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The neeting was called to order at 10.10 a.m

OTHER MATTERS (agenda item 8) (continued)

Followup to the general discussion on the rights of children with
disabilities

1. At the invitation of the Chairperson, Ms. Lansdown (Children's Rights
Ofice (United Kingdom) took a place at the Conmittee table.

2. The CHAI RPERSON said that, at its sixteenth session, the Conmttee had
decided that the followup to the day of general discussion on the rights of
children with disabilities would be considered at its current session, and
that the mandate, conposition and activities of the proposed working group

on the issue would be specifically addressed. The idea for the theme of

the di scussion had originally come fromthe Children's Rights Ofice

(United Kingdom, the Director of which, Ms. Lansdown, had acted as Rapporteur
for the discussion day. She invited Ms. Lansdown to present a working paper
cont ai ni ng her thoughts on the role of the proposed working group

3. Ms. LANSDOWN (Children's Rights Ofice (United Kingdom) said that her
paper focused on the three issues of the nenbership of the proposed working
group, its mandate, and concrete proposals for action arising out of the
recommendati ons fornul ated at the di scussion day.

4, On nmenbership, in addition to nenbers of the Committee, other key

pl ayers woul d be representatives of Disabled People's International (DPl),
Inclusion International and International Save the Children Alliance. There
shoul d al so be close working links with the United Nations Children's Fund
(UNI CEF) and the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultura

Organi zati on (UNESCO, and possibly with other international agencies. The
Committee should also work with the Special Rapporteur of the Comm ssion for
Soci al Devel opnent on Disability, M. Bengt Lindqgvist, and his panel of
experts. ldeally, M. Lindgvist hinmself should participate in the working
group but, if he was unable to do so, representation of the panel of experts
woul d establish a useful |ink between the Special Rapporteur and the
Conmittee.

5. There was al so a costs issue, as DPI and Inclusion International would
need assistance with funding if they were to attend neetings. Possible
sources of funding to support their involvenent would thus have to be

i dentified.

6. Ms. MBO said that the Wirld Health Organization (WHO should al so be
represented in the working group. She also noted that there was no reference
to the prevention of disability in the 14 recommendati ons formul ated on the
basis of the discussion day and included in the Conmittee's report on its

si xteenth session (CRC/C/ 69, para. 338). Prevention was much |ess costly than
cure and rehabilitation. Mreover, all children had a right to be protected
agai nst disability. Prevention should thus be included in the working group's
mandat e
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7. Ms. PALME said that, while UNI CEF was doing a great deal of work

t hroughout the world on prevention of disability, nore enphasis needed to be
pl aced on the right to social inclusion. As for nmenbership, the working group
shoul d be a small-scal e body and, since the many organi zati ons active in the
field of disability worked in close partnership, the views of all of them
could be represented by a snmall nunber of menbers of the working group

8. Ms. SARDENBERG said that the foll owup to days of general discussion
had often been a problemarea for the Conmttee. Disability was a crucia
area, in which effective followup was essential. As a |large working group

woul d be unwi el dy, one solution would be to set up subgroups on issues such as
prevention. In addition to UNI CEF, UNESCO and WHO, the United Nations

Devel opnent Programme (UNDP) shoul d al so, perhaps, be involved. She would
also like to know how interacti on between the working group and the Commttee
as a whole would be ensured, so as to provide input and render it possible to
evaluate the situation in States parties as their periodic reports becane
avai |l abl e.

9. Ms. MBO said that the working group should consist of between 5

and 10 nenbers. The International Labour Organization (ILO should also be

i ncl uded anmong the organizations in its resource pool, to represent the
interests of working disabled children. It would also be of great value if a
di sabl ed child could be a nmenber of the working group, or at any rate invol ved
inits resource pool

10. The CHAI RPERSON said that, while that proposal nerited consideration
ways of funding attendance by the child and his or her parents would then have
to be found.

11. M. KOOSOV said that participation by a disabled child in the working
group woul d serve no useful purpose other than to publicize the issue. It
woul d not be reasonable to expect a child with disabilities to make the
journey to Geneva on five or six occasions over a period of 18 nonths or two
years. In short, the proposal was not a good one.

12. He was also critical of Ms. Lansdown's proposal that an expert be
invited to draft a General Comment on disabled children for consideration by
the Committee. It was for the Comrittee itself, and not an expert, to draft
such a General Comment.

13. The right nost closely related to the issue of disability was the right
to life, survival and devel opnent. Technol ogi cal and environnmental changes
led to an increased incidence of disability. Preventive action was thus an
even nore inportant aspect of the question than social inclusion. The issue
was a macroeconom ¢ one and, if the Wrld Bank and International Monetary
Fund (1 MF) could be prevail ed upon to recognize that fact, they m ght perhaps
provi de funding for the working group's deliberations.

14. Finally, he sought clarification of two inportant issues. The first
related to the | egal status of the working group. If it was to be an

i ndependent non-governnental body, there was no need for the Conmittee to take
any decision regarding its conposition and programre of work; it had only to



CRC/ C/ SR. 445
page 4

take note of the working group's existence and decide whether it w shed to
send a few of its nmenbers - no nore than two - to attend the group's neetings.

15. Secondly, he was not sure how a body bringing together representatives
of non-governmental organizations (NG3s) and of official intergovernnenta
organi zati ons woul d operate. He wondered whether the executive heads of the
speci al i zed agenci es were enpowered to authorize the involvenent of
secretariat officials in such a body or whether a decision by their governing
bodi es woul d be needed.

16. Ms. MBO said that she had originally proposed the establishment of a
smal | core team able to communicate via electronic mail as the best way of
ensuring that CGovernnents, NGOs and other interested parties would have access
to the valuable ideas that had energed in the course of the discussion day.

As for her suggestion that the working group should include a child anmong its
menbers, participation by a child of 16 or 17 years of age seemed perfectly
feasible. The Conmittee should listen to disabled children, rather than
confine itself to a prescriptive role.

17. Ms. SARDENBERG said that the decision to establish a working group had
been taken by the Committee by consensus, and there was thus no problem

regarding its status. It would be an independent body, working on the
Committee's decisions and broadening their scope in an informal relationship
from whi ch each stood to gain. It would be able to invite representatives of

the specialized agencies to participate in its neetings. She had sone doubts
concerning the proposal that a child should be a nenmber of the working group
As a conprom se solution, it mght be possible to invite children froma
vari ety of backgrounds to participate in its neetings on an ad hoc basis.

18. Ms. KARP said that the experience of the Conmttee vis-a-vis the

Wor ki ng Group on the Child and the Media, which it had established and which
had fornerly been chaired by one of its nenbers, was relevant. |If a working
group on disabled children was to produce useful results, its nmenbership would
have to include at | east one or two nenbers of the Commttee and its nandate
shoul d be the formnulation of concrete proposals to facilitate the work of the
Conmi ttee.

19. The working group should not invite one or two disabled children to
participate in the deliberations but should attenpt to assess the needs and
views of a wide range of disabled children. The group m ght al so consider
establishing, with the cooperation of NGOs, a global network for disabled
children which would allow themto contribute to the international and
national efforts on their behal f.

20. Ms. OUEDRAOGO said it was essential to determne the role of the
wor ki ng group vis-a-vis the Conmittee; whether it would be dependent on the
Conmi ttee or autononous, and in what way the Committee's partners would
partici pate. The nmenbership should not exceed 5 to 10 persons; the inclusion
of representatives of all concerned organi zati ons woul d not be practical. The
participation of certain organizations in the working group also depended on
the availability of resources; the Comrittee was not in a position to provide
any funds. The participation of disabled children would not be useful unless
such children had sone rel evant experience to share.
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21. Ms. PALME said that both the role and the financial status of the
wor ki ng group nust be clearly determned fromthe outset. A small group could
be asked to assess rapidly the recommendati ons of the day of genera

di scussion and fornul ate proposals for its followup. It would be worth

eval uating the strategies undertaken by the Wrld Congress agai nst Conmercia
Sexual Exploitation of Children, which had focused worl dwi de attention on

anot her aspect of children's rights. Such large-scale international efforts
wer e, however, very costly.

