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ABOUT WOMEN WITH DISABILITIES AUSTRALIA (WWDA)

Women With Disabilities Australia (WWDA) Inc is the national Disabled People’s Organisation (DPO) and National Women’s Alliance (NWA) for women, girls, feminine identifying, and non-binary people with disability in Australia. As a DPO and an NWA, WWDA is governed, run, and staffed by and for women, girls, feminine identifying and non-binary people with disability. 

WWDA uses the term ‘women and girls with disability’, on the understanding that this term is inclusive and supportive of, women and girls with disability along with feminine identifying and non-binary people with disability in Australia.

WWDA represents more than 2 million women and girls with disability in Australia, has affiliate organisations and networks of women with disability in most States and Territories, and is recognised nationally and internationally for our leadership in advancing the rights and freedoms of all women and girls with disability. Our organisation operates as a transnational human rights organisation - meaning that our work, and the impact of our work, extends much further than Australia. WWDA’s work is grounded in a human-rights based framework which links gender and disability issues to a full range of civil, political, economic, social, and cultural rights. All WWDA’s work is based on co-design with and participation of our members. WWDA projects are all designed, governed, and implemented by women and girls with disability.

Disabled People’s Organisations (DPOs), also referred to as Organisations of Persons with Disabilities (OPDs) are recognised around the world, and in international human rights law, as self-determining organisations led by, controlled by, and constituted of, people with disability. DPOs/OPDs are organisations of people with disability, as opposed to organisations which may represent people with disability. The United Nations Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities has clarified that States should give priority to the views of DPOs/OPDs when addressing issues related to people with disability. The Committee has further clarified that States should prioritise resources to organisations of people with disability that focus primarily on advocacy for disability rights and, adopt an enabling policy framework favourable to their establishment and sustained operation.[endnoteRef:1] [1:  Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities, General Comment No. 7 on the Participation of Persons with Disabilities, Including Children with Disabilities, through Their Representative Organizations, in the Implementing and Monitoring of the Convention, UN Doc CRPD/C/GC/7 (9 November 2018).] 




WWDA’S RESPONSE TO NATIONAL HEALTH AND CLIMATE STRATEGY – CONSULTATION PAPER

1. Women With Disabilities Australia (WWDA) welcomes the opportunity to respond to the Australian Government’s National Health and Climate Strategy Consultation Paper (Consultation Paper).[endnoteRef:2]  [2:  https://www.health.gov.au/news/consultation-on-australias-first-national-health-and-climate-strategy ] 


2. WWDA commends the Government on its efforts to address the critical intersection of health, climate change, and social equity. It is increasingly clear that the impacts of climate change expose existing inequalities, and that those who face the greatest levels of risk are those who face the highest inequality in everyday life. This includes people with disability, women, children, older persons, First Nations peoples, people with chronic health conditions and other contextually marginalised people.[endnoteRef:3]  The risks are further heightened for those who face overlapping marginalisation, including women with disability.  [3:  Leonard Cheshire Disability UK (April 2017) Disability and Climate Resilience A Literature Review.] 


