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Comment / proposal to paragraph 55
Please replace:
“Armed conflict, rooted in patriarchal power structures, as well as militarized and hierarchical systems based on submissiveness and unequal power relations, undermine the implementation of States’ obligations under the Convention...”
With:
“Armed conflicts and other situations of risk may exacerbate pre-existing gender- and disability-based inequalities and create additional barriers to the implementation of States parties’ obligations under the Convention, particularly with regard to equality, non-discrimination, accessibility, protection and the full inclusion of women, adolescents and girls with disabilities.”
Reasoning:
The current wording makes a broad generalization concerning military, security and hierarchical structures. It does not sufficiently recognize that armed forces, peacekeeping personnel and security institutions may play an essential role in civilian protection, evacuation, humanitarian assistance, disaster response and the maintenance of essential services.
Comment / proposal to paragraph 71 (c)
Please replace:
“Integrate disability across all pillars of National Action Plans on Women, Peace and Security, with adequate resources, accessibility and active involvement and close consultation of women, adolescents and girls with disabilities through their representative organizations.”
With:
“Promote the integration of disability-inclusive and gender-responsive considerations, as appropriate, across the relevant pillars of National Action Plans on Women, Peace and Security, taking into account national circumstances, priorities and available resources, and ensure the meaningful participation of women and girls with disabilities and their representative organizations.”
Reasoning:
The amendment supports disability inclusion in Women, Peace and Security frameworks while preserving the ability of States parties to determine appropriate national institutional and implementation arrangements.
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Comment / proposal to paragraph 64. (i):
We agree with regulating digital platforms and artificial intelligence systems to prevent bias, discrimination, and technology-facilitated violence. However, we consider it important to emphasize that individual regulations by State Parties are not sufficient to address the problem, due to the problem’s international nature. Therefore, we cannot assume responsibility for the outcomes at the individual State level as the harm might be done by actors residing outside of a State party’s jurisdiction. We believe that the commitment that can be made at the States level is limited to cooperation in the making and implementation of a unified regulatory framework.
Comment / proposal to paragraph 75. (a):
In general, we agree with the repeal of laws, policies, and practices that restrict bodily autonomy or discriminate against women, adolescents, and girls with disabilities. However, we would like to draw the committee’s attention to the fact that the concept of incest may also fall within the scope of the term “consensual sexual relations between adults.”
Currently, incest is classified as a criminal offense in Hungary. We request that the text be clarified to indicate whether the author intended to include the issue of incest within the scope of the wording. If not, we ask that the text be reviewed and if needed an exception be specified.
Comment / proposal to paragraph 75. (e):
We agree that adequate resources should be allocated to ensure the accessibility, availability, acceptability, and quality of sexual and reproductive health information, products, and services for women and girls with disabilities. However, we consider it important to emphasize that the allocation of resources is a decision for each State Party. Prescribing which budgetary area a State Party must draw funds from to allocate resources for the purposes set forth in the Convention violates state sovereignty. We request that, while retaining the section on ensuring the accessibility, availability, acceptability, and quality of sexual and reproductive health information, products, and services for women and girls with disabilities, the section that diverts resources from the military and carceral sectors and institutions be deleted. We ask that the method of securing funding be left to the discretion of the States.
Comment / proposal to paragraph 75. (d):
In our view, abortion relates to disability issues solely insofar as women with disabilities must have the same access to abortion as those without disabilities. Including making the service accessible for women with disabilities trough the development of accessible and easy-to-understand versions of informational materials, websites, appointment scheduling, and disability appropriate consultations. In this context only we support the promotion of free and accessible access to abortion (as an accessibility issue, supposing that the legal prerequisites for the abortion concerned are met under the legislation of the State Party concerned). We are committed to ensuring that women with disabilities are not placed at a disadvantage compared to other women in this regard.
Comment / proposal to paragraph 80.:
We consider it of paramount importance to recognize that women, adolescents, and girls with disabilities are the experts on their own lives. We agree that the disability sector must operate by seeking out and consulting their opinions and life experiences. During planning and decision-making processes, we pay special attention to the views of the civil sector and society. However, shared decision-making raises practical and rule of law issues that can paralyze decision-making processes, and the proportion of those represented in these processes can lead to disproportionate decisions. 



