Chair 

Thank you very much,

I would like to start with a very special acknowledgement and warm thanks to delegates of Republic of Indonesia for the success of a comprehensive dialogue on policy deliberations and implementation on a broad range of human right concerned and CRPD standards in particular.

During 2 days dialogue gives us a vital scenario which to reflect on whether the bridges we are building between the CRPD standards and the lived experiences of persons with disabilities in the Republic of Indonesia. 

Firstly the State Party efforts to progress its national system in the areas of regulation and policy at national level and increasingly incorporate issues of disability into the mainstream of national development namely;
1. The legislation of Law No.8 of 2016 on Persons with Disabilities;
2. Yogyakarta has passed by law No. 4 of 2012 on the Fulfillment and Protection of Rights of Persons with Disabilities;
3. The province of Bali has also enacted by law No. 9 of 2015 on the Fulfillment of Rights of Persons with Disabilities;
4. National Action Plan on Human Rights (RANHAM); 
5. National Action Plan on Disabilities (RAN Disabilities);
6. The incorporation of the National Action Plan on Human Rights (RANHAM) into the National Action Plan (RAN Disabilitas).

A fruitful dialogue, however, builds an opportunity to provide important points of clarification with respect to certain article addressed by International Human Right Treaties that the Republic of Indonesia become the State party in particular CRPD and its general comments. 

Major findings from 2 days dialogue is critical importance of properly addressing the needs and concerns of persons with disabilities in the development efforts in all these areas and sectors.

I would like to begin with systematic challenge

Given the fact that the Republic of Indonesia applies a regional autonomy system so each region has a duty of the autonomous region to obligate, mandate, manage and organize their own Governance Affairs and the welfare of the local people under the system of the Unitary State. This result of having several differet mechanisms in implementing the fulfillment and protection of the human rights of persons with disabilities set out in the CRPD that affect to well-being and access to quality public services related to political –security , economic and social cultural aspects. Social Model of disabilities has not yet been fully awarded.

To this connection,

I would like to reiterate the State party that Disability is results from the interaction between persons with impairments and attitudinal and environmental barriers that hinders their full and effective participation in society on an equal basis with others. Therefore the Stat Party must give due consideration to and incorporate disability issues and perspectives into the national development agenda and frameworks. The inclusion of the rights and needs of over one 60 million persons with disabilities is a must for ensuring human rights, social justice and sustainable development.    

The inclusive and universal design approach and accessibility must be taken upfront in considering all investment in urban and rural development in all region, from infrastructure to facilities and services. Without accessibility, the gap between promises and practices would likely remain a challenge.

To further move forward, the State party may consider to apple a twin-track approach to ensure women, men, boys and girls with all types of impairments being hearing, visual, physical, learning intellectual, psychosocial disabilities, indigenous persons with disabilities, at all gender, age perspectives, economic status, geographic locations,  fully access to protection, safeguards, and reliefs by removing attitudinal and environmental barriers.
In addition, the State party may consider to create the consistency mechanism aimed to cooperate with different focal points to ensure the implementation of all national affairs in accordance with CRPD standards. Strengthening the National Monitoring mechanism needs to be in a priority along with recognition to a meaningful participation and roles of CSOs, all disability constituency in the monitoring process.
Some common serious issues are indicated during the dialogue that the committee could not find evident base support as I want to highlight 
· Legal capacity: guardianship, support decision making 
· inaccessible to National Identification Card and Residential Card ; indigenous/ psychosocial /intellectual disabilities; 
· Lack of national accessibility mechanisms, accessibility of justice system guideline, accessibility of court building and facilities.
· Common harmful practiced towards persons with psychosocial disabilities such as shaking, chaining their feet and hands in iron chains, confining them in a wooden/bamboo cage, or in a closed room, or often the combination of them all. Detention condition is only the acceptance of the family to bring their home, sexual harassment;
· Involuntary sterilization or forced contraception in nursing homes; 
· Force detention , force Institution without support, force medication, force separated child born;
· The absence of law on sexual violence is also one reason there is no aggravation in the punishment imposed on sexual crimes committed against persons with Disabilities. In addition, Indonesian Criminal Code only regulates rape and sexual abuse, but it does not regulate sexual harassment;
· Discriminatory practices as Law No. 36 of 2009 on Health perpetuates the stigma on persons with disabilities through the term “physic and mental health.” This has been build a form of discrimination at work and employment.  Almost all agencies require the mental health and physical certificate is a marjor requirement to apply for a job;
· A lack of mechanism to ensure access to the national education system at all levels for persons with disabilities in Indonesia, including for asylum-seekers, refugees, and stateless persons, in accordence  obligations under Articles 5 and 24 of the ICRPD.
· A lack of mechanism to ensure protection and safeguards system for asylum-seekers, refugees, and stateless persons, in accordence obligations under Articles 5 and 24 of the ICRPD.
· [bookmark: _GoBack]The controversial of National laws and Regional laws in different areas and locations

Finally, the 2 day dialogue served to remind us that civil society is an essential part of all of the CRPD implementation for sustainable security, human rights and for sustainable development.  A strong civil society promotes responsible citizenship and makes democratic forms of government work. 

Distinguish delegates;

The committee will incorporate and elaborate all these raise up issue in the Concluding of the Observation. The COBs will officially submit to the delegation through the diplomat channel for your concern.
 
I would like to express my sincere thanks again for the State party efforts to promote human right and wellbeing of persons with disabilities both at National level and ASEAN level. Hopefully, the Concept of ASEAN Commission on Disabilities in accordance with CRPD standards would be adopted under the Republic of Indonesia leadership. 

Last but not lease, 

 On behalf of myself and my co-rapporteur, I would like to acknowledge and pay tribute to Risnawati Utami our Indonesian colleague who throughout her term has provided invaluable expertise and leadership

Thank you 
