cooperation. He reminded all of ECOSOC resolution 2008/20 outlining the responsibilities of the Special Rapporteur. His focus as stated in his first report to the Commission on Social Development in February 2010 is to encourage ratification, work for inclusion in the MDGs, work on international cooperation based on article 32, highlight the needs of persons with disabilities in humanitarian disasters and in situations of risk, and to highlight the needs of women and girls with disabilities. He reminded everyone of the obligations in article 32 and the differing level of success of countries policies on development to include persons with disabilities. He highlighted the limited success of the MDG efforts in this regard, noting by way of example the fact that many children with disabilities do not attend school. 

Mr. Chalklin noted the major challenge that most people with disabilities live in the global south in extreme poverty. Yet most development spending is on exclusive development projects in which disability is only included after civil society lobbying. He noted that disability is not sufficiently considered as a human rights issue and that good governance requirements are sometimes seen as an imposition form the west. He considered that there is a global fatigue in the global disability movement weakening its capacity. Yet these challenges presented opportunities.

Regarding the IASG guidelines, he felt it would be useful if they would contain key indicators for good inclusive development. He noted that some donors have disability inclusive policies. The ratification by 90 countries provided a unique opportunity to ask for the OECD, EU and other development assistance to be inclusive. While many donors funded disability-specific projects, such as "special schools" or providing assistive devices in post-conflict countries, broader development spending should be inclusive of disability. For example, if a government provided funding for schools, they should be accessible. He highlighted the need to change the policy of the major development and donor agencies, and noted that inclusion of gender in development provided an excellent model. He provided some best practice examples such as the Japanese development agency initiative with Kenya, Malawi and South Africa to establish an independent living center in each country, which was planned to expand to other countries. He serves as an advisor for the project. The recipient countries become cost sharers in these and in the process, African people will go to Japan to study independent living and technology. He suggested that DPOs and governments develop other projects in partnership.

He highlighted the need for cooperation between IDA, IDDC, the Global Partnership for Disability and Development, and governments, to ensure inclusion of disability in the MDGs and in development generally. He suggested that to achieve broader inclusion in development, a task force should be developed with IDA, IDDC, GPDD and the IASG to develop a common agenda, which could lead to other initiatives.

He highlighted the challenge of good governance and respect of human rights and noted problems in Africa in particular. He pointed to the issue that countries prevent organizations from operating as human rights organization, including organizations of persons with disabilities. Some organizations remain silent in this and DPOs face the brunt of this. There was a greater need to strengthen the voice of persons with disabilities in the south. In addition, there was a need to share best practices. This could be an additional agenda of the proposed task force.

He introduced an initiative to create an African Disability Forum. It would provide Africans with Disabilities the platform to speak with one voice, have evidence based monitoring, and improve rights protection. He suggested that it would have an open membership, and not just be open to organizations in Africa. The proposed Forum would be a small organization, with limited staff and projects. This is still under discussion. He has engaged some leaders in Africa around this Forum. If this forum were to be established, it would need the support of the international civil society.

He recently met with Judy Heuman (U.S.) and raised the issue of women and girls with mental disabilities in Africa and asked for US support. He received excellent support from her and her colleagues. He emphasized the importance of self-representation in raising greater awareness of the conditions for women and girls with psychosocial disabilities. He raised the same issue at a meeting with the World Bank yesterday. He emphasized the areas of cooperation between IDA and himself and noted he was keen to work with all of those present on the areas of work raised today.

Judith Heuman (Special Advisor on Disability Rights for the U.S. State Department and Former World Bank Group's first Advisor on Disability and Development) began her remarks with a reminder of the need to applaud each other for the progress made to date, which was possible from people working together and sharing information. She emphasized that disability is not a tragedy but rather a normal part of life and that everyone needed to fight to remove barriers. No country was where it should be yet on disability. She believes we will see major changes in all countries in the next twenty years, and data beginning to emerge shows that there is already a difference. She noted the importance of remembering what everyone has done effectively, never give up, and recognize that there will continue to be barriers. She emphasized the need for continued collaboration and to maintain leadership but to reach out to others.

She believes that the number of 650 million persons with disabilities worldwide is not accurate, the number is larger. We have to recognize that our ability to collaborate and work together means we will achieve progress. She is pleased to serve as Special Advisor and introduced other members of her team. Regarding U.S. ratification, the community of people with disabilities asked President Obama to ratify and he agreed to sign it in the first year. She welcomed the positive role that President Obama was taking on in the process. She noted that Secretary Clinton had been a leader in human rights and civil rights and had integrated disability in her work. Ms. Heuman anticipated that the ratification package will be presented to the president and sent to the Senate sometime this year.

The message they are working on in the State Department is inclusion of disability. Her office was integrated with labor and human rights. They are currently working on:

-The human rights report (of the U.S. Department of State): They are working to ensure that the guidance and direction going to U.S. embassies to ensure disability is appropriately integrated in the HR report. They have had a meeting with 20 civil society organizations to enable them to understand what the human rights report is.

-They are encouraging people to meet with the embassies and human rights officers about violations of people with disabilities in their respective countries

-Training and human rights – There is a three-day course on human rights (at the Department of State) that they are integrated into.

-Human rights reporters – They are training those who will produce the report on HR violations.

-Awareness raising (internal)- Many people in government and civil society don't understand the breadth of what we are discussing in talking about disabled individuals. People understand disabilities as only visible disabilities. Many people have invisible disabilities- intellectual, mental, epilepsy, cancer, etc. When people discuss disability, it allows people to identify whether they have a disability, family members, members of the community. They have had positive uptake. Colleagues are interested in looking at what they are able to do.

-They are interested in learning about and from the work going on in other countries.

-They want to share information from what they've done in the last 30-40 years.

-The gender office is looking at including disabilities. 

-Government grants and contracts – They are working to ensure that all grants and contracts include disability, working on specific language for grants, so it is transparent and that applicants understand what is meant by inclusion of disability. This will not happen overnight but they are working with civil society organizations, organizations that have received funding and are doing work overseas.

She noted that disability organizations could be advisors and paid for their expertise so they can be participants at the table. She introduced Mr. David Morrissey of the United States International Council on Disabilities, which has been a critical component on disability. It has not yet been that engaged in the international arena. They have been working on this, and more are becoming involved and interested.

She concluded by noting that those present all had broad visions of what the world and the societies of those present should look like, and called for continued leadership.

Next, Ms. Akiko Ito presented highlights of the Conference of States Parties and reviewed the program (available at www.un.org/disabilities). She noted that on Wednesday many of the CRPD Committee members would be present at the panels. In addition she noted that the CRPD Committee Chair would present a report during the UN agencies meeting on Friday morning (3 September 2010). She noted that the email contact information for the Secretariat of the Conference of States Parties was enable@un.org.

This was followed by discussion and comments from participants.

Ms. Tina Minkowitz, CHRUSP and WNUSP, noted that her organizations see forced treatment and deprivation of liberty happen all over the world and in the U.S. They did a report for the Human Rights Council Universal Periodic Review (UPR) of the United States (which will occur in November 2010) with other disability organizations, calling on the United States to eliminate forced treatment, eliminate institutional bias where there is relevant legislation being proposed, and other issues. She asked Ms. Heuman whether the State Department was planning to address them about the report, and noted that their recommendations and concerns were not mentioned in the State's report that had been submitted to the Council. Regarding ratification, the last meeting was held with civil society was last December and she asked when the next meeting would take place. She asked whether Ms. Heuman's office would share the proposed reservations and declarations with the disability community and others, and before those were sent to the Senate.

Ms. Heuman replied that there would be discussions before the package goes to the Senate and that Ms. Minkowitz would be invited to those as she had been in the past, and said they would also share the proposals with the disability community before the package went to the Senate (anticipated to occur in December). She had not yet seen the UPR report having begun in June and asked Ms. Minkowitz to email her the report and indicated that she would look at it.

Mr. Richard Rieser (UK Disabled Peoples Council) spoke of implementation of article 24. He said that the latest global monitoring report suggested that more than 40% of the children not in school are disabled children. There have been some successes but the economic crisis might be posing problems. World Vision International did an analysis of fast track countries' plans, and disability was not really mentioned. He asked the panelists what they suggested on how to get world leaders to include disabled children more seriously in education?

Ms. Heuman noted that one of her team members will speak tomorrow or Thursday. She has started to work with the people of Department of Education. The U.S. has a new director of special education. Her objective is to look at what is going on the State Department and with USAID, she needs to understand first how U.S. dollars are spent in education so far. She doesn't know enough yet about (the spending) at the international level. She would expect that the Secretary and others in the White House should look for opportunities for a statement on this to be made. The U.s. should look at what it was doing and the impact of what it might have.

Mr. Chalkin replied that he would speak on a roundtable on education on Wednesday 1 September 2010, and at a side event organized by the World Federation of the Deaf. In preparing for the round table, he came across a shadow report by a South African DPO on people with learning disabilities. In South Africa there were good policies but they were not working at local level because teachers and administrators are not aware. The report has gone to Geneva. He thinks UNICEF is the most aware of conditions of children with learners disabilities. 

Ms. Heuman noted that this speaks to the issue of working collaboratively. It would be good to look at the work of the Scandinavians, British, New Zealanders and others that have been working on the ground. She pointed to the need for additional efforts and that some have done work to strengthen parent awareness and teacher training.

Mr. Rieser responded that he works on inclusive education and thought filming good practices would be helpful, as often one school nearby might have a good practice but that this could be unknown by schools nearby. He felt the internet could be helpful for this. 

Mr. Morrissey (USICD) noted that they have a project with a U.S. university whereby they collect information and send it to countries that don't have internet access.

Mr. Stefan Trömel (International Disability Alliance) wanted to draw attention of everyone present to the issue of the MDGs summit that will take place in a few weeks. A meeting of States had taken place earlier that day in the same room of the current meeting, to discuss the latest version of the outcome document.  In the current version of the MDGs summit outcome document draft, there are only two references to persons with disabilities. One reference is now being challenged by the G77, who is proposing an alternative paragraph that would include persons with disabilities regarding education (although that alternative paragraph is being opposed by the U.S., Canada, Australia, New Zealand, Russia and the EU). He requested that those present speak to the G77 and to their own governments. He suggested that colleagues to contact their missions. He called for intensifying efforts on this as soon as possible and ensuring that the MDG document takes the first step to end invisibility of persons with disabilities in the MDGs. (Note- the text of the current version of the MDGs document is included at the end of this document.)

A representative of the University of West Indies indicated that he would seek support for this. He would speak to a commission. He then highlighted a new initiative of theirs. They have been working on establishing a global disability index, to track performance of member States that have signed and ratified the CRPD. They have a detailed project proposal and have talked with the Secretariat at the U.N. They would want support from IDA and member states in the execution of such a project. There should be a mechanism ranking States according to their progress, as this would put some pressure on some people to perform. They are seeking support from the various stakeholders.

Anne Hawker (Rehabilitation International) supported what Mr. Rieser had said on the need to ensure there is ongoing inclusive education. While a number of people were starting to see the development of inclusive education, they had not enjoyed the same level of success when they got to the point of employment. It was necessary to increase efforts leading to employment at the different levels of education.

Ms. Heuman indicated the need to see what countries were doing on education leading to employment and the need for more government-to-government discussion. She noted the positive development that more groups and youth groups were organizing to put pressure on local governments. Mr. Chalklin also noted additional employment challenges. Ms. Heuman noted the efforts of the current U.S. administration to employ additional persons with disabilities. Before February 2009 there had not been adequate national data on the unemployment rate of people with disabilities but they were working to improve that.

A representative from Japan's Council for disability policy reform indicated challenges there. Japan has a new government and created a council for disability policy reform, trying to change law and practice to be consistent with the CRPD.  This includes 26 members. The majority of the council members were from the disability community, including Japan Disability Forum. They made a radical recommendation including on article 24 on education. The Japanese government had not agreed with inclusive education. But now the Cabinet office had made a radical recommendation and the government has to set up a new committee to see if the current practice is in compliance. Japan's Ministry of education is looking at article 24.

A representative of the International Federation of Women Lawyers asked whether the Special Rapporteur had collaboration with other special Rapporteurs and other treaty monitoring bodies. She noted that the treaty bodies had general recommendations that could include disabled persons. The Committees have issued a statement on the anniversary of Security Council resolution 1325 anniversary, which could talk about disabled women. She mentioned as well the International Criminal Court victim trust fund, and asked whether discussion had yet taken place between the disability community and persons involved in that. She noted that this could be helpful regarding civilian rehabilitation. Her organization was willing to provide assistance. 

Mr. Chalklin noted that he could not attend a recent meeting of all of the Special Rapporteurs in June 2010 in Geneva because of visa problems. He noted that the Special Rapporteur on violence against women was also South African but they had not yet met. On the question of women with psychosocial disabilities and post conflict situations like Congo, that was one area he would discuss with the Special Rapporteur on Violence against women. He does not yet have information on the ICC victim trust fund.

Ms. Heuman noted that it was important for groups like theirs to discuss this. Disabled girls and women should be included. The same had occurred with the HIV/AIDS discussion. It was an issue of visibility, and the stigma of disability, even when disability was caused by violence. 

Ms. Tina Minkowitz noted that there were problems with the IASG guidelines that had been mentioned and that there had not been wide consultation with DPOs in their drafting. She noted that the OHCHR document on monitoring the CRPD was in her view much better (Monitoring the Convention on the Rights of Persons with disability: Guidance for HR Monitors (April 2010)).
Mr. Trömel noted that IDA has started since early last year to monitor not only the functioning of the CRPD Committee but also had been working to influence the work of other treaty bodies. IDA had been working to ensure that other treaty bodies pay more attention to the rights of persons with disabilities, but such attention was not always consistent with the CRPD. The other treaty bodies have not always endorsed the highest standards regarding the rights of persons with disabilities. The lack of attention by other treaty bodies is linked to the little involvement of national DPOs in the reporting to other treaty bodies. IDA was trying to build capacity on CRPD Committee reporting, and hoped that DPOs prepare their own reports on other treaty bodies or joined other coalitions that should result in increased attention paid by other treaty bodies. IDA was playing an increased attention to the work of the other special rapporteurs. Now a Human Rights Council resolution has asked all of the Special Rapporteurs to mainstream disability, some are doing it, while others are not doing it at a good level yet, such as the Special Rapporteur on violence against women.

