Inclusive E-prep Strategies for People with Disabilities
 
CIDNY proposes to present a 90-minute interactive speech that will describe and illustrate the gaps identified in NYC’s emergency planning; an overview of the MOUs developed pursuant to successful litigation by the disability community and key components in emergency planning that promote and support inclusion, integration and equal access.  Participants will be asked to add their experiences and best practices to our presentation as we go along.
 
In 2011 after ten years of work with New York City’s Emergency Planning agencies and others, the Center for Independence of the Disabled, New York (CIDNY) in collaboration with the non-profit law firm Disability Rights Advocates (DRA) and others, sued New York City for its lack of inclusiveness and planning for people with disabilities.  The federal judge hearing the case agreed with CIDNY and with the Department of Justice, which weighed in with a brief supporting our case. 
 
In his decision the judge noted, in part,
 
· “Most significantly, the City’s plans are inadequate to ensure that people with disabilities are able to evacuate before or during an emergency; they fail to provide sufficiently accessible shelters; and they do not sufficiently inform people with disabilities of the availability and location of accessible emergency services.”
· “There is substantial evidence that people with disabilities were stuck in high-rise buildings after the storm.”
· “In fact, the City has no meaningful plan whatsoever to ensure sufficient accessible transportation to evacuate people with disabilities during an emergency.”
· “…the City had no plan for canvassing after a power outage or other emergency…without such a plan, although the City was able to marshal substantial resources and reach a large number of people, its efforts were haphazard and belated…”
 
As a result, CIDNY, DRA and the City have negotiated Memoranda of Understanding (MOUs) to rectify gaps in emergency planning in shelter accommodations, accessible transportation, canvassing after an emergency, communications, power outages, and other areas. No other case nationally has provided as specific a response to the needs the ways in which they can improve their expertise in helping all people survive and recover from disasters and emergencies. 
 


People with disabilities have a deep expertise in developing strategies to overcome physical, sensory and attitudinal barriers that can obstruct their daily living tasks and activities.  We are able to bring new approaches and solutions to emergence planning of people with disabilities during emergencies and disasters.  In fact, these MOUs represent a new detailed roadmap for including people with disabilities in planning stages, providing accommodations that make it possible for people with disabilities to have the same opportunities to survive emergencies and their aftermath as anