	1. It is my privilege to be the one within the committee who are responsible for the dialogue with the distinguished representatives coming from the state party of Lithuania, who are present here today.


2. I am very much looking forward to this dialogue and hope that I live up to the expectations from everyone watching here or there!


3. 1st I would like to greet those that are sitting back home in Lithuania or in other places around the globe watching this dialogue through webcast.

4. I hope that you, despite of the distance, will get some valuable and usable inputs from the upcoming dialogue.


5. 2nd I greet all of you from civil society, especially representatives from the organizations representing persons with disabilities from Lithuania who have travelled all the way from Lithuania to Geneva to be present at this special event where the Committee facilitates the dialogue on the incorporation and implementation of the UN CRPD within Lithuania.


6. 3rd but not least, I am very happy to say hello to and welcoming the representatives from the State party of Lithuania.


7. The representatives from the state party of Lithuania will, without fear, I hope, be facing not only me but also the other independent expert members of the Committee.


8. The members of the committee and I will challenge the disability policies within Lithuania by asking nasty and critical questions regarding the remaining and existing barriers within the State party, preventing persons with disabilities from being given equal opportunities compared to others.


	9. The Committee have been put in place to pose critical questions and thereby challenge State parties in all matters concerning the full and necessary implementation of the UN CRPD. 

10. I do not view it as my primary task at this moment to highlight the positive aspects of the development within the State party.

11. Rather, I see it as my obligation to look for issues of concern and potential for development in light of the Convention and its purpose and provisions.

12. What matters to me and the Committee, is not really what has happened since the ratification of the Convention. 
13. Instead, the Committee is especially interested in knowing whether the gaps between persons with disabilities and persons without disabilities have been or can be reduced.


14. The purpose of this dialogue and its aftermath is to be able to provide a set of concrete and implementable suggestions regarding  further incorporation and implementation of the Convention at local, regional, national, European and global level.



15. The UN CRPD was decided upon in 2006 because at that point state parties had not been able to provide equal opportunities and respect for the human rights for persons with disabilities on equal foot compared to others.

16. The adoption of the UN CRPD in 2006 could have been just another of several failing attempts to get a recognition of the human rights for persons with disabilities which had been the outcome of the previous attempts 15 to 20 years earlier.


17. But this time circumstances were different which led to the success and adoption of the new International Convention protecting, ensuring and promoting the human rights of persons with disabilities.


18. The major difference this time was, in my opinion, the high number of representatives with disabilities who were present during the 6 years of negotiations within UN in New York - AND not just present but being actively involved in the negotiation process as such showing dissatisfaction, offering possible solutions and personal capacity.
 

19. Persons with disabilities were for the 1st time united across impairments and were extremely well prepared for playing this active role as respected negotiation partners.


20. But at the same time it was also the 1st time where various state parties actively and wholeheartedly supported the development and adoption of this very special international Convention.


21. And since its adoption in December 2006 approximately 80% of all nations have ratified and are underway in implementing the UN CRPD.


22. It is my obligation and responsibility through these opening remarks to set the agenda for the dialogue with the state party of Lithuania.


23. I have chosen to highlight a few perspectives which I find especially relevant to the current situation in Lithuania:


1. Even though you have ratified the Convention it is not yet fully incorporated and implemented within the legal framework for the disability politics within the State party; 

2. It seems as if there is a lack of a clear and comprehensive strategy to reach the expected momentum and outcome of the ratification.


3. The UN CRPD is based on the shift from the charity or medical approach to the human rights based approach to persons with disabilities. 
4. A shift like this should have resulted in significant changes in State party policies and programs relevant for persons with disabilities.

5. More has to be done, among others in the following areas:
6. There is a need for changing legislation in accordance with the scope and understanding of disability as expressed within the Convention.


7. The legislations and regulations must reflect the human rights dimension and the protection of discrimination on the grounds of disability in all its forms.


8. Representatives from organizations representing persons with disabilities must be fully and sufficiently supported and timely included in all decision-making processes and matters regarding themselves. 
9. There is insufficient progress and limited scope of the State party initiatives in introducing and promoting universal design principles and standardization to create accessible physical, transport and communicative environments.
10. The national legislation still contains options to deprive persons with disabilities of their legal capacity, which is contrary to article 12 of and General Comment no. 1 to the Convention.
11. I would like to know what legislative measures have been or are taken by the State party to replace regimes of substituted decision-making by supported decision making, in order to respects a person’s autonomy, will and preferences in exercising one’s legal capacity.
12. The core essence of the Convention is to create conditions for full and inclusive participation in the local community for persons with disabilities. 

13. The State party is not providing sufficient choice and range of support mechanisms to fulfill its obligations under Article 19. 

14. Too many pupils with disabilities are not allowed access to inclusive education because of lack of recognition and sufficient support mechanisms.

15. There are, among others, lack of qualified teachers, accessible schools and materials and high-quality sign language. 
16. Too many adults are being medically assessed not to be suited for employment and therefore the unemployment rate is much too high and must be reduced by implementing the necessary solutions.

17. It is not acceptable within a modern democracy to deprive anyone of their right to vote or stand for election, because it deprives them of their right and possibility to influence decision making.

18. The implementation and incorporation of the Convention is not happening by itself. There is a need for a strong coordination mechanism, a central and influential focal point that can keep the State party on the right track towards its full implementation of the Convention.

1. Ladies and gentlemen, I would like to end my opening remarks with the hope that the Lithuanian government will receive and consider the recommendations from the Committee in a positive spirit – even if the recommendation from the Committee right now sound unreasonable and unfair.

2.  With these words I hand over the floor to you Madame Chair. Thank you.