Mr. Lauro de Leon Purcil (CRPD Committee candidate from the Philippines) emphasized the need to increase attention to article 4 (3) as a way to address the invisibility of persons with disability in efforts on international cooperation.

Myra Kovary of the International Network of Women with Disabilities noted that they had sent a letter to the SR on violence against women, and a document reviewing concerns on the Beijing to Commission on the Status of Women, as well as a letter to the CEDAW committee. 

A representative of the Asian Peoples Disability Alliance emphasized the need for information sharing and a focus on minorities within communities.

Ms. Diane Richler (International Disability Alliance) noted that IDA had started initial work on developing implementation guidelines on the CRPD. In addition IDA had been working on some of the themes they hoped would be addressed at the conference. Among such issues was the need for a UN disability rights fund. IDA encouraged the UN agencies to report on work done to implement the conference. The recent Human Rights Council resolution had requested OHCHR to prepare a study on the role of international cooperation in the implementation of the convention. IDA was requesting that the COP recommend to the General Assembly a revision of the mandate of the existing UN voluntary fund on disability. IDA encouraged the COP to call on States that had not yet ratified to do so. IDA encouraged recognition of persons with disabilities in the MDGs summit outcome document.

Mr. Rieser added that best practices on disability history month should be shared and that there were eight States that do this mandatorily and information could be shared on this.

The meeting ended with announcements of side events to be held during the conference.

Wednesday 1st September 
Election of Twelve Committee Members of CRPD Committee 

The Chair Ambassador Claude Heller from Mexico interpreted the rules that first we must elect 6 members to replace existing committee members and then 6 further members. As there had to be a majority of those voting in favour of each candidate elected and there were 88 states present and voting, voting went on all day in 6 different rounds.
[Each candidate had to be presented by a country that is a State Party to the Convention. The CRPD Committee is now expanding from twelve to eighteen members in accordance with the Convention, which says that after sixty ratifications additional to the first twenty, the CRPD Committee will expand from twelve to eighteen members]. 

The elections were conducted by secret ballot. In the first round of voting, only one candidate got the required absolute majority: the current Chair of the CRPD Committee, Mr. Ron McCallum (Australia) (re-elected for a four-year term). Next elected were Ms. Edah Wangechi Maina (Kenya), Ms. Theresia Degener (Germany), Mr. Hyng Shik Kim (Republic of Korea), Mr. Carlos Rios Espinosa (Mexico), and Mr. Lotfi Ben Lallahom (Tunisia), who will all serve four-year terms. Mr. McCallum, Ms. Maina and Mr. Lallahom were existing members who were re-elected. An additional six members were elected for the new seats resulting from the expansion: Mr. Gabor Gombos (Hungary), Mr. Damjan Tatic (Serbia), Mr. Stig Langvad (Denmark), Ms. Silvia Judith Quang Chang (Guatemala), Ms. Fatiha Hadj Salah (Algeria), and Mr. German Xavier Torres Correa (Ecuador). Of the latter six, the experts from Guatemala, Hungary, and Algeria will serve two-year terms (drawn by lot) while the rest will serve four-year terms. 
The full Committee of eighteen members also includes the current members, Ms. Amna Ali Al Suweidi (Qatar), Mr. Mohammed Al-Tarawneh (Jordan), Mr. Monsur Ahmed Choudhuri (Bangladesh), Ms. María Soledad Cisternas Reyes (Chile), Ms. Ana Peláez Narváez (Spain), and Ms. Jia Yang (China), all of whose terms expire in 2012. In 2012, there will be nine open Committee member seats.

2nd September COSP 
Round table . Inclusion and the right to education Article 24 and the Roundtable on Living in the Community were held one after the other with only one round of discussion on both.
Chair Prince Raad bin Zeid Al Hussein(Jordan) and Noluthando Agatha Mayende-Sibiya, Minister of Women, Children and Persons with Disabilities of South Africa. Speakers were  Maria Soledad Cisternas Reyes(dp), Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities; Robert Prouty, World Bank; Markku Jokinen(dp), World Federation of the Deaf; Shybe Chalklen, United Nations Special Rapporteur on Disability(dp); and Ana Pelaez(dp), Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities
Prince RA’AD said that accessible education meant accessible schools, accommodating teachers, understanding students, a supportive administration and an encouraging community.  The challenge in achieving all those elements was great, but also enriching for communities, because in order to implement article 24 one must understand how the mind succeeds over its own limitations.  In Jordan, the Higher Council for the Persons with Disabilities had been a strong advocate, having recently generated accreditation priorities for inclusive schools.  It was realized that it was important to not only address needs in urban areas, but rural areas as well.  Programmes were now providing best practices to move from specialized to mainstream services.

Ms. MAYENDE-SIBIYA said that South Africa was committed to inclusive education and the right of disabled persons to express their views in school bodies and at the policy level.  All new schools being built must be accessible and the accessibility level of each facility would be made public.  Existing policies must be reviewed, she maintained, and for that reason, in South Africa measures were being introduced incrementally over a 20-year period.  In the first stage, the country had targeted some of the poorest parts of the country for schools that exemplified inclusivity, with a system of decentralized resources and support resources.  Information campaigns and monitoring systems were also being put in place.

Ms. CISTERNAS said that article 24 gave consistency and follow-up regarding diversification of rights, specifically the fundamental right to education and its implementation.  The right to education required guidelines that gave it substance.  Surveying the development of the rights field related to education, she said that, among those, inclusion and quality of education were central to persons with disabilities.  Quality was a comprehensive element in all considerations, so neither quality nor inclusiveness could be considered alone; there was an “ironclad link between the two”.  Specialized support and teaching, utilization of teachers who had disabilities themselves, the environment and other elements were important for both inclusion and quality, and all those factors should be considered at higher levels of education, as well as at the elementary level.

LINDA ENGLISH, speaking on behalf of Robert Prouty, World Bank, said that the Education for All Fast Track Initiative had the aim by 2015 of having all children complete primary education through comprehensive education sector plans.  So far, $2 billion in projects had been implemented in 38 low-income countries, out of 42 that had submitted comprehensive plans.  One third of out-of-school children in low-income countries were children with disabilities and about half the countries participating in the programme had presented strategies of inclusiveness.  But there were major difficulties, including the lack of databases and an inability to do assessment and screening.  

She said that it was important to work collaboratively, in a flexible way, to solve such problems, because the problem could not be tackled by education ministries themselves.  A model was being created now in Cambodia, where work showed that countries had taken a lot of steps toward identifying needs, but did not have the resources to address the problems.  In the case of Cambodia, new data management and referral systems were developed, along with a scholarship programme, among other measures.  Next steps included calculating prevalence rates for those who were out of school because of disabilities, developing specific results frameworks and transferring the Cambodia experience to other countries.

Next, Mr. JOKINEN said the Convention outlined the rights to receive education and access to information in sign language, and to promote the cultural and linguistic identity of the deaf community.  Without the right to receive equal education, a deaf child could be easily excluded in all spheres of life.  Parents must learn sign language, but children also needed the company of other deaf children.  A child could acquire sign language fully through visual perception.  How many deaf children enjoyed that kind of childhood?  Were there countries whose education systems respected deaf peoples’ language and culture? 

Very few deaf people were truly able to enjoy their basic human rights, he said, noting a study that showed 90 per cent of deaf children and adults in poor countries had not been to school.  Many deaf children could go through primary school without learning to read or write.  The widespread lack of knowledge deprived deaf inclusion in large sections of society.  The bilingual approach, with a parallel emphasis on reading and writing, provided good opportunities for direct communication in all surroundings.  That approach maximized the linguistic and social development of deaf children.  Citing a survey showing that 23 of 93 country respondents said the bilingual approach was among those used, he said only one country — Venezuela — said the approach was the only one used for deaf children. 

He said the following measures were needed to secure high quality education for deaf children:  early identification of deaf infants and youth; full and equal access to education for deaf learners; resources to teach sign language and deaf studies; support for programmes to help the deaf become employed; support for research into the creation of strategies for teaching; and assessing features in indigenous sign languages. 

Mr. CHALKLEN said the exclusion of children and youth from education resulted in their exclusion from economic opportunities.  Noting the two main types of education — mainstream education and special education — he said there was a growing emphasis placed on non-discrimination in education.  While more children with disabilities attended mainstream schools than ever before, inclusive education polices remained unimplemented.  The Convention emphasized the full development of human potential and the full spectrum of learning requirements must be taken into account from childhood into adulthood. 

He said that in South Africa, excellent polices that pre-dated the Convention included the South African Schools Act, providing for a non-discriminatory education system, and the higher education act.  But implementation in KwaZulu Natal province showed that not all the five special schools servicing that area had the necessary skills and resources.  Many children in the district were not getting into mainstream schools and the Department of Education was not taking responsibility for placing those children.  Negative attitudes and a lack of personnel made it hard to provide optimal education for children with disabilities. 

Such examples showed that the gap between what had been promulgated nationally and implemented locally was large, he said.  To address that, “we need to address the key barriers to inclusive education,” he said, noting the lack of awareness, resources, political will, teaching materials, support from teachers, and understanding of legal frameworks.  Making progress meant that those barriers had to be urgently addressed.

Ms. PELAEZ said that inclusive education meant opening up education to people with differences; not just accepting differences, but going beyond the ideas of special education and moving towards the inclusive model.  It was a question of the individual needs that each and every person had, considering their inherent dignity and autonomy and ensuring free choice on the part of a person with disability and their parents.  Revision of existing laws was needed for policy changes for those purposes.  Teachers and other professionals must get the necessary training for the change in paradigm from special education to inclusive education that recognized diversity and provided equal opportunity.  

As part of inclusive education, students with disabilities must benefit from any scholarships and other programmes offered, she said.  Universal access must not only apply to facilities, but to educational materials as well, including materials available through new technologies.  Gender differences also needed to be addressed in the disability context.  Negative attitudes and policy barriers must be addressed as well, particularly in regard to reaching rural areas.  In promoting inclusive education, the United Nations should ensure that States parties to the Convention receive the necessary support for quality inclusive education, prioritizing the difficulties of girls in that context

The second round table discussion on “Inclusion and Living in the Community”, moderated by Adam Kosa(dp)European Parliament Member (Hungary), included presentations by:  Mohammed Al Tarawneh(dp), Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities; Steven M. Eidelman, University of Delaware; and Senada Halilcevic(dp), Inclusion Europe.

Opening the panel, Mr. KOSA discussed the implementation of article 19 in Hungary, saying “we have a long way to go”.  In recent years, huge institutions, instead of being dismantled, had been “redecorated” with limited resources.  However, this summer, a new Government assumed office and was committed to the policy of deinstitutionalization, in line with the European Commission’s mandates.  The Convention was a milestone in international law, the first United Nations Convention of the twenty-first century on human rights.

The European Council had adopted the Convention last November, but all key players had much more to do, both at the European Union level and that of individual Member States.  “The work that we will do together can provide a new model for [non-governmental organizations] and Government cooperation,” he said.  There were some discrepancies between the European Union Charter and the Convention, and it was clear that the Union would have to be innovative in order to maintain an open society.  “We face an imminent real challenge of an ageing society,” he said, which also could present opportunities for people with disabilities.

Speaking first, Mr. TARAWANEH said article 19 recognized two fundamental rights:  to live and take part in the community, and the corresponding right to choose how a person wished to live and take part in that community.  Those rights were very often denied to persons with disabilities, who often were forced against their will to live in institutions of care.  In 1999, the United States Supreme Court held that unjustified segregation in institutions constituted discrimination.  Indeed, there was little difference between persons in those situations and ordinary zoo animals. 

It was only by combining the right to choose with the creation of favourable conditions to realize that right that the self-determination of persons with disabilities could be attained, he said.  Social services must be tailored to the needs of different persons with disabilities and they must be affordable.  In-home assistance was among those services to which disabled persons were entitled.  In choosing the type of services to provide, emphasis should be placed not on the disability, per se, but on the creation of an enabling environment for disabled persons to participate in the community.  The number of cases of forced institutionalization was often proportionate to the level of denial of the rights to live in the community.

Mr. EIDELMAN said discrimination took many forms, including not having choices.  The Convention promoted community living and there were some people who needed help making choices.  Persons with disabilities had the right to choose their place of residence and with whom they lived, equally.  Was living in the community in and of itself sufficient?  The answer was no, as one could still be isolated in a communal setting, and the Convention could help move a person from isolation to participation.

Discussing institutions, he said they denied disabled persons access to larger society.  They were places where people were labelled as having a disability and were compelled to live together.  People were institutionalized for many reasons, notably a lack of resources.  There were many examples of institutions, including orphanages, hostels, residential schools, or any setting that served to separate people from their communities.  “Yet we’re still promoting institutions which are a very outdated model,” he stressed.

The ideal planning tool for community inclusion was “person-centred” planning.  “You can’t be part of the community while institutionalized,” he said, urging States to close institutions, and build community capacity and schools for all children.  “We must prepare for a second order of deinstitutionalization.”  The Convention was about the rights of people with disabilities, not the rights of organizations, and States must learn how to market “community inclusion”.  States Parties must work with their foreign aid programmes to ensure that they were not funding segregation.

Rounding out the panel, Ms. HALILCEVIC said she had spent most of her childhood in institutions, from elementary to high school.  After graduating from high school, she returned to her family, but because she could not find a job and her family situation had grown more difficult, she returned to the institution.  While there, she observed how people lived in a community, wondering why she could not live as they did.  “Young people in the community socialized” and attended school and work, she said.  “I couldn’t do that.”  She had been told by the institution’s staff that she did not have to worry about anything, but all she wanted was to live like others. 

She said she started gathering information about how to leave the institution and discovered an association that promoted inclusion in Zagreb.  With the help of a social worker, she arranged a meeting.  She had been living in a community for over three years now and, while it had been difficult at the start, today she had minimal support for housekeeping and was able to decide what type of support she needed.  “I live like all other people,” she said.  “I feel useful because, for the first time, I contribute to the community in which I live and work”. 

As a self-advocate in the Association for Self-Advocacy in Zagreb, she advocated for all people with disabilities to become equal members of their societies.  Every person should have the possibility to decide about his or her own life.  Though many countries had ratified the Convention, it still had not been implemented.  Self-advocates wanted that to happen as soon as possible.  “My real life began the day I left the institution,” she said.

