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>> MS. AKIKO ITO: THANK YOU VERY MUCH MR. OBERMEYER.  ALSO EXTRACTING SOME OF YOUR EXPERIENCES YOU HAVE RELATED TO TODAY'S DISCUSSION.  NOW I WOULD LIKE TO TURN TO MR. RICHARD MORGAN.  A SENIOR ADVISOR TO THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF UNICEF.  HE'S ALSO A MEMBER OF THE GENERAL TASK TEAM ON THE 2015 AGENDA. SO HE IS ONE OF THE BEST SITUATED PERSONS WITHIN THE SYSTEM TO GIVE US SOME RECOMMENDATIONS, SUGGESTIONS, INPUTS, ELEMENTS.  THANK YOU.


>> RICHARD MORGAN: THANK YOU VERY MUCH AKIKO. I'M VERY, VERY ATTEMPTED TO SAY ALL THE PREVIOUS PRESENTATIONS HAVE BEEN EXCELLENT AND I HAVE NOTHING TO ADD, VERY BRILLIANT.  I AGREE WITH EVERYTHING AND ALL OF MY POINTS WERE COVERED.  SO I DON'T KNOW, I'LL JUST BE VERY QUICK AND MAYBE SLIGHTLY INFORMAL IF COLLEAGUES PERMIT ME.  THANK YOU VERY MUCH.  I'M HONORED AND HUMBLED TO BE ON THIS PANEL.


I WAS LOOKING OVER THE WEEKEND AT SOME OF THE SUBMISSIONS MADE ON THE DIFFERENT CONSULTS ON THE POST 2015 AGENDA.  ONE OF THE ONES I LIKE VERY MUCH WAS THE BOND ORGANISATION BASED IN THE UK.  IT IS A LARGE GROUP OF DEVELOPING NGOS.


THEY MADE A SUBMISSION INTO THE PARLIAMENT INQUIRY.  WITHIN A SUCCESSFUL POVERTY RATIFICATION PROGRAM, THIS REPRESENTS A MISOPPORTUNITY I MEAN TO SAY THE LEAST IT HAS REPRESENTED A MISOPPORTUNITY OF THE PAST 10 OR SO YEARS.  I THINK THE INTERESTING THING HERE IS THEY TALK ABOUT THE NEED FOR SYSTEMATIC INCLUSION AROUND DISABILITY FOR THE SUCCESS OF POVERTY RATIFICATION ISSUES.


SECONDLY THEY SAY DISABLED PEOPLE, THIS IS THEIR LANGUAGE, HAS NOT BENEFITED EQUITABLY BECAUSE THERE'S BEEN NO OPPORTUNITY TO INCLUDE THEM.  AGAIN I THINK WE AGREE ON THIS.  NOW THE OBLIGATION HAS BEEN ASSUMED BY MEMBER STATES WHO HAVE SINCE RATIFIED THE CRPD.  I THINK IT IS 124 MEMBER STATES -- 136, YEAH, THAT'S STILL ANOTHER 60 SOCIETIES AND STATES STILL TO GO, NO?  ONE WOULD LIKE TO SEE UNIVERSALITY AS WE HAVE ALMOST WITH THE CONVENTION COMING SOON.  BUT THAT'S WITH THE OBLIGATION AND IF THAT OBLIGATION IS WIDELY ASSUMED BY MEMBER STATES BY THE TIME MEMBER STATES COME TO NEGOTIATE THE DESIGN AND THE DETAILS OF THE POST 2015 DEVELOPMENT AGENDA THOSE OBLIGATIONS EMANATING FROM CRPD RATIFICATION WILL BE SURELY INESCAPABLE IN THE NEW DEVELOPING FRAMEWORK.


AGAIN MY SENSE AS IT WAS ON THE CONVENTION ON THE RIGHTS OF THE CHILDREN RIGHT AND THE INCLUSION OF THE NBG FRAMEWORK SUCCESS AROUND DISABILITY FOR THE 2015 DEVELOPING FRAMEWORK IS GOING TO DEPEND AT LEAST IN CONSIDERABLE PART ON SUCCESSFUL NEAR UNIVERSAL OR UNIVERSAL RATIFICATION OF CRPD.


THEN THEY GO ON TO SAY THAT EFFORTS TO INCLUDE THE NBG TARGETS HAVE NOT BEEN AS SUCCESSFUL BECAUSE EFFORTS TO ENSURE PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES HAVE BEEN INCLUDED.  I THINK THIS IS A VERY INTERESTING ONE, ONE WE CAN DEBATE IN AN ANALYTICAL AND EMPIRICAL WAY QUITE USE FULLY.  BOTH FROM THE POINT OF VIEW OF NATIONAL STRATEGIES AND DEVELOPMENT COOPERATION OVER THE LAST YEARS.  NOT SO MUCH FROM A PEOPLE CENTERED PERSPECTIVE.


IN FACT DEVELOPMENT EFFECTIVENESS DEPENDS ON IF YOU LIKE PUTTING THE LAST FIRST.  THOSE PEOPLE WHO ARE LEAST ADVANTAGED, MOST DISCRIMINATED AGAINST, WHO FACE THE GREATEST BARRIER TO INCLUSION IN SOCIETY FOCUSING ON THOSE BARRIERS IN AN EFFORT TO SYSTEMATICALLY ADDRESS AND REMOVE THEM IS THE SINGLE MOST EFFECTIVE DEVELOPMENTAL STRATEGY YOU CAN HAVE. YOU CONCENTRATE WHERE THE PROBLEMS ARE GREATEST, DEEPEST AND MOST SEVERE AND SEEK TO REMOVE THE BARRIERS AND BOTTLE NEXT THAT PEOPLE FACE IN ORDER TO BE FULLY INCLUDED IN SOCIAL ECONOMIC AND OTHER FORMS OF PROGRESS.


I THINK THIS SIMPLE ILLUSTRATION.  WE KNOW THAT NOW A HIGHLY DISPROPORTIONATE PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL ARE AMONG CHILDREN WITH DISABILITIES.  THEREFORE IT SEEMS TO ME QUITE OBVIOUS DEVELOPMENT EFFECTIVENESS IN BASIC EDUCATION DEPENDS ON A VERY SYSTEMATIC AND STRONG FOCUS SPECIFICALLY ON THOSE CHILDREN WITH DISABILITIES FOR THEIR INCLUSION IN ALL SENSES.


ENROLLMENT TO START WITH, ACCESSIBLITY BUT ALSO FULL PARTICIPATION AND INCLUSION IN LEARNING, LEARNING PROCESSES, LEARNING OUTCOMES AND SO FORTH. SO IT IS THAT QUESTION OF DEVELOPMENTAL EFFECTIVENESS IN BASIC EDUCATION THAT WE CAN THEN APPLY TO HEALTH, ECONOMIC ACTIVITY AND SO ON AND SO FORTH.


IT IS NOT ONLY A MATTER OF RIGHTS ALTHOUGH TO ME AND I THINK TO US HUMAN RIGHTS OF PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES ARE THE OVERRIDING CRITERIA AND OVERRIDING ISSUE.  IT IS ALSO HIGHLY EFFECTIVE TO FOCUS ON THOSE PERSONS WHO FACE THE GREATEST BARRIER BECAUSE THAT'S WHERE THE GREATEST GAINS TO DEVELOPING PROGRESS COULD COME.


I WOULD SAY THAT COST EFFECTIVENESS IS NOT THE ISSUE.  ACTUALLY NOT SO MUCH AS COST EFFICIENCY. WE WOULD LIKE TO BE AS EFFICIENT AS POSSIBLE IN THE USE OF SCARCE RESOURCES BUT WE MUST NOT COMPLAIN OF THE POSSIBLE HIGH COST IF THE USE OF THOSE RESOURCES IS COST EFFICIENT IF WE'RE LOOKING COLLECTIVELY AND IN THE PARTICIPATARY WAY TO LOOK AT RESOURCES.  I FULLY AGREE OF WHAT'S BEEN SAID ABOUT COST IN THIS AREA ARE NOT COST TO SOCIETY, THEY ARE INVESTMENT IN SOCIETY, INCLUSIVE AND EQUITABLE SOCIETIES.  IT WILL BE PAID OFF BY ECONOMISTS AS WELL AS CLAIMED AS INEVITABLE AND IMPERATIVE BY PROPONENTS OF HUMAN RIGHTS OF PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES.


VERY INTERESTING ARTICLE IN THE CRPD ARTICLE 32 WHICH TALKS ABOUT THE CRITERIA BY WHICH DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS AND POLICIES SHOULD BE EVALUATED AND I WOULD SAY REALLY THIS IS A LITMUS TEST GOING FORWARD. LITMUS TEST FOR INCLUSION AND PROGRAMS.  THE LATIN TERM I HESITATE TO USE IT, I DON'T KNOW IF PEOPLE STILL USE IT, I'M GETTING A BIT OLD NOW FOR THE LATEST TERMINOLOGY.  WE USED TO SAY WHICH IN A WAY APPROXIMATES TO NOTHING ABOUT US WITHOUT US.  IT HAS TO BE I THINK A LITMUS TEST.  THAT NOT ONLY IN THE WORDING AND THE DESIGN OF THE FRAMEWORK BUT ALSO IN THE APPLICATION IMPLEMENTION OF THE FRAMEWORK IN SOCIETY SUPPORTED BY THE RATIFICATION OF THE CRPD. EVERY POLICY, EVERY DEVELOPING PROGRAM, EVERY BIT OF DEVELOPING CORPORATION HAS TO BE SUBJECT TO THAT TEST AND NEEDS TO PASS THAT TEST OF SYSTEMATIC CONSIDERATION AND INCLUSION WITH COST NOT BEING A REASON FOR EXCLUSION BUT RATHER COST EFFICIENCY BEING MADE FOR THE INVESTMENTS AND THE RIGHTS OF PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES.  THAT IS MY SUGGESTION.


