Organization: Christian Council International 
Contribution to the zero draft on disability-based violence

Introduction
1. Christian Council International (CCI) is a non-governmental organization that focuses on the protection and promotion of life, family and freedom from a Christian perspective worldwide.

2. CCI welcomes this opportunity to provide feedback on the Draft guidelines on Disability-based violence. In this contribution, specific attention will be given to the definition of sexual and reproductive health and rights within the Draft guidelines, ableism and abortion and parental rights. 

General comments 
3. In the spirit of Articles 1 and 2 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR), all human beings are born free and equal in dignity and rights and are entitled to the rights and freedoms set forth in the Declaration without distinction of any kind. The Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities builds on this framework and applies the rights in the Declaration to persons with disabilities.

4. We appreciate the fact that violence against persons with disabilities remains a key concern of the Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities (CRPD) and that these Draft guidelines aim to set forth a standard related to protecting the most vulnerable against any form of violence against their rights and dignity. CCI recommends in this regard a strong approach, emphasizing that all humans are equally created in the Image of God. Regardless of our cognitive, physical, or genetic differences, everyone deserves protection and the right to live, starting within the womb, without violence. 

Paragraph-specific recommendations 

Par. 1 
Add by (English version) between affected and exploitation for sentence congruence. 

Par. 18 
As referenced, women and girls with disabilities experience violence because of being women and because of disability. To ensure that this term is not misused in different contexts, it is recommended to include sex specific language, including references to sex based-violence.  

Par. 22 
To ensure this recommendation is in line with international human rights law, respective national frameworks and the rights of parents to bring up and educate their children, the text “free from interference, paternalism and protectionism” should be framed in the context of abusive practices that contradict other human rights. In itself, parents have the right to implement practices in their households that are in alignment with parental rights. Article 26 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and Article 13 of the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights affirm that parents are the primary caregivers of their children, which includes children with a disability. The Convention of the Rights of the Child, in Article 14, also underscores that parents have the right to provide direction to the child in exercising its rights; this includes direction related to sexual, religious or behavioral expressions. 

Par. 26 
While we recognize the importance of preventing forced sterilization, we wish to highlight that sexual and reproductive health and rights have no universally agreed-upon definition. Clarifying this term in line with international consensus, as defined in the International Conference on Population and Development Programme of Action and the Beijing Declaration and Platform for Action. These documents reflect international consensus and underscore that abortion should not be promoted as a method of family planning and that governments should help women avoid abortion and that countries should enable women to go safely through pregnancy and childbirth.[footnoteRef:1] The Platform for Action also reaffirmed that any measures or changes related to abortion within the health system can only be determined at the national or local level.[footnoteRef:2] [1:  United Nations Population Fund. Programme of Action of the International Conference on Population and Development, Actions 7.2, 7.24 and 8.25, 1994.]  [2:  United Nations. Beijing Declaration and Platform for Action, Action 106(k), 1995.] 


Par. 41
While we reject degrading treatment towards the dignity of persons with disabilities, a culture of care and guidance for the most vulnerable to ensure that they are able to live free from violence and discrimination and receive adequate care and education (which regularly requires specific educational institutions in order to live up the needs and aspirations of persons with disabilities) showcases compassion, not paternalistic approaches and a denial of bodily autonomy. While certain settings could allow for degrading treatment and sexual harassment, diminishing the culture of care diminishes the charitable and commendable work of (often voluntary) caregivers, and fails to meet the daily needs of persons with disabilities.

Par. 49
Parental rights require more due attention. Parents are the primary caregivers of their children and have the right to choose the education, including the education form, their children receive. “Shielding” children from sexual behaviour and certain sexual decisions also does not necessarily stem from ableism, as these expressions of parental guidance could also originate from religious beliefs and cultural values, protected under the freedom of religion and belief, as referred to in Article 18 of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights. 

Par. 51
We wish to highlight that sexual and reproductive health and rights has no universally agreed upon definition. Clarifying this term in line with international consensus, as defined in the International Conference on Population and Development Programme of Action and the Beijing Declaration and Platform for Action. Both these documents reflect international consensus and underscore that abortion should not be promoted as a method of family planning and that governments should help women avoid abortion and that countries should enable women to go safely through pregnancy and childbirth.[footnoteRef:3] The Platform for Action also reaffirmed that any measures or changes related to abortion within the health system can only be determined at the national or local level.[footnoteRef:4] [3:  United Nations Population Fund. Programme of Action of the International Conference on Population and Development, Actions 7.2, 7.24 and 8.25, 1994.]  [4:  United Nations. Beijing Declaration and Platform for Action, Action 106(k), 1995.] 


Par. 61
Due to the significant impact of this form of disability-based violence, including its presence in societies all around the world, we urge that due attention is given to this topic in the Guidelines, taking into consideration factual evidence related to gross neglect, homicides and lifelong exclusions. Highlighting examples and other causes of these forms of neglect could help strengthen national policy in relation to affected children. We believe it is remarkable to see that a guideline addressing disability-based violence hardly enters into detail when it comes to these forms of genuine violence and neglect. 

Par. 77, 79-80
We wish to highlight that sexual and reproductive health and rights have no universally agreed-upon definition. Clarifying this term in line with international consensus, as defined in the International Conference on Population and Development Programme of Action and the Beijing Declaration and Platform for Action. Both these documents reflect international consensus and underscore that abortion should not be promoted as a method of family planning and that governments should help women avoid abortion and that countries should enable women to go safely through pregnancy and childbirth.[footnoteRef:5] The Platform for Action also reaffirmed that any measures or changes related to abortion within the health system can only be determined at the national or local level.[footnoteRef:6] [5:  United Nations Population Fund. Programme of Action of the International Conference on Population and Development, Actions 7.2, 7.24 and 8.25, 1994.]  [6:  United Nations. Beijing Declaration and Platform for Action, Action 106(k), 1995.] 


Par 83. 
We welcome the reference to the discriminatory nature in which the results of prenatal testing can be brought. This also accounts for disability-based violence in the womb. In Denmark, 98% of unborn children with Down syndrome are aborted. In China, Iceland, France, the United Kingdom, Canada and the Netherlands, the same trend is visible for unborn children with congenital disabilities. Gestational age limits for unborn children with a disability are less restrictive, even up to 9 months of pregnancy. These extreme forms of disability-based violence require adequate and urgent attention. It would therefore be welcomed if the Guidelines could elaborate more on the ableist nature of how unborn children with disabilities are perceived in today’s society. 

Par. 93 
While all persons deserve protection from violence and arbitrary discrimination, sexual orientation and gender identity are not separate categories of protection under universally agreed international human rights law. The Guidelines should therefore affirm the equal protection of all persons without introducing contested terminology that goes beyond existing international consensus.

Par 98
We recognize that persons with disabilities may face multiple and intersecting forms of discrimination. However,  the list of protected characteristics should remain consistent with universally agreed international human rights law. References to sexual orientation and gender identity should therefore be removed, as these are not internationally agreed prohibited grounds of discrimination. The Guidelines should instead emphasize that all persons are entitled to equal protection from violence and discrimination by virtue of their inherent dignity and equal rights.

Par. 99 (b) 
References to “sexual and reproductive rights” should be clarified in line with universally agreed international frameworks. The term does not have a universally agreed definition under international human rights law.

Par. 99 (d) 
References to “queer” and “heterosexist norms” should be removed to ensure consistency with universally agreed international human rights law. The protection of persons with disabilities from violence should remain grounded in their inherent dignity and equal rights, without introducing contested concepts that lack international consensus and clearly showcase a partial approach towards the protection of the rights of persons with disabilities. 
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