When the floor was opened to questions and comments on the two round tables, delegates reaffirmed their commitment to the Convention and outlined national initiatives taken to adhere specifically to articles 24 (education) and 19 (living independently and being included in the community).

In the area of education, Brazil’s delegate recalled the importance of articles 21, 24.3 and 30.3, which gave clear mandate on what concerned intellectual property rights.  National copyright legislation often prevented persons with reading disabilities from accessing works protected by copyright in accessible formats.  Indeed, less than 5 per cent of published works were available in accessible formats like Braille and audio books.  He urged States parties and civil society to quickly reach agreement on those issues.  

In the area of living independently, Canada’s delegate said persons with disabilities often faced institutionalization.  Geographically bundling support services obliged them to live in segregated settings.  She welcomed views on how those living in rural areas could access services, either within or close to those communities.

Speaking more generally, Jamaica’s representative, noting that his country had been the first to ratify the Convention, pointed out that the University of the West Indies had established a centre for disability studies and was developing a Global Disability Index to track States’ progress in implementing the Convention.  It would rank States in a similar manner to the Human Development Index.  He wondered if there were efforts to link international development assistance to the mainstreaming of support for disabled persons.

Thailand’s delegate said that the term “inclusion” should stress the need for diversity and tolerance.  Applying that in the area of education, he said education systems should tolerate various kinds of services, including integrated and specialized services.  The diverse needs of individuals must be respected, accepted and accommodated.
UKDPC was the only civil society organisation taken to make a contribution, perhaps because Richard Rieser our delegate had worked with Prince Raad in Saudi Arabia on Inclusive Education. I was asked by DESA to send them my comments in writing to put on their web site. See attached [separate report]. Apparently IDA had agreed speakers but these were not taken. This was not mentioned at the 2 pre-meetings. DESA told me to give my name to the Chair of the Roundtable if I wanted to speak which I did. I don’t think IDA did this.
In the short time allotted for responses, Ms. PELAEZ focused on how to convert special schools into inclusive schools.  In fact, the challenge was to transform inclusive schools into “educational resource” centres that could work with families.  Children pursuing special education courses could move to an inclusive education system if existing schools could be turned into the desired centres. 

On other matters, she said any programme related to international cooperation in education must adhere to the Convention and she echoed calls for its correct application.  The impact of international cooperation strategies would be undermined unless special funding was devoted to achieving inclusive education policies for disabled persons.

For his part, Mr. CHALKLEN, speaking generally, said that to overcome barriers, massive awareness-raising was needed.  Teachers in special schools often resisted the idea of inclusive education, citing variance in pay.  Governments were obliged to ensure that legal frameworks in the area of education were understood.A Secretariat representative expressed her gratitude for the input provided by States parties and others, saying the Secretariat would like to work with interested parties to improve the compilation of experiences and to make that knowledge available on its website.

Wrapping up the discussion, Co-Chair Prince RA’AD provided highlights from round table on education and conveyed his appreciation to panellists, as well as to his Co-Chair and Secretariat staff. 

Co-Chair Mr. KOSA provided highlights from the round table on community living, expressing hope that in the next year, representatives would solidify their efforts to pressure their Governments for the benefit of disabled people.

Co-Chair Ms. SIBIYA said all were honour bound to return home and implement the Convention for the benefit of persons with disabilities.  Best practices from countries could be instructive and should be shared.

COSP 3rd September 
The needs and rights of disabled persons must be more fully integrated into the United Nations system’s diverse international agenda, from its efforts to coordinate humanitarian assistance, provide development funds and fight disease, to its ability to empower women and collect data on human development, the Third Conference of States Parties of the Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities was told today, as it concluded its three-day session.

In a busy last day, Government and civil society participants alike took part in an interactive dialogue with a mix of United Nations system experts to assess how well the Organization was implementing the landmark Convention, which was adopted in the General Assembly in 2006 and came into force in May 2008.

Chaired by Conference President Claude Heller (Mexico), the interactive dialogue featured presentations by:  Keiko Osaki Tomita, Chief of Demographic and Social Statistics of the United Nations Statistics Division; Maggie Nicholson, Deputy Director of the Office of the New York Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR); Aleksandra Posarac, Lead Human Development Economist at the World Bank; Udo Janz, Director of the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) in New York; and Leyla Sharafi, Technical Specialist on Gender Issues in the Gender, Human Rights and Culture Branch of the United Nations Population Fund (UNFPA). 

Taking the floor first, Ms. TOMITA said “disability statistics are far from complete”. They still suffered seriously from problems with their availability, reliability and comparability. Compared to other statistics, it was still very difficult to obtain disability statistics from many parts of the world.  If data did exist, their quality was often questionable.  As a result, global figures on persons with disability were not readily available.

Discussing the population census, she said it was usually the largest statistical activity.  If disability was included in questionnaires, a census could provide valuable information on disability and, more broadly, human functioning in a country, together with economic statistics.  Census taking was a global programme and the United Nations encouraged taking a census at least once every 10 years.  The Principles and Recommendations for Population and Housing Census was a guide for census planning and standardizing and collecting data.  It recommended that walking, seeing, hearing and cognition were essential in determining disability status.

By the end of 2014, the end of the census programme, all but eight countries planned to have a population census, she said.  Her Division had received 75 questionnaires; two thirds, or 52 countries, had included disability in their questionnaires.  Among those that had conducted the census and collected disability information, the distribution of those countries that could furnish that information was very universal.  Some African countries had taken a census for the first time and managed to include disability in their questionnaires.  Seventeen African countries managed to collect disability statistics. 

Her Division was also responsible for the global and regional monitoring of the Millennium Development Goals and maintained indicator databases, she said.  Noting that a recommendation on persons with disabilities was not included in the Millennium Declaration, she said the Division’s 2009 Millennium Development Goals report recommended equal education opportunities for children with disabilities.  Going forward, she said a task team on persons with disabilities and the Goals had been established and would meet for the first time this fall.  Future census work would continue monitoring the implementation of censuses, with a shift in emphasis to examining the results.
Ms. NICHOLSON shed light on the “Thematic study by the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights on the structure and role of national mechanisms for the implementation and monitoring of the Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities”.  More than 100 submissions from States Parties were received during the March meeting of the Human Rights Council.  The study analysed the scope and content of article 33 of the Convention, which required States parties to install structures to implement and monitor it.  Inclusion of a norm detailing national implementation was largely unprecedented in a human rights treaty.  There was an important distinction between implementation of the Convention and protection, promotion and monitoring of implementation.

Government entities responsible for implementation must have effective institutional arrangements that included a focal point system and a coordination structure, she said.  Implementation was a State responsibility, but protection, promotion and monitoring required leadership by national entities in line with the Paris principles and the active participation of persons with disabilities.  The two functions should not be assigned to one specific entity.  On the basis of submissions received, the study provided many examples of how different States Parties had implemented the Convention.  The study was available on the OHCHR website.  Since the Convention had been adopted, the Council had promoted awareness and understanding of it, held an annual debate on critical themes and it increasingly mainstreamed related issues into other country debates or reports on related issues.  

The next OHCHR study, to be presented at the Council’s March session, would be on the role of international cooperation in support of the Convention, she said.  While the Committee was the United Nations focal point on disabilities, it should not be seen in isolation.  Mainstreaming of the Convention into other human rights mechanisms was also necessary.  Persons with disabilities would not have featured so prominently in the Millennium Development Goals without the Convention’s advocacy role.  It provided a powerful tool to put disability on the development agenda.  But, while much had been achieved, much more must be done.  The lack of access to offices for disabled persons, including some United Nations offices, was a telling example.  The High Commissioner was considering creating a task force to develop disability standards with other United Nations entities.

  Mr. Janz said the situation was especially difficult for disabled refugees, who were often invisible in times of crisis.  They could not easily access asylum systems and were often marginalized, neglected and subjected to gender-based violence.  To change that reality, UNHCR was providing targeted assistance.  In Syria, for example, UNHCR had registered 84,000 Iraqi refugees with special physical, mental, psychological and other needs.  In Yemen, UNHCR was providing medical services, special education and counselling to disabled Somali refugees. Mr. JANZ said UNHCR helped 4 million disabled people worldwide.  Disability increased during conflict, due to physical violence and natural disasters.  Disabled people were often at higher risk and vulnerability due to poor access to water, sanitation, food and other essential needs during times of conflict.  Disabled refugees were often invisible and it was difficult to identify their needs.  They had difficulty accessing asylum systems and mainstream services, and were often marginalized, neglected and subjected to gender-based violence.  There were obstacles to durable solutions, including for their return, reintegration and resettlement.  

UNHCR was providing guidance to field operations on how to work with and help disabled people, as well as targeted assistance to improve their situation, he said.  It worked on capacity-building and attitudinal changes of staff and partners to:  increase awareness and skills; register disabled persons to understand and address their needs; and direct assistance for those excluded from national systems.  It created an accountability framework for senior management to ensure that protection of persons with special needs, among them the disabled, had been implemented, as well as a policy directive on employment of disabled persons.  

He pointed to UNHCR’s targeted assistance programmes for disabled people in Syria, Yemen and the Central African Republic.  In Syria, it had registered 84,000 Iraqi refugees with special physical, mental, psychological and other needs.  More than 5,000 disabled Iraqis were receiving monthly financial aid through automatic teller machines, as well as medical support and psychological services.  Community outreach volunteers were assessing health and social service needs, helping to prevent impoverishment and isolation.  In Yemen, UNHCR and its partners were providing medical services, special education and counselling to disabled Somali refugees.  In the Central African Republic, it was helping disabled refugees from the Democratic Republic of the Congo and disabled internally displaced persons.  Through those programmes, the Agency ensured that the disabled had a voice and received assistance.  Next year, UNHCR would fully out roll for field staff its global online learning programme on disabilities. His approach was very medical model which I explained to him in the coffee bar and offered to check the online programme before they sent it out.

Ms. POSARAC, World Bank, said that, as a development institution, the World Bank focused on disability as a development issue; for example, as an issue of human capital development and its efficient and effective use.  Employment, participation in labour markets, social security, health, poverty and safety net interventions were all highly pertinent for persons with disabilities.  The Bank contributed to the Convention’s implementation as a development instrument, by taking its human rights provisions into account.  The Bank’s focus was on the creation of knowledge about persons with disabilities, and the collection of good practice examples for inclusive policies in developing countries. 

Based on demand from its clients, the Bank would produce a major study and tool kits on disability insurance, she said, and would work on disability assessment systems to make them more efficient and effective.  Further, the Bank hoped to work with the Department of Economic and Social Affairs to produce a study on the mental health of women and girls in post-conflict countries.  Among other things, it had held knowledge-sharing events, including a conference, hosted in India, on inclusive education for South Asia and, in June, a Joint Expert Group meeting on accessibility. 

She also cited Bank projects in Jordan, Ethiopia, and Serbia, among several other countries.  For its own part, the Bank had achieved accessibility of almost all its offices across the world, in some 100 countries.  It had set up a disability accommodation fund to provide assistance to Bank staff.  It also had worked closely with the World Health Organization and would release the World Report on Disability next year.  “Of course, we could do more,” she said.  The key challenge was posed by the Bank’s country-driven business model.  “We respond to country demands,” she said.  Demand at the country level would prompt an increase in Bank efforts on disability issues.

Ms. Sharafi said UNFPA recently had produced a guidance note to help its partners promote the inclusion of disabled persons in policies in a broad array of issues, like family planning, maternal health, HIV prevention and the fight against gender-based violence.  It also had expanded — from 12 countries in 2003 to 47 today — its global campaign to end fistula, among the most severe disabilities affecting women, which caused physical and emotional anguish.  In Belize, UNFPA supported sexual and reproductive health education programmes for adolescents and adults with disabilities. In her presentation, Ms. SHARAFI said UNFPA’s corporate plans and strategies reflected its commitment to the Convention.  The 2008-2011 strategic plan provided direction to support countries and placed a special focus on marginalized groups, with an explicit reference to women with disabilities.  Globally, it raised awareness and advocated for persons with disabilities.  Among other things, UNFPA recently had produced a guidance note to help its partners promote the inclusion of persons with disabilities in policies in a broad array of issues, like family planning, maternal health, HIV prevention and the fight against gender-based violence.

In its awareness-raising work, UNFPA published two guides, she said, citing Emerging issues:  Sexual and Reproductive Health of Persons with Disabilities, and Emerging Issues:  Mental and Sexual Reproductive Health, both of which were on the UNFPA website.  Discussing obstetric fistula, she said that for every woman who died, 15 to 30 women experienced an acute or chronic pregnancy-related morbidity.  Obstetric fistula was considered among the most severe disabilities affecting women.  Mental and emotional disability also could affect women suffering from it, as they were often stigmatized by their communities.  Another effect could include complete inability to work.  In 2003, UNFPA launched a global campaign to end fistula, which had expanded from an initial 12 countries to 47 countries in Africa, Asia and the Arab region. 

In other areas, she said UNFPA was working to implement the Convention.  Describing country-level efforts, she said that, in Belize, UNFPA supported programmes to provide sexual and reproductive health education for adolescents and adults with disabilities.  In El Salvador, UNFPA supported advocacy campaigns on HIV and disability, while in Tajikistan it had helped to set up the first electronic database on disability.  In Armenia, UNFPA supported the drafting of a national strategy on employment and protection, which included a component on persons with disabilities.  In Sri Lanka, it supported awareness-raising campaigns on gender-based violence that led to permanent disabilities.  In India, the forthcoming annual health survey would include questions on disability and data on specific disabilities.  Concluding, she stressed that UNFPA would continue working with its partners at the global and country levels to promote and protect the rights of persons with disabilities.

In the discussion that followed, delegates asked the United Nations to “start implementing what it preached” about greater inclusiveness for disabled people and provide better access to its new and old buildings, especially the General Assembly and the Security Council. 

Speaking during the interactive dialogue with United Nations officials were representatives of Brazil, Thailand, Argentina, Portugal, Belgium and Chile. 

A representative of the International Committee for National Human Rights Institutions also spoke.

In the ensuing interactive discussion, several delegates said international organizations should have been asked to participate in the morning’s panel discussion and, in general, they should be more included in United Nations forums on disabilities.  Brazil’s representative said the World Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO), in particular, should have been invited in light of the ongoing negotiations on a consensus instrument for persons with print disabilities.  Thailand’s representative called for greater inclusiveness for disabled people in the United Nations system, including better access to the Organization’s website, and new and old buildings, notably the General Assembly and the Security Council.  “Above all, the United Nations could start [to implement] what it preached,” he said.  