I THINK THIS SHOULD BE DONE JOINTLY.  ONE COULD ENCOURAGE AND LOOK FOR EXAMPLES AND MODELS OF JOINT COMMISSIONS OF PERSONS WHO ARE DIFFERENT.  I DON'T KNOW IF WE CAN SAY DIFFERENTLY ABLED, I DON'T KNOW IF THAT'S GOOD LANGUAGE.  PERSONS LIKE MYSELF WITH VERY MINOR DISABILITIES.  PERSONS WITH MORE SEVERE AND IMPORTANT FORMS OF DISABILITY LET'S BE ON JOINT COMMISSIONS IN THESE EVALUATIONS OF POLICIES, PROGRAMS AND PRACTICE.


I FULLY AGREE WITH ALL THAT HAS BEEN SAID BY DISTINGUISHED PREDECESSORS ON THIS PANEL ABOUT IMPORTANCE OF DATA.  I THINK COLLECTING, GENERATING, USING DATA COLLECTIVELY ISN'T REALLY A MATTER OF COST, IT IS A MATTER OF WILL AND PRIORITY AND IT HAS TO BE THE WILL AND IT HAS TO BE THE PRIORITIES APPLIED TO THE COLLECTION OF DATAS.  IT CAN'T BE AN EXCUSE THAT WE DON'T HAVE DATA BECAUSE WE'RE THE ONES CREATING THAT SITUATION IF THERE ARE NO DATA.  WE SET THAT UP BY PRIORITIZING OTHER THINGS IN DATA COLLECTIONS SO THOSE PRIORITIES HAVE TO CHANGE.


FOR THE TIME THEY TAKE TO CHANGE WE CAN'T USE IT AS AN EXCUSE BECAUSE WE CREATED THAT SITUATION IN THE CHOICES WE MADE COLLECTIVELY.


I WOULD ALSO SAY PROBABLY I WOULD SUGGEST THAT THERE ARE FAR MORE SCOPE GOING FORWARD AND POST 2015 FOR SUPPORTING PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES TO COLLECT AND GENERATE THEIR OWN DATA, THEIR OWN INFORMATION, THEIR OWN KNOWLEDGE FROM THEIR POINT OF VIEW WITH THEIR OWN LIFE EXPERIENCE AND PERCEPTIONS. TO ME DATA MEANS A LOT OF THINGS NOT JUST STATISTICS, THAT'S ONE IMPORTANT PART OF IT.  IT IS ALSO LIFE EXPERIENCE, IT IS ALSO EVIDENCED FROM DAILY LIFE ABOUT BARRIERS FACED IN WAYS IN WHICH THEY ARE OVERCOME.


SO I THINK THERE SHOULD BE A GREATER EMPHASIS ON ALL FORMS OF DATA OR INFORMATION IF YOU LIKE.  JUST FINISHING WITH COUPLE OF SPECIFICS SORT OF INFORMATION PIECES.  UNICEF NEW AND WOMEN ARE LEADING THE CURRENT ONLINE CONFRONTATION ON POLICY WE HAVE TEAMED UP WITH INTERNATIONAL DISABILITY ALLIANCE.  VLADIMIR HERE IS HELPING US WITH THAT.  THAT IS GOING ON AT THE MOMENT. IF YOU GO TO WORLD WE WANT 2015 DOT ORG TO THE INEQUALITIES PAGE YOU CAN JOIN IN ON THE DISCUSSIONS OF INEQUALITIES FROM THE DISABILITIES PERSPECTIVE AND THIS WILL BE REALLY VALUABLE TO US IN MAKING RECOMMENDATIONS AROUND THE ISSUES OF INEQUALITIES TO DECISION MAKERS POST 2015.


FINALLY JUST TO MENTION UNICEF AGAIN FORTH COMING PUBLICATION, FOURTH ANNUAL PUBLICATION WILL BE FOR THE FIRST TIME ON CHILDREN WITH DISABILITIES. THANK YOU VERY MUCH.

