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General comment on Article 6: Women with disabilities
Draft prepared by the Committee
Comment by the State Coordination Agency established in accordance with Article 33 of the UNCRPD and located in the office of the Federal Government Commissioner for Matters relating to Disabled Persons
The Advisory Council on Inclusion expresses its gratitude for the opportunity to comment on the Draft general comment on Article 6 (women with disabilities) of the UN Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities (UNCRPD).
A. Positive aspects
The Advisory Council on Inclusion is impressed by the in-depth study and analysis of the situation of girls and women with disabilities as well as for the fact that the Draft general comment states very clearly that the commitments under Article 6 of the CRPD must be implemented immediately. The Advisory Council also welcomes the detailed background information on the significance of Article 6 which leave readers under no doubt as to the fact that all measures designed to implement the CRPD must also take into account the concerns of girls and women with disabilities.
With a view to the general comments as a whole, the Advisory Council on Inclusion would especially like to pay tribute to the clear words found concerning the sexual and reproductive rights of girls and women with disabilities. The Advisory Council also supports the view, expressed in the paper several times, that sterilizations without the free and informed consent of the affected woman are not permissible and must be banned outright. It also concurs with the passages on violence against girls and women with disabilities. We would also like to acknowledge that reasonable accommodations are discussed in relation to the discrimination of disabled girls and women. The Advisory Council on Inclusion also notes on the positive side that the Committee stresses the obligation on the part of the States Parties to draw up a timetable for reaching the equal treatment of girls and women with disabilities.
B. Questions/clarifications
Concerning this issue, the Advisory Council has a question/seeks clarification. Vis-à-vis whom is there supposed to be equal treatment? Do you have girls and women without disabilities in mind, or boys and men with disabilities, or boys and men without disabilities?
We also wonder why para. 25 considers combating violence to be an appropriate measure to ensure full economic development, but not also as an appropriate measure for the full development with regard to health and political and cultural participation. It seems to us that combating violence is especially pertinent to the areas of health and cultural participation.
Another question pertains to the relationship between the remarks in para. 28 and 58 of the paper: Whereas para. 28 unequivocally states that the commitments under Article 6 of the CRPD must be implemented immediately, the wording of para. 58, which includes a reference to resources, gives rise to the suspicion that we are after all only looking at an obligation to implement the commitments gradually. Are these two passages contradictory? Maybe there is a misunderstanding on our part. In any case, we recommend formulating para. 58 in such a way that it cannot be interpreted as watering down para. 28.
C. Additions and proposals for amendment
It is true that the text mentions the participation of girls and women with disabilities via their representative organizations, but the Advisory Council on Inclusion would like to encourage you to mention the participation imperative earlier in the text and to allude to it several times if possible. Secondly, the Advisory Council is in favour of including the Committee's definition of the term DPO, e.g. in brackets. One could also use the term “women DPOs”.
Our Advisory Council also suggests to add passages on convention articles 16 (freedom from exploitation, violence and abuse), 23 (respect for home and the family), 25 (health) and 28 (adequate standard of living and social protection) as disabled girls and women are hit particularly hard by discrimination in these areas. 
As far as our Council is concerned, Para. 40 of the Draft, which deals with transportation, lacks emphasis on the necessity of accessible sanitation, a matter which is even more urgent for disabled girls and women than for boys and men with disabilities. A lack of accessible sanitation has a particularly strong negative bearing on the mobility of girls and women with disabilities.
In the opinion of the Advisory Council on Inclusion, the Draft should make mention of an adequate standard of living in the last lines of para. 49, as girls and women with disabilities are disproportionately affected by poverty which can partially be attributed to their having fewer education opportunities (as compared to women and girls without disabilities and as compared to men and boys with disabilities).
As regards para. 53, we feel that along with employers, attention should also be given to placement offices and similar institutions. In this field, too, awareness-raising campaigns are an important building block when it comes to changing negative attitudes.
We would be delighted if you took the input of the Advisory Council on Inclusion into account when finalizing the general comment.