A representative of the International Committee of National Human Rights Institutions lauded the fact that more than 89 States had ratified the Convention and 50 had ratified its Optional Protocol, but regretted that only a few had fully implemented article 33 (2), which called for designating an independent monitoring mechanism.   He called on them to do so and encouraged States to consult national human rights institutions that were compliant with the Paris Principles when setting up their own national mechanisms.  He also urged members to fulfil the Committee’s request for more financial and human resources and meeting time, and called on Governments to support capacity-building for disabled people’s organizations. 

Other delegates shed light on their respective national efforts to advance the disability agenda.  For example, Portugal’s representative said it would include the Washington Group of Disability Statistic’s questions in its next census in 2011, and it was completing a study on applying the International Classification of Functioning, Disability and Health (ICF) to its national health and social security system.  Belgium’s representative said her Government ratified the Convention and its Optional Protocol in August 2009.  It was now working towards implementation of article 33, had already designated its focal points for disability and was preparing its first national report. 

Ronald McCallum (Australia), Chairperson of the Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities, updating delegates on the Committee’s work, said the Committee had held its second session last year, where it completed the reporting guidelines, which were placed on the web last November.  Those guidelines should enable States Parties to fulfil their obligations and report.  A general day of discussion also had been held on article 12, concerning legal capacity.  In the Committee’s third session, in February, it completed its Rules of Procedure and working methods. 

Regarding recent natural disasters, he said the Committee had put out a statement about the 4,000 new persons with disabilities who had been created by the earthquake in Haiti, as well as subsequent statements on events in Chile and China.  Turning to the fourth session, which would be held from 4 to 8 October, he said the Committee hoped to have its first dialogue with a reporting State party, Tunisia, and was waiting for documents to be translated. The Committee would also hold a general discussion on access, related to articles 9 (accessibility) and 21 (freedom of expression and opinion, and access to information). 

On the subject of refugees, he said the Executive Committee of the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees was writing a report containing a conclusion on refugees and asylum seekers with disabilities.  However, he was disturbed that a recent draft “really did not operate in accordance with the Convention”.  The language used was in “the old, medical or charitable model”.  In a 1 July letter, he expressed the wish to see in the conclusion that refugees with disabilities had inherent rights and should be treated with inherent dignity.

“Many agencies still do not realize that the Convention is a paradigm shift from the old, outdated medical and charitable model to the social model of disability”, he stressed, saying he looked forward to seeing a revamped conclusion. 

In other areas, he said the Committee needed funding and he appealed to States Parties to consider establishing a fund to assist members in their research.  By way of example, he said a 250-page report from States parties, with a 200-page shadow report, would take 2,000 pages of Braille.  That was beyond the capacity of the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights in Geneva.  He congratulated Spain as the only one of 20 initial States parties to have met the 3 May deadline for report submission. 

DIANE RICHLER, Chairperson of the International Disability Alliance, who co-Chaired the Informal Session on persons with disabilities in situations of risk and humanitarian emergencies, presented a summary of issues raised.  Panellists had discussed the challenges that persons with disabilities faced in such situations, and examined how the implementation of the Convention could mitigate them.  Their presentations provided a “harsh reminder” that persons with disabilities were at increased risk, mainly because of the difficulty of escaping from such emergencies, or the direct discrimination that placed them last in line to receive assistance.  Indeed, there was a two-tiered approach to providing help, whereby persons who had become disabled in an emergency received priority, and those who had been disabled before the emergency were ignored. 

She said the Convention required taking persons with disabilities into account in all disaster preparedness strategies.  Reconstruction efforts allowed a window of opportunity for communities to become more inclusive.  For example, the need to build new schools provided an opportunity to build those that were fully accessible to disabled persons, in line with article 24 (education).  All stages — before, during and after — of an emergency offered opportunities to collaborate with organizations for disabled persons.  The Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights provided guidelines to ensure that respect for human rights was not suspended during emergencies. The formulation of article 33 (national implementation and monitoring), as an independent article, placed a higher obligation on States to respect the rights guaranteed by the Convention in emergency situations. 

In a non-crisis context, she cited the killing of people with albinism in Africa, or the killing of those with psycho-social disabilities who had been denounced as witches.  The presentations also called attention to the link with the upcoming Millennium Development Goals Summit and she expressed hope that consideration of disabled persons would remain in the final outcome document, signalling the end of the invisibility of persons with disabilities in the Goals.  “The [Millennium Development Goals] will never be achieved if persons with disabilities are ignored,” she said, calling for the establishment of a multi-donor trust fund to promote the mainstreaming of disabled persons’ rights into United Nations agencies. 

In his concluding remarks, JIM MCCLAY (New Zealand), Co-Chairperson of the Informal Session, said the Informal Session highlighted the need for United Nations agencies to provide an approach to emergency situations that was “completely disability mainstreamed”.  He expressed hope that the Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs would look upon that as the matter of the highest priority, particularly in light of the current emergency in Pakistan.

Recalling that persons with disabilities in situations of risk and emergencies were the first to be forgotten and last to be remembered, an important issue, he encouraged States to ensure that, in what could be situations of great terror, disabled persons were not overlooked.  He also urged disabled persons organizations to promote that view “well away” from the time of a national emergency.  Making that point clear, he said that, in the face of genocide, a massive earthquake, or any other emergency situation, “no one is going to sit down to draft guidelines for the assistance and support of persons with disabilities”.

The President then informed the Conference that the two-year terms of members of the Bureau of State Parties, including Jordan, Mexico, New Zealand and South Africa, would end effective 30 October.   He said Thailand and Hungary had been presented as candidates for the new Bureau, and that the names of other candidates would be announced at a later date. In closing remarks, the President noted the increasing number of countries joining the Convention.  In the past year, the number of signatories had risen from 142 to 146, while the number of States Parties that had ratified it had increased from 66 to 90.  The great challenge now was to implement all the rights set out in the Convention.  All related United Nations documents were available on the United Nations website, including those concerning round tables and best practices on articles 11, 19 and 24.  He asked those who had not done so to submit information they believed was relevant.  He expressed hope that the number of ratifications would continue to increase, as would efforts to promote the further enjoyment of the rights of disabled people.
The Conference also decided to hold its fourth session from 7 to 9 September 2011.
There were a large number of side meetings set against each other.

1 September

Economic, Social, Cultural Rights and Disability Time and venue: 1.15 to 2.45.; Conference Room 4
Organizers: Blue Law International Sponsors: UN Department of Economic and Social Affairs Speakers: Akiko Ito (Panel Convenor; Chief, CRPD Secretariat); Michael Stein/Janet Lord (Co-facilitators, Harvard Law School Project on Disability); Steve Estey, Disabled Peoples International; Joshua Goldstein, Center for Financial Inclusion; Anne Hawker, Rehabilitation International; Rebecca Brown, ESCR-Net; Charlotte McClain-Nhlapo, World Bank Group.

