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DRPI’s response to the DRAFT GUIDELINES ON THE PARTICIPATION OF NATIONAL HUMAN RIGHTS INSTITUTIONS, OTHER MONITORING MECHANISMS, DISABLED PERSONS ORGANIZATIONS, CIVIL SOCIETY ORGANIZATIONS, AND OTHER STAKEHOLDERS IN THE WORK OF THE COMMITTEE 

March – 2014

The following is Disability Rights Promotion International’s (DRPI) response and comments on the Draft Guidelines on the Participation of National Human Rights Institutions, other monitoring mechanism, Disabled Persons Organizations, civil society organizations, and other stakeholders in the work of the Committee (from hear on referred to as the Draft Guidelines). DRPI welcomes the Committee’s Draft Guidelines and openness in asking for comments from civil society. We recognize that the Committee has flexibility in carrying out their work.

Disability Rights Promotion International is a collaborative project working to establish a comprehensive and sustainable global system to monitor the rights of persons with disabilities. Our comments are based on our experience carrying out monitoring projects in collaboration with Disable Persons Organizations working within Latin America, Asia-Pacific, Africa, Middle-East, Eastern Europe, and North America.
2.1. Written Submissions
Content: “The Committee invites stakeholders to make their written submissions timely, so as to ensure that they can be properly taken into account by the Committee experts; submissions should therefore be made”
Recommendation: It may be useful to record within the Draft Guidelines that submitting alternative reports, does not exclude the possibility to submit further comments during the reporting process (e.g. after the State submits their replies to the list of issues).

2.2. Timelines
Content: “(iii) Submissions made thereafter and during the session, will only be accepted under exceptional circumstances, to be considered by the Secretariat under consultation with the chair of the Committee”

Comment: The term “exceptional circumstances” is not clear.

Recommendation: It might be useful to clarify what are considered exceptional circumstances. Possibly link this point with 7.1 – Early warning and urgent action procedures.
2.5. Length  
Content: “The Committee recommends concrete and concise documents, suggesting that their length be limited as follows: (i)  maximum of 15 pages in font size 12 for a coalition of organizations. (ii) maximum of 10 pages for a single organization.”

Comment: The maximum length for submissions are limited.
Recommendation: DRPI recommends on the basis of our experience that the submission length be limited to 10,000 words maximum. We would recommend, to encourage organizations to work in coalitions, the Draft Guideelines indicate that greater weight be given to reports that are submitted by a coalition than to those of a single organization.
2.6. Structure

Content: “(i) identification of the submitting organization, brief description of its activities at international and/or national level, their mission/vision statement and what role persons with disabilities play in the organisation.  (ii)  Executive summary, no longer than one page.”
Recommendation 1: DRPI suggests that both the executive summary and the organizational information not be included within the 10,000 word limit.
Recommendation 2: The organization information could be included in the submission as an appendix. 

2.7. Format and languages

Content: “The submissions need to be written in English, French and/or Spanish”

Comment: Is there some reason these languages were chosen and the other UN official languages (Chinese, Russian, and Arabic) were not?
2.10 -  Missing within the document.
2.11. Accessibility
Content: “Applicant organizations shall indicate if they will provide translations, captioning, signlanguage interpretation, Braille documentation and/or other accessibility tools.” 

Recommendation: Give organizations the opportunity to indicate which accessibility tools they will be able to provide, and which tools they will require assistance from the Secretariate to provide.

General Comments on the Draft Guidelines

(I) Comment: DRPI recognizes the importance that all information submitted be evidence based and address the most essential points that are barriers to the implementation of the CRPD. To ensure that can orccur, DRPI recommends that the guidelines clearly indicate that alternative reports may be submitted as paralllel reports, or may be submitted as independent monitoring reports resulting from particular national circumstances. 
(II) Comment: DRPI suggests that a plain text version of the Draft Guidelines be available to ensure all people with disabilities can access.  
(III) Comment: DRPI recommends that organizations be given adequate provision to obtain ECOSOC status, and that the Draft Guidelines indicate any minimal criterial for participating. 
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