3. The United Nations Human Rights Council has recognised that the human rights of people with disability are disproportionately affected by the negative impacts of climate change.[endnoteRef:4] Extremes in weather can prevent access to medication, vital healthcare, and devices that require electricity. A lack of accessible information; accessibility in evacuation, response, and recovery efforts; and exclusion of disability issues in planning and preparedness, means that people with disability are also at higher risk of injury and death. The global mortality rate of people with disabilities in natural disasters is up to four times that of people without disabilities.[endnoteRef:5] Research from the United Nations shows that only 20% of people with a disability could evacuate immediately and without difficulty, in the event of a sudden disaster; the remainder could only do so with a degree of difficulty and 6% would not be able to do so at all.[endnoteRef:6] When able to evacuate, people with disability continue to face additional barriers, violence and discrimination, including a heightened risk of sexual violence in public shelters. They may also lose possession of assistive technology, or be separated from support systems.[endnoteRef:7] Articles 9, 11 and 14 of the Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities (CRPD) clearly stipulate that governments have a duty to ensure that people with disabilities have the information and supports they need to stay safe and protected in situations of risk.[endnoteRef:8] However, people with disability continue to be excluded from, and marginalised within, government and non-government plans and responses to climate-related emergencies in Australia, including bushfires, floods, droughts and virus outbreaks. [4:  United Nations General Assembly Human Rights Council (2021) Human Rights and Climate Change, Human Rights Council 41st Session, Agenda Item 3, UN Doc A/HRC/RES/41/2 (12 July 2019).]  [5:  Stein P.J., Stein M.A., (2022) Climate change and the right to health of people with disabilities. Lancet Glob Health. 10(1):e24-e25.]  [6:  United Nations Office for Disaster Risk Reduction (2013) UN global survey explains why so many people living with disabilities die in disasters. ]  [7:  Stein, P.J., & Stein, M.A. (2022). Disability, Human Rights, and Climate Justice. Human Rights Quarterly 44(1), 81-110.]  [8:  UN General Assembly (2007) Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities. United Nations General Assembly. A/RES/61/106.] 


4. Ultimately, good public policy is good climate adaptation policy, good health equity policy, and good disability policy.[endnoteRef:9] This includes addressing everyday inequities, such as ensuring access to adequate healthcare; safe, secure and affordable housing; decent working conditions; social and community participation; income support, and inclusive infrastructure. [9:  Friel, S. (2022), Climate change, society, and health inequities. Med J Aust, 217: 466-468.] 


Objectives and Principles of the Strategy

5. WWDA supports the Objectives and Principles of the Strategy, and in particular, the focus on addressing health inequities and centring First Nations expertise. Efforts to strengthen the health system must recognise that particular demographics of people in Australia already experience inadequate access to healthcare regardless of a state of emergency. In addition to building a climate-resilient health system, efforts must be directed towards ensuring that the existing health system is accessible, equitable, and affordable. This requires a health system that takes into account the unique healthcare needs and accessibility requirements of people with disability. As identified by the Consultation Paper, this also requires a Health in All Policies approach. 

6. WWDA also supports the Strategy’s commitment to evidence-informed policymaking. However, in addition to measuring and reporting on health system greenhouse gas emissions, the Strategy should include measuring and reporting on the differential impacts of climate change and health system change on marginalised communities. This includes data that is disaggregated by gender and disability. Article 31 of the CRPD requires Australia to collect and use data to give effect to the rights set out in the Convention.[endnoteRef:10] [10:  UN General Assembly (2007) Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities. United Nations General Assembly. A/RES/61/106.] 


7. Further, and contrary to the Consultation Paper’s proposition, cost-effectiveness analysis should not take precedence over rights-based approaches to policymaking. ‘Maximising population health gains’, as described in Principle 5, will exacerbate health inequities unless ethical and rights-based frameworks are used for decision-making. Cost-effectiveness analysis can be problematic for people with disability and other marginalised demographics because it assumes that all people have equal access to healthcare and that cost and benefit apply consistently across different demographics. Further, cost-effectiveness analysis assigns pecuniary value to human life and wellbeing. In an ableist society where the lives of people with disability are chronically under-valued, cost-effectiveness analysis may result in prioritising healthcare for people with less complex health needs, and a belief that health gains are more “valuable” for people without disability. Cost-effectiveness analysis may therefore contribute to the operation of Inverse Care Law in Australia, where the availability of good medical care varies inversely with the need for it in the population served.[endnoteRef:11]  [11:  Hart, T. (1971) The inverse care law. The Lancet, 297:7696.] 