Young Voices: Youth with Disabilities - Bringing the CRPD to Life
Time and venue: 1.15 to 2.45 p.m.; Conference Room A
Organizers: Leonard Cheshire Disability International

Sponsors: UN Department of Economic and Social Affairs



Speakers: Ms. Nicola Shepherd (UN Focal Point on Youth, UN Programme on Youth); Mr.Gopal Mitra (Leonard Cheshire Disability); Mr. Victor Piñeda (Victor Piñeda Foundation); Ms. Mariatu Bangura (Leonard Cheshire Disability Young Voices Sierra Leone);  Mr. Argie Gulariza Ergina (Leonard Cheshire Disability Young Voices, Philippines); Mr Henry Swoka (Leonard Cheshire Disability Young Voices, Sudan); 

The Rights of Women with Disabilities: Case studies in India, Argentina and UgandaTime and venue: 1.15 to 2.45 p.m.; Conference Room 1
Organizers: Human Rights Watch

Speakers: Reena Mohanty, Shanta Memorial Rehabilitation Center, India; Marianne Mollman, Human Rights Watch; Shantha Rau Barriga, Human Rights Watch; Stephanie Ortoleva, BlueLaw LLP.

Brazilian Inclusive Policies for Persons with DisabilitiesTime and venue: 1.15 to 2.45
p.m.; Conference Room 7
Organizer: Permanent Mission of Brazil to the United Nations

I Want To Live In My Community: How to Make It Happen
Time and venue: 1:15 to 2:30 p.m.; Conference Room D

Organizers: Disability Rights Initiative and Open Society Institute


Sponsors: Permanent Mission of Argentina

Speakers: Senada Halilcevic, Association for Self Advocacy, Zagreb; Dr. Jorge Rosetto, Director of Colonia Montes de Oca, Province of Buenos Aires, Argentina; Amanda McRae, Human Rights Watch, with Association for Promoting Inclusion, Croatia; Cliff Zucker, Esq., Executive Director, Disability Rights Inc., United States

Mental Health, Criminal Justice, and Trauma: The Need for New Approaches Consistent with the CRPD A Two-Part Series: Part One: Film "Healing Neen"
Time and Venue: 6.30 to 8.30 p.m.; Church Center, 777 UN Plaza

Organizer: Center for the Human Rights of Users and Survivors of Psychiatry/World Network of Users & Survivors of Psychiatry, Inc 

Speaker: Tonier Cain Refreshments served

2 September

Exhibition of artworks and of authentic culture of persons with disabilities 

(Article 8)
Time and venue: 11.30 a.m. to 1.00 p.m.; Conference Room D

Organizer: Little People of Kosova Speaker: Hiljmnijeta Apuk

Implementation of the CRPD: disability-inclusive monitoring and evaluation of the MDGs and other internationally agreed development goals  Time and venue: 1.15 to 2.45 p.m.; Conference Room 4
Organizer: UN Department of Economic and Social Affairs

Moderator Professor Nora Groce; Panelists: United Nations Statistical Division (Ms. Maria Martinho), Permanent Mission of Argentina to the United Nations (Ms. Silvia Bersanell), 

GPDD (Ms. MariaVeronica Reina), Washington Group on Disability Statistics (Ms. Jeniffer Madans), The World Bank (Ms. Aleksandra Posarac).

The process of ratification of the Convention from a Nordic perspective – challenges and future solutions
Time and venue: 1.15 to 2.45 p.m.; Conference Room B

Organizer: Permanent Mission of Denmark

A new tool for State  Parties to the CRPD: the “e-Accessibility Policy Toolkit for Persons with  Disabilities Time and venue: 1.15 to 2.45
p.m.; Conference Room 7
Organizers: G3ict

Sponsors: International Telecommunication Union Speakers:  Gary Fowlie (ITU), Axel Leblois (G3ict)
Towards barrier-free education for Deaf children: Understanding the concept of bilingual education  Time and venue: 1.15 to 2.45
p.m.; Conference Room A
Organizer: World Federation of the Deaf

Sponsor: Permanent Mission of Finland to the United Nations

Making it Work, documenting and exchanging good practices towards effective CRPD implementation: lessons learned from West Africa, Latin America and the Middle East


Time and venue: 1.15 to 2.45 p.m.; Conference Room D

Organizers: Handicap International (HI)

Moderator: Rhonda Neuhaus, Inclusion International; Speakers: Francesca Piatta (Senegal); Silvia Quan (Guatemala); Monica Cortes (Colombia), Darryl Barrett, Catherine Naughton.

The UN International Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities commented on by its protagonists

Time and venue: 1.15 to 2.45 p.m.; Conference Room 8 (Main UN Building)

Organizers: Permanent Mission of Spain to the United Nations

Article 33 of the CRPD: Opportunities and Challenges


Time and venue: 4.30 to 6.00
p.m.; Conference Room A

Organizer: Mental Disability and Advocacy Centre 

Sponsors: Government of the United Kingdom

Speakers:  James Woolfe, UK Government; Oliver Lewis, Executive Director, MDAC; Gábor Gombos, Senior Advocacy Officer, MDAC; Eyong Mbuen, Legal Officer, MDAC; Kathryn Vandever, Policy and Advocacy Officer, MDAC.
Mental Health, Criminal Justice, and Trauma: The Need for New Approaches Consistent with the CRPD

A Two-Part Series: Part Two: Film "Behind Closed Doors"

Time and Venue: 6:30-8:30 p.m.; Church Center, 777 UN Plaza

Organizer: Center for the Human Rights of Users and Survivors of Psychiatry/World Network of Users & Survivors of Psychiatry, Inc 

Panelists: Laura Prescott, Daniel Hazen and Celia Brown.  Refreshments served

Reflections
I attended the Making It Work side meeting and Handicap International seem to be working effectively in collaboration with SDPOs in this project to gather information and build capacity. I was also impressed by the Brazilian Government approach to inclusive education especially in rural areas.

The election only involved one representative from each state party and was a large waste of time for all other delegates and accredited observers. The loss of half a day led to a curtailing of discussion. State parties generally did not address the specific issues of implementation. It would be better if the discussion was more focussed. A way needs to be found for more of a voice of grass roots disability organisations.

The event is very useful for making links, finding out what other organisations are doing.

The IDA meeting began to address the real issues of disabled people’s leadership, but I am not confident they will take this forward. DPI continues at an international level to be ineffective and this need urgently addressing.
UKDPC can influence in IDA through DPI and the EDF which is a strong reason for brining CDREUK into the UKDPC fold.

Having Judy Hueman in the US State Department will bring about a positive effect if the Obama administration survives to a second term.

The discussion on DPO leadership should lead us to promote our Manifesto anew.

I recommend we send a delegate next September and that we organise a side meeting.
Richard Rieser UKDPC Delegate to COSP3
� IDA consists of12 international Disability Orgs. which have permanent observer status at the UN and regional federations- Disabled People’s International( to which UKDPC is affiliated operating in 140 countries), Down Syndrome International, Inclusion International ( A parent dominated organisation of People with Learning Difficulties 115 countries), International Federation of the Hard of Hearing People, Rehabilitation International, World Blind Union (170 countries in 6 regions), World Federation of the Deaf (Sign Language users 130 countries, 7 regions), World Federation of the DeafBlind, World Network of Users and Survivors of Psychiatry, Arab Organization of Disabled, Pacific Disability Forum, RIADIS ( 18  Latin American Countries) European Disability Forum-Pan European EU and beyond 65 million DP)
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