22. M. FULC said that the Conmittee nust take care not to overextend
itself; all its menbers already had their hands full. Since there were many
categories of children needing attention, he was not sure that the Commttee
shoul d single out one of them Mbreover, although the Committee's mandate
specified that it should work in cooperation with NGOs, he wondered whet her
there was a precedent, within the United Nations system for creating a hybrid
body whose nenbership would include such organi zations. |In any case, the
Conmittee woul d have to seek funds from private sources for such a working
group. He strongly supported, however, the recomendati on that the Commttee
shoul d request CGovernnents to pay careful attention to the treatnent of

di sabl ed children

23. Ms. MBA said that some clarification of the role and nandate of the
Working Group on the Child and the Media would be helpful. The Conmmittee
shoul d not contenplate setting up a permanent working group. It should sinply

request a small group to assess pronptly the recomendati ons that had energed
fromthe discussion on the rights of disabled children and to formul ate
practical suggestions for use by the Cormittee, Governnments and NGOs. The

wor ki ng group coul d conmuni cate by electronic mail. The participation of at
| east one or two nenbers of the Committee was essential if the proposals were
to be useful to its work. It should be borne in mnd, noreover, that

practical neasures on behalf of children could be conducted only at the
country level.

24. M. DAVID (Ofice of the Hi gh Commissioner for Human Rights) said that
the participants in the day of general discussion on the child and the nedia
had decided to establish a working group to inplenment the recomendati ons that
had enmerged fromtheir deliberations. The group was to be informal

i ndependent and fl exi ble, and should not neet too frequently. The first
meeti ng had been arranged by the Ofice of the Hi gh Comm ssioner for Human

Ri ghts and had been hosted by UNESCO

25. M. Hammarberg, fornerly of the Committee, had chaired the neeting, in
whi ch about 20 persons had participated, including representatives of

12 organi zations, anmong themthe O fice of the H gh Conm ssioner for Human
Ri ghts, UNESCO, |1LO, UN CEF, the United Nations Department of Public
Informati on (UNDPI), various NGOs, and several independent experts.

26. The working group had nade several recomendations: it had decided that
the participation of children in nedia projects should be assessed, and
several participants had undertaken to conpile information on child-related
nmedi a practices at the national level; and it had determ ned that the human
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rights reporting handbook for journalists, a project of the Ofice of the High
Commi ssioner for Human Rights and the International Federation of Journalists,
shoul d strengthen its section on children's rights.

27. It had al so accepted an offer by the Government of Norway to host an
international nmeeting at Osl o concerning the subject of children and the
medi a, in which Governnments, NGOs and experts would participate, and had
agreed to function as an advisory group for that neeting.

28. The CHAI RPERSON said that the nmpst inportant issue before the Conmittee
was what kind of support it should extend to the proposed working group on

di sabled children. In that context, the status of the group had first to be
determined. It would probably operate on the basis of the sane paraneters as
the Working G oup on the Child and the Media except in terms of |eadership
whi ch could not be assured by the Comrmittee on account of its heavy worKkl oad.
It mght be appropriate to suggest that sonme other body should take on the
chai rmanshi p or | eadership, reserving a seat for a nenber of the Conmttee.
The mandate of the working group would be limted in tinme and a small group
woul d probably be nore effective because of the relative ease of discussion
and comuni cation. The question of resources and funding was crucial, but
donors cane forward willingly where a cause was denmponstrably worthy of
support.

29. The Committee had consistently enphasi zed the inportance of involving
children in activities affecting them but no practical formof participation
had yet been devi sed which was not suggestive of tokenism or placing children
on display. It was a subject that called for further discussion

30. Ms. LANSDOWN (Children's Rights Ofice (United Kingdom) said she agreed
that it was inportant for the working group to be small and have a focused
agenda. 1In the light of the recommendati ons, she felt that its work woul d not
be particularly onerous. The working group nust maintain a link with the
Committee for the purposes of feedback and because many of the reconmendati ons
related to the Conmttee's work. The primary aimshould be to nobilize
resources and expertise for each of the tasks set out in the recomrendati ons,
it being understood that the group itself would not actually be involved in

i mpl ement ati on.

31. Ms. PALME said that the Committee should benefit directly and rapidly
fromthe proceedi ngs of the working group, which it fully supported. She
wonder ed whether it would be possible to enlist the services of the Norwegian
and Net herl ands Governnents, which had been very nuch involved in addressing
the issue of child | abour, or the Swedish CGovernnent, which had taken up the
i ssue of the sexual exploitation of children

32. M. KOOSOV said that the decision to set up a working group had been
taken by the participants in the general discussion day and not by the
Conmittee. |Its establishnent did not, therefore, require any form
endorsenent by the Commttee. It would be appropriate, however, to take note
of , and perhaps wel come, its establishnent in the report on the session

33. A nmenber of the Committee might participate in the proceedi ngs of the
wor ki ng group in an individual capacity rather than as an offici al
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representative of the Cormittee. |[|f he were entrusted with the task, he would
consult other Committee nenbers before attending neetings of the working group
in order to represent their views properly.

34. It would be extremely difficult to provide for child participation on an
equitable basis. An alternative approach would be to circulate a
guestionnaire anong children with disabilities and to sumari ze and anal yse
their replies. He was not in favour of involving children in the proceedi ngs
of the working group sinply for the benefit of the nmedia or to set a good
exanple to others

35. Ms. SARDENBERG said she agreed that the Committee should nmerely take
note of the establishnent of the working group. It should, however, take a
close interest in the proceedings, even if the designated nmenmber attended in a
personal capacity only. Every issue that cane within the scope of the
Convention would tend to grow and assunme a life of its own, and the Committee,
as the focal point for inplenentation of the Convention, had a duty to support
t he devel opment of such activities by maintaining at least informal |inks with
t he bodi es concerned.

36. It would perhaps be appropriate, therefore, in connection with the next
general discussion to separate the conclusions of the nmeeting fromthe
recommendati ons which the Commttee adopted by consensus and included in its
report.

37. Ms. MBA said she was in favour of a small, independent and informal
wor ki ng group which would not be led by the Committee but would certainly be
attended by one of its memnbers.

38. She was surprised by the negative reaction to the idea of child
participation. The Committee should not be defeatist but seek ways of acting
on its own principles.

39. The CHAI RPERSON said that the presence of disabled children had brought
a nmeasure of reality into the proceedings of the day of general discussion
The Committee nust |learn how to handle that delicate issue which nmust be
carefully thought through, as Ms. Karp had said.

40. Ms. KARP suggested that the nmenmber of the Committee who attended the
proceedi ngs of the working group should report on its specific reconmendations
so as to meke the Conmittee aware of any follow up action that m ght be
expected of it. For exanple, a specific study m ght be recomended or the
appoi ntnent of a special rapporteur

41. She certainly had no intention of belittling the inportance of child
participation and, indeed, it was to enhance their participation that she had
recommended the establishnment of a network of children with disabilities.

42. In response to a question by the CHAI RPERSON, Ms. LANSDOWN (Children's
Rights Ofice (United Kingdom) said she thought that an NGO such as
International Save the Children Alliance or Disabled People's Internationa
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woul d be best placed to assune the | eadership of the working group
Al ternatively, one of the United Nations bodies could be asked to assune
responsibility for coordinating the neetings.

43. Ms. PALME suggested that the Special Rapporteur of the Comm ssion for
Soci al Devel opnent on Disability mght act as chairman, if such an office was
consi stent with his mandate.

44, The CHAI RPERSON said that the Committee woul d appreciate the assistance
of Ms. Lansdown in exploring all possibilities with regard to the menbership
and | eadership of the working group. Many entities and individuals had
expressed an interest in participating and sone might feel hurt if they were
passed over. At |east one nenber of the Commttee would be interested in
attendi ng the proceedi ngs.

45, She drew attention to those reconmendati ons adopted at the end of the

di scussi on day which were particularly relevant to the Conmittee' s nmandate,
namely, that the Conmittee should highlight the situation of disabled children
when exam ning States parties' reports and should consider the possibility of
drafting a general comment on disabled children, and that the bodi es which
provi ded information to the Comrmittee during the reporting process should

i ncl ude up-to-date and accurate data on the rights of children with
disabilities.

The discussion covered in the sunmary record ended at 11.55 a.m