8. Article 25 of the CRPD requires Australia to recognise that people with disability have the right to the highest attainable standard of health without discrimination.[endnoteRef:12] However, both past and international experience demonstrates that in times of crisis, people with disability are left behind. As WWDA has previously written in a joint Statement of Concern on COVID-19: Human rights, disability and ethical decision-making:[endnoteRef:13]  [12:  UN General Assembly (2007) Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities. United Nations General Assembly. A/RES/61/106.]  [13:  WWDA, PWDA, NEDA, AFDO, FPDN, ACT Council of Social Services (2020) Statement of Concern – COVID-19: Human rights, disability and ethical decision-making. Women With Disabilities Australia (WWDA).] 


…as the pandemic progresses in Australia, and there is greater demand on critical health treatment and intensive medical care, we are concerned about the policies, protocols and guidelines that will determine decision-making in the context of life-saving medical treatment.  Our concerns are based on international experience that shows that human rights have not been applied to a number of COVID-19 specific health directives and medical decision-making protocols.[endnoteRef:14]  [14:  UN Special Rapporteurs and Independent Experts, ‘ COVID-19: States should not abuse emergency measures to suppress human rights – UN experts’, UN news release, 16 March 2020, https://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=25722&LangID=E; UN Special Rapporteur on the rights of persons with disabilities, ‘COVID-19: Who is protecting the people with disabilities? – UN rights expert’ https://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=25725&LangID=E;
UN Independent Expert on the human rights of older persons, ‘“Unacceptable” – UN expert urges better protection of older persons facing the highest risk of the COVID-19 pandemic’, 27 March 2020, https://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=25748&LangID=E;Human Rights Watch, ‘UK: COVID-19 Law Puts Rights of People with Disabilities at Risk - Scrutiny Needed to Ensure Rights of People with Disabilities, Older Persons’ (26 March 2020) https://www.hrw.org/news/2020/03/26/uk-covid-19-law-puts-rights-people-disabilities-risk; Disability Rights UK, ‘Fury over Do Not Resuscitate Notices’ (3 April 2020) https://www.disabilityrightsuk.org/news/2020/april/fury-over-do-not-resuscitate-notices; International Disability Alliance, ‘Open Letter to World Health Organisation in response to the COVID-19 pandemic’ (2 April 2020) http://www.internationaldisabilityalliance.org/blog/idas-letter-world-health-organisation-response-covid19-pandemic; Sheri Fink, ‘U.S. Civil Rights Office Rejects Rationing Medical Care Based on Disability, Age’ (New York Times, 28 March 2020) https://www.nytimes.com/2020/03/28/us/coronavirus-disabilities-rationing-ventilators-triage.html?searchResultPosition=2; Disability Justice Network of Ontario, ‘Open Letter: Ontario’s Triage COVID-19 Protocol’ (7 April 2020) https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLSdrK4DFJAe4DWAlpGJc_RXa65N3X12lygGWvqy_xIvLXXKJEw/viewform; Jackie Leach Scully, ‘Disablism In a Time of Pandemic: Some Things Don’t Change’ (Blog, 1 April 2020) International Journal of Feminist Approaches to Bioethics https://www.ijfab.org/blog/2020/04/disablism-in-a-time-of-pandemic-some-things-dont-change/#comment-334956.] 


This has demonstrated an underlying, pervasive and often unquestioned devaluing of people with disability that is termed ‘ableism’.[endnoteRef:15] We are concerned, along with people with disability about similar ableist practices and protocols being replicated in Australia.   [15:  See e.g., Campbell, F.K. (2011) ‘Stalking Ableism: using Disability to Expose ‘Abled’ Narcissism’, in Goodley, D., Hughes, B. & Davis, L. (eds). Disability and Social Theory: New Developments and Directions, Bashingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan; Martha Minow, Making All the Difference: Inclusion, exclusion, and American Law (Cornell University Press, 1990), Chapter 2, p. 70-76.] 


