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Overall comments on Easy-to-Read and Full Draft Guidelines document:
The full guidelines document is long, it has unneeded repetitions and the authorities of a state-party could get tired while reading it (I have worked with the Greek authorities so I am quite sure about it). I propose to have a few clear bullet-points for governments, in the easy-to-read version or in the beginning of the full guidelines or in both. 
These bullet-points should be 
1. The shelters of supported living are also institutions, they have to end, they can’t be used as a transitional stage, as well as any other form of segregated living, any segregational structure cannot be officially funded. 
2.The staff working in institutions should not continue being involved in the care or the support of the deinstitutionalized persons. 
3. Those who run an institution cannot take part in the decision-making for DI. 
4. The extra-cost of living of the disabled persons should be covered no matter their income or their working status. 
5. No new entries in institutions should happen in any case, as well as no funding of new institutions or for renovating or expanding the existing ones. 
6. The sheltered employment leads to segregation therefore it should not be promoted, disabled persons have to be linked with the open labour market. 
7. In the DI process individualized person-centered plans should be made for every institutionalized person. 
8. Persons leaving institutions should be treated as survivors of institutionalization (I love this terminology) by the States-Parties who also have the right to redress, and be introduced in the wider society as survivors 
Part 2:   Duty to End Institutionalisation

	Comments and changes:

	
Add to paragraph 8, it should never be considered as a choice even if the persons with disabilities themselves believe that they prefer living in institutions, States Parties should encourage and empower them to live independently.
Add to 9, only when no new entries to institutions are permitted, the alternatives and support services will be timely developed for everyone 
Add to 12, all forms of institutionalization... as well as family-like homes 




Part 3:  Understanding and implementing key elements of deinstitutionalisation process

· Deinstitutionalisation process
· Right to choose and respect of will and preferences
· Community based support
· Allocation of funding and resources
· Access to accessible housing
· Involvement of persons with disabilities through their representative organisations in deinstitutionalisation processes

	Comments and changes:

	
Comment/add to 17, it is not only about restoring autonomy e.tc. but mostly about building autonomy, empowering disabled persons, as most institutionalized persons never had control over their lives to restore it.
Comment/Add to 20, the same as previous, it is not regain control it is just gain control. 
I believe that a chapter about the prevention of institutionalization is needed, there is no sufficient reference to it in the whole document. In countries like Greece, with the kind of institutions that we have and the slow or absent governmental processes about DI, unfortunately there is almost no hope for the already institutionalized ones, so we have to emphasize in its prevention, especially for the disabled children, for example through early intervention services. 





Part 4:  Deinstitutionalisation grounded on a person centred and differentiated approach
· Intersectionality
· Women and girls with disabilities
· Children with disabilities

	Comments and changes:

	
Comment to 37. It is tricky to mention the chance to receive support by family members in such a document. The States Parties who have the most urgent need for DI are family-centered and lack of IL philosophy and legal frameworks. Families could take advantage of the benefits which are supposed to contribute to the DI of a disabled member and «institutionalize» this person in their house. When a disabled person lives in a family-centered community with no IL framework (this person also is not at all empowered) cannot imagine receiving support from anyone other than his/her family, so this person will choose to receive support by family members without understanding the risk. This paragraph could remain by defining that this is a possibility only for disabled 
children, or by making a division between the States-Parties who have IL frameworks for more than a decade (these states could offer the possibility to choose family-members, because the disabled persons living there are aware of using PA) and the State-Parties with no IL scheme. 
Add to 40-41 Women and girls with disabilities. We should highlight the importance of the employment of disabled women, as the rate of unemployment is higher for us, so this is an issue that has to be specifically faced, not only in the context of the employment of the disabled persons. On top of that, women who are employed get empowered and face a lower risk of being abused. 
Add to 46. I think we should add the early intervention in the provisions of the States Parties.
Comment/Add to 50. I find it impossible to train the professionals that parents could contact about their disabled child. I believe that the guidance for these parents should be firmly structured by each State, meaning that they could be advised only by specific professionals. 





Part 5:  Enabling legal and policy frameworks
· Creating an enabling legal environment
· Right to legal capacity
· Right to access to justice
· Right to liberty and security of the person
· Right to equality and non-discrimination
· Legal Framework and resources
· Legislation
· Institutional Settings and the situation of persons living in institutions
· Community based Services
· Identifying new elements if support systems
· Workforce analysis
· Deinstitutionalisation strategies and action plans

	Comments and changes:

	
Comment to 61. I have the feedback that most of the institutionalized persons in Greece prefer living in shelters of supported living (as I have already said this happens because they are not empowered and they cannot imagine of other ways of living), so if the planning of their DI is based on their wills and preferences they will never be free. Comment to 63c. I feel that we should define or give examples of the support services and the pilot projects that have to get developed. Unfortunately I believe that most of this document is way too general, talking about what State-Parties should not do, without proposing specific solutions in practical ways. Governments cannot think of solutions, we 
should explain to them all the steps they have to make for DI. But as far as I can understand now there is no time for such a revision of the guidelines 





Part 6:  Inclusive community support services, systems, and networks
· Support systems / networks
· Support services
· Individualised support services
· Assistive technology
· Income support

	Comments and changes:

	
Comment to 69. All persons should have access to other options, even the ones that wish to get support from family.
Change to 72. NO respite services. Let’s just make sure that all mainstream services for camping or for any free-time activity are accessible to everyone. 
Comment to 76. This is tricky because it might give the opportunity of funding new types of disguised institutions.
Add to 78. Empowering and emancipating persons about their rights, not only educating. Add to 81. Children must have the right to PA without an age limitation. 





Part 7:  Access to mainstream services on an equal basis with others
· Preparing to leave the institution
· Living independently in the community

	Comments and changes:

	
Comment/Add to 96. Institutional authorities and personnel can’t get trained in order to make the remaining time in institutions harmless (we had consultations with a lot of them). They will impose obstacles to DI, so States-Parties should better ensure them that they will work in different fields. 




Part 8: Enact emergency deinstitutionalisation plans in situations of risk and humanitarian emergencies, including conflicts
· Remedies, reparations, redress
· Disaggregated data
· Monitoring deinstitutionalisation process
· International co-operation

	Comments and changes:

	
Comment to 105. Some of the new rules and practices imposed in situations of emergence for the «security» of the disabled persons, like during the pandemic, have remained. The extra isolation in institutions still remains in Greece, because it is better for the institutional authorities, everything that happens inside institutions now remains inside. So right after the emergency, the new situation has to be re-evaluated. 
X. Disaggregated Data
Please add to 122 the institutions of the church, where they exist they are considered to be beyond public or private institutions, and no-one can access their data or control their operation. 
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