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Introduction:
I and my Co-Rapporteur, Mr Samuel Kabue would like to extend a warm welcome to the Djibouti Delegation led by His Excellency Mr. Ali Hassan Bahdon, Minister of Justice and Penitentiary Affairs, in charge of human rights, to this virtual review of the state party’s report to the CRPD Committee. I thank the Government of Djibouti for its initial report and the responses to the list of issues raised by members of the Committee. I wish to also welcome persons with disabilities from Djibouti watching this session online. My role is to evaluate the progress of the implementation of the Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities since its ratification in 2012, and also highlight the areas where improvement is needed.
In relation to the progress made, I commend the state party on the following measures:
Enactment of Act No. 207/AN/17/7ème L in 2018, which aims at promoting and protecting the rights of persons with disabilities. 
Establishment of the National Agency for Persons with Disabilities by law in 2018.
The Labour Code, which provides for tax advantages for companies that recruit persons with disabilities.
Introduction of a quarterly cash transfer of 30,000 Djibouti francs (DF) (US$ 170), which is distributed under the National Family Solidarity Programme to vulnerable families, in which one member has a disability.
We are however concerned that the definition of “disability” in article 1 of the Act No. 207/AN/17/7ème L, is not in line with the human rights model of disability enshrined in the Convention. 
Furthermore, the State party does not provide information on the measures taken to review and harmonize domestic laws and policies with the Convention, at national and local levels, to reflect the human rights model of disabilities.
In addition, there is no information on the human, technical and financial resources allocated to the National Agency for Persons with Disabilities, established by Act No. 15/AN/18/8ème L, and on the participation of persons with disabilities in the agency. It is also not possible to assess the impact of the work of the agency in coordinating the State party’s implementation of the Convention.
Although both the initial report as well as the reply to the List of Issues assert that the initial report of the State party was prepared in a consultative process, it has been difficult to establish whether there was meaningful participation of organisations of persons with disabilities at all the stages. 
In addition, this Committee has not received alternative reports from organizations of persons with disabilities from Djibouti and remains concerned. This absence may be an indication that OPDs might not feel comfortable to express their views and/or lack the information and support required. I recall that the Human Rights Committee, in 2013, recommended to adopt measures to “create an environment conducive to, the exercise of the rights to freedom of expression, peaceful association and assembly …” and to “give space to civil society organizations to promote their activities.”  Furthermore, this Committee’s guidance in general comment 7 on Articles 4(3) and 33(3) remains essential.
There is also no mention of organisations of persons with disabilities, in the establishment and operations of the inter-ministerial committee responsible for coordinating government action in the area of risk and disaster management. This is of concern, particularly in this era of the COVID-19 pandemic response and recovery. 
Additionally, there seems to be restrictions on the exercise of some of the rights of persons with disabilities who are denied their legal capacity on grounds of disability. 
Moreover, Article 19 of the Civil Code, which provides that the physical integrity of the human body may be violated only when medically necessary, is of concern to us, as it gives medical practitioners room to decide on violations of the integrity of the human body of persons with disabilities.
[bookmark: _Hlk80859793]Furthermore, the State party is yet to designate an institution which is accredited according to the Paris principles to play the monitoring role. In this sense, the National Human Rights Commission would not be fit for purpose not being independent, as it would be composed of 7 “personalities” appointed by the Council of Ministries upon proposition of the Ministry of Justice, according to Article 14 of the Act 50.
I will now hand over to the Chair of the Committee and wish us all a fruitful deliberation.
Thank you.
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