9. Priority setting in healthcare must be informed by ethical principles and a rights-based approach. Noting the potential for cost-effectiveness analysis to lead to discrimination against people with disability, we refer to the research conducted by the United States of America’s National Council on Disability in relation to alternative models for determining the value of health interventions.[endnoteRef:16] [16:  National Council on Disability (2022) Policy Brief: Alternatives to QALY-Based Cost-Effectiveness Analysis for Determining the Value of Prescription Drugs and Other Health Interventions: https://ncd.gov/publications/2022/alternatives-qaly ] 


10. The Strategy must also ensure that the Health in All Policies approach is intersectional. Care must meet the complex and specialised needs of people with disability who face multiple intersecting forms of disadvantage, such as First Nations people with disability, gender and sexually diverse people with disability, culturally and linguistically diverse people with disability, and women and girls with disability.

11. Finally, ensuring that Principle 6, ‘Partnership-based working across all levels of government and beyond’, is adequately implemented requires genuine consultation, co-design and co-production with diverse communities. This is discussed in greater detail below. 

Actions proposed in the Strategy

Prevention

12. As identified by the Consultation Paper, effective preventative health care can reduce the onset and severity of health conditions, mitigate the need for acute care, and reduce the carbon footprint of the healthcare system. However, people with disability are often unable to obtain adequate preventative healthcare. 

13. Preventable hospitalisation rates are approximately 4.5 times higher for people with intellectual disabilities than for people without intellectual disabilities,[endnoteRef:17] and an estimated 400 people with intellectual disability over the age of 20 die in Australia each year from preventable causes.[endnoteRef:18] People with disability also attend hospital emergency departments at higher rates than people without disability, even where they feel a general practitioner could have provided the required care.[endnoteRef:19] Potentially preventable hospitalisations are a performance indicator of health care accessibility and effectiveness.[endnoteRef:20] As data from the Australian Institute of Health and Welfare indicates, 1 in 8 people with disability have difficulty accessing medical facilities, and 1 in 8 who need help with health-care activities have no source of assistance (either formal or informal).[endnoteRef:21] As the Royal Commission into Violence, Abuse, Neglect and Exploitation of People with Disability (Royal Commission) heard during Public Hearing 4: Health care and services for people with cognitive disability, the failure to provide adequate preventative healthcare to people with disability results in: [17:  Hull, E. (2021, June 14) Preventable hospitalisation rates 4.5 times higher for people with intellectual disabilities, research reveals, ABC News: https://www.abc.net.au/news/2021-06-14/people-with-intellectual-disabilities-hospitalisation-research/100209410.]  [18:  Royal Commission into Violence, Abuse, Neglect and Exploitation of People with Disability (2020) Public Hearing Report: Public hearing 4 Health care and services for people with cognitive disability, p. 40.]  [19:  Australian Institute of Health and Welfare (2022) People with disability in Australia 2022, catalogue number DIS 72, AIHW, Australian Government.]  [20:  Weise J.C., Srasuebkul P., Trollor J.N., (2021) Potentially preventable hospitalisations of people with intellectual disability in New South Wales. Med J Aust. 215(1):31-36. ]  [21:  Australian Institute of Health and Welfare (2022) People with disability in Australia 2022, catalogue number DIS 72, AIHW, Australian Government.] 


delayed or missed diagnoses; a lack of active management; non-evidence based prescribing practices; poorer health trajectories and over-representation of potentially avoidable morbidities and hospitalisations; poor end of life care; and high rates of premature mortality.[endnoteRef:22] [22:  Royal Commission into Violence, Abuse, Neglect and Exploitation of People with Disability (2020) Public Hearing Report: Public hearing 4 Health care and services for people with cognitive disability, p. 39.] 


14. Although efforts have been made to increase access to preventative and comprehensive health assessments for people with disability, these assessments have not been adequately implemented.[endnoteRef:23] Improving access to preventative care requires addressing all barriers to access, including physical and financial barriers, as well as barriers related to travel and distance, communication, practitioner training and education, wait times, trauma, and support and assistance. It also requires addressing attitudinal barriers to proper care, including prejudice, ableism, and diagnostic overshadowing. These barriers are discussed in greater detail in the Public Hearing Report.[endnoteRef:24] During the Public Hearing, the Royal Commission also heard evidence that there is a dearth of research examining preventable hospitalisations or causes of death among people with intellectual disability and Autistic people in Australia.[endnoteRef:25] The lack of a consistent method for tracking and publishing such data is a missed opportunity to detect gaps in care and direct future health care spending,[endnoteRef:26] and also undermines Australia’s obligations under the CRPD. [23:  Royal Commission into Violence, Abuse, Neglect and Exploitation of People with Disability (2020) Public Hearing Report: Public hearing 4 Health care and services for people with cognitive disability, p. 45.]  [24:  Royal Commission into Violence, Abuse, Neglect and Exploitation of People with Disability (2020) Public Hearing Report: Public hearing 4 Health care and services for people with cognitive disability, p. 39.]  [25:  Weise J.C., Srasuebkul P., Trollor J.N., (2021) Potentially preventable hospitalisations of people with intellectual disability in New South Wales. Med J Aust. 215(1):31-36.]  [26:  Royal Commission into Violence, Abuse, Neglect and Exploitation of People with Disability (2020) Public Hearing Report: Public hearing 4 Health care and services for people with cognitive disability, p. 39.] 


15. Unnecessarily extended durations of hospital stay are also associated with increased emissions, as well as dire consequences for people with disability. In a recent study of patients with acquired disability, some patients waited up to 600 days between being clinically ready for discharge from hospital, and the actual date of discharge.[endnoteRef:27] The most common reason for the delay was that patients were waiting on the finalisation of processes to access supports through the National Disability Insurance Scheme.[endnoteRef:28] Unnecessary bed days are directly linked to the availability of public services, and social and community support and care.  [27:  Cubis, L., Ramme, R.A., Roseingrave, E., Minter, E., Winkler, D., & 1,2 Douglas, J. 1,2 (2022). Evaluating the discharge planning process: Barriers, challenges, and facilitators of timely and effective discharge for people with disability and complex needs. Melbourne, Australia: Summer Foundation.]  [28:  Cubis, L., Ramme, R.A., Roseingrave, E., Minter, E., Winkler, D., & 1,2 Douglas, J. 1,2 (2022). Evaluating the discharge planning process: Barriers, challenges, and facilitators of timely and effective discharge for people with disability and complex needs. Melbourne, Australia: Summer Foundation.] 


16. At the intersections of gender and disability, women with disability face compounding barriers to adequate preventative healthcare, including due to medical gender bias which impacts interactions with health services, access to and provision of healthcare, and medical research into treatment and diagnostic options. For example, the only reliable method of diagnosis for endometriosis is laparoscopic surgery, which is both an invasive procedure and associated with significant carbon footprint through the use of anaesthesia.[endnoteRef:29]  [29:  Thiel, C. L., Woods, N. C., & Bilec, M. M. (2018). Strategies to Reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissions from Laparoscopic Surgery. American journal of public health, 108(S2), S158–S164.] 


17. When addressing the availability and uptake of preventative healthcare initiatives, policy decisions must also consider the specific economic disadvantages that face different cohorts of people with disability across Australia. For example, research indicates that women with disability spend more of their income on medical care and health related expenses than men with disability and are in lower income brackets on average.[endnoteRef:30] The economic disadvantage of First Nations people with disability is similarly exacerbated. [30:  Frohmader, C (2014) Gender Blind, Gender Neutral: The effectiveness of the National Disability Strategy in improving the lives of women and girls with disabilities. Women with Disabilities Australia. ] 


Optimising models of care

18. The Consultation Paper notes that the Strategy may involve reviewing existing health services and models of care, including Telehealth, to understand their potential to contribute to emissions reductions. In other countries, digital and telehealth services have been associated with significantly reduced carbon emissions.[endnoteRef:31] However, such models of care must be assessed for their accessibility and impacts on people with disability. The increased use of Telehealth throughout and following the COVID-19 pandemic has provided some benefits for people with disability, including reduced costs and decreased need for assistance to access medical facilities. However, the increased use of digital health services also leaves many people with disability behind. A shift to digital services will exacerbate existing inequities unless barriers to digital inclusion are addressed.   [31:  Wyns A., Bragge, P., Armstrong, F., Carino, S., Dolker, D., Lennox, A., Tsering, D. (2022) A review of sustainable healthcare policy, practice, and research with a focus on safety and quality. Australian Commission on Safety and Quality in Health Care: Sydney.] 


19. Like healthcare, digital inclusion is socially and economically distributed.[endnoteRef:32] Globally, there remains a gendered gap in access to digital technologies, as well as gaps for First Nations Australians, people with disability, older persons and people living in remote, rural and regional areas. Accessibility, cost, digital literacy and network availability remain barriers to digital inclusion in Australia. People with disability experience barriers to digital inclusion both materially (in access to digital goods and services), and functionally (in use of digital goods and services). When healthcare services employ new technologies, disparities in digital literacy and accessibility can mean that those who rely on these services experience the greatest disadvantage. The right to equal access to technology is enshrined in Article 9 of the CRPD,[endnoteRef:33] and is an enabling right, or ‘a vital precondition for the effective and equal enjoyment of civil, political, economic, social and cultural rights by persons with disabilities’.[endnoteRef:34] The United Nations Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities has stated that ‘it is unacceptable to use public funds to create or perpetuate the inequality that inevitably results from inaccessible services and facilities’.[endnoteRef:35] Therefore, unless digital healthcare services are designed to meet the unique needs of people with disability and other marginalised demographics, the Australian Government will not fulfil its international human rights obligations.  [32:  Backholer, K., Baum, F., Finlay, S.M., Friel, S., Giles-Corti, B., Jones, A., Patrick, R., Shill, J., Townsend, B., Armstrong, F., Baker, P., Bowen, K., Browne, J., Büsst, C., Butt, A., Canuto, K., Canuto, K., Capon, A., Corben, K., Daube, M., Goldfeld, S., Grenfell, R., Gunn, L., Harris, P., Horton, K., Keane, L., Lacy-Nichols, J., Lo, S.N., Lovett, R.W., Lowe, M., Martin, J.E., Neal, N., Peeters, A., Pettman, T., Thoms, A., Thow, A.M.T., Timperio, A., Williams, C., Wright, A., Zapata-Diomedi, B. and Demaio, S. (2021), Australia in 2030: what is our path to health for all?. Med J Aust, 214: S5-S40.]  [33:  United Nations Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities, December 13, 2006.]  [34:  Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities, General Comment No 2 (2014) Article 9: Accessibility, 11th sess, CRPD/C/GC/2 (11 April 2014) 2.]  [35:  Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities, General Comment No 2 (2014) Article 9: Accessibility, 11th sess, CRPD/C/GC/2 (11 April 2014) 2.] 


20. The Consultation Paper also proposes a focus on social prescribing, which it defines as ‘referring patients to social services, community support or voluntary activities – as opposed to prescribing them a medicine or referring them for medical care’. While WWDA agrees that there is great value in the use of social and community supports for addressing the social determinants of health and wellbeing, these supports must be accessible. This includes by ensuring that they are funded, widely available, and genuinely disability inclusive. Currently, there is a scarcity of funded community supports for the vast majority of people with disability in Australia who are not participants of the National Disability Insurance Scheme. The redirection of people with disability to community services, in the absence of improved care and support infrastructure, will result in further exclusion and a decline in health outcomes. 

21. When reviewing existing and potential models of care, the Strategy must also have regard to growing recognition that emissions can be reduced by ensuring value-based care. Recent estimates indicate that about 30% of health care is wasteful or low value, and a further 10% is actively harmful.[endnoteRef:36] Emerging evidence indicates that patient empowerment and engagement is effective in reducing rates of low value care. Techniques include the use of multidisciplinary teams, and patient decision aids to support patients to share in decision-making.[endnoteRef:37] This is consistent with WWDA’s continual calls for supported decision-making for people with disability in all areas of life, an approach that aligns with the CRPD. We refer in this regard to the WWDA Position Statement: The Right to Decision-Making and note that women and girls with disability are frequently excluded from participating in decisions that affect their lives on a daily basis, including as active agents in their own health care.[endnoteRef:38] [36:  Barratt, A.L., Bell, K.J., Charlesworth, K. and McGain, F. (2022) High value health care is low carbon health care. Med J Aust, 216: 67-68.]  [37:  Scott I.A., Elshaug A.G., Fox M. (2021) Low value care is a health hazard that calls for patient empowerment. Med J Aust, 215(3):101-103.]  [38:  Women With Disabilities Australia (WWDA) (2016) WWDA Position Statement 2: The Right to Decision-Making. September 2016. WWDA: Hobart, Tasmania.] 


Enablers identified by the Strategy

22. The Consultation Paper provides for a number of ‘enablers’, said to form the foundation for action in the health system to address climate change. WWDA agrees that workforce capacity building, research, communication and engagement, collaboration and monitoring and reporting are important focus areas. The Strategy must take an intersectional approach to each of these enabling factors, implementing a gender-responsive and disability-inclusive lens. This includes by:

· further developing the skills and capacity of the healthcare workforce to address the needs of people with disability including in relation to the impacts of climate change;
· investing in and supporting research on current and emerging climate risks for people with disability, and how efforts to strengthen the resilience and sustainability of the health system can improve healthcare for people with disability;
· engaging with people with disability and their representative organisations to ensure actions to address the health and health system impacts of climate change are not only widely understood, but informed by people with disability;
· collaborating with people with disability to facilitate working partnerships to strengthen climate resilience; and 
· ensuring that measuring, evaluating and reporting on the impacts of actions taken includes data that is disaggregated by gender and disability. 

23. Climate mitigation and adaptation measures must be disability inclusive. They must be effective for, implemented, and accountable to people with disability.[endnoteRef:39] This necessitates that people with disability and the organisations that represent them be involved in the co-design and co-production of such measures. Indeed, the CRPD requires that people with disability participate in the creation of climate change strategies. However, people with disability are often inadequately consulted during policy-making processes or left out entirely. This results in policies, strategies and decisions that do not reflect or meet the needs of people with disability. Australia’s responses to COVID-19 and the Black Summer Bushfires are recent examples of the failure to respond to the needs of people with disability in emergency situations. In this regard, we refer to the Report of the Royal Commission on Public hearing 12: The experiences of people with disability, in the context of the Australian Government’s approach to the COVID-19 vaccine rollout,[endnoteRef:40] and our response to the Royal Commission’s Response to Emergency Planning Issues Paper.[endnoteRef:41] [39:  Stein, P.J., & Stein, M.A. (2022). Disability, Human Rights, and Climate Justice. Human Rights Quarterly 44(1), 81-110.]  [40:  Royal Commission into Violence, Abuse, Neglect and Exploitation of People with Disability (2021) Public Hearing Report: The experiences of people with disability, in the context of the Australian Government’s approach to the COVID-19 vaccine rollout.]  [41:  Women with Disabilities Australia (WWDA) (2020) Response to Emergency Planning Issues Paper of the Royal Commission into Violence, Abuse, Neglect and Exploitation of People with Disability. October 2020. WWDA: Hobart, Tasmania.] 


24. Indeed, in the context of decisions during the COVID-19 vaccine roll-out, the Royal Commission found that the Department of Health’s decision-making process was ‘not consistent with reasonable expectations of an Australian Government agency making a decision affecting the health and wellbeing of the community, specifically the health and wellbeing of people with disability’ because the Department: [endnoteRef:42] [42:  Royal Commission into Violence, Abuse, Neglect and Exploitation of People with Disability (2021) Public Hearing Report: The experiences of people with disability, in the context of the Australian Government’s approach to the COVID-19 vaccine rollout.] 


· did not seek any advice from any person with relevant expertise in the health of people with disability, and specifically intellectual disability; 
· did not consult with or seek any advice from the Advisory Committee on Health Emergency Response to Coronavirus (COVID-19) for People with Disability;
· did not seek advice about the impact of changing priorities for people with disability living in disability residential settings; 
· did not consider whether some people in disability residential accommodation were exposed to a similar level of risk as aged care residents;
· took no advice as to whether the decision was consistent with the Australian Government’s obligations under the Disability Discrimination Act 1992 (Cth).

25. The Royal Commission also found that the:[endnoteRef:43] [43:  Royal Commission into Violence, Abuse, Neglect and Exploitation of People with Disability (2021) Public Hearing Report: The experiences of people with disability, in the context of the Australian Government’s approach to the COVID-19 vaccine rollout.] 


failure to make public the decision to deprioritise the vaccination of people in disability residential settings meant that people with disability and Disability Representative Organisations were unaware of the Government’s change of course…

26. In order to respond effectively to a crisis situation, people with disability and their representative organisations must have access to up-to-date information. In order to ensure that Government responses to crisis are effective, they must be informed by, and co-designed with, people with disability. Co-design involves the sharing of power and decision-making authority. It also requires providing the necessary resources, funding and support to facilitate genuine participation.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Amend the Principles and Objectives of the Strategy to provide for a human rights-based approach to climate change and health and ensure that this approach is the foundation of all decision-making. 

2. Ensure that initiatives to strengthen the healthcare system and reduce greenhouse gas emissions fundamentally recognise and address health inequities. For example:

a. Review and assess models of care for their accessibility and implement models of care that are responsive to the needs of marginalised communities. 
b. Where digitised healthcare services are used, address digital exclusion and ensure that services are accessible by improving infrastructure and availability, and educating healthcare professionals on the inclusive and equitable use of digital technologies. 
c. Promote mixed models of service delivery to allow choice between digitised and face-to-face healthcare. 
d. Address and eradicate the barriers that people with disability face to obtaining adequate preventative healthcare. This includes by investing in training and education for healthcare professionals. 
e. Abolish substitute decision-making regimes and mechanisms, including in the healthcare system, and implement mechanisms to facilitate patient engagement as means to reduce low-value care and promote the realisation of human rights.

3. Engage in genuine consultation, co-design and co-production with people with disability at all levels and in all phases of the Strategy, including ongoing monitoring and evaluation.

4. Consistent with the CRPD and reflecting the critical role of Disabled People’s Organisations and independent advocacy organisations (including in times of national disasters and emergencies), provide long-term support, including core support and resources for disability advocacy and information services, research, and capacity building.

5. Consistent with recommendations from the Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities, consult with people with disability and their representative organisations to establish nationally consistent emergency management standards to be implemented across all levels of government, that ensure inclusivity across diverse impairments and that cover all phases of emergency management preparation, early warning, evacuation, interim housing/accommodation and support, recovery and rebuilding. 

6. Consistent with recommendations from the Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities and in close consultation with representative organisations, establish a fully accessible and inclusive mechanism to engage with people with disability in the implementation and monitoring of the Sendai Framework.

7. Implement the directives for States as set out in the Resolution adopted by the United Nations Human Rights Council on 12 July 2019, including by: 

a. Implementing policies aimed at increasing the participation of persons with disabilities in climate change responses; and 
b. Adopting a comprehensive, integrated, gender-responsive and disability-inclusive approach to climate change adaptation and mitigation policies.[endnoteRef:44]  [44:  United Nations General Assembly Human Rights Council (2021) Human Rights and Climate Change, Human Rights Council 41st Session, Agenda Item 3, UN Doc A/HRC/RES/41/2 (12 July 2019).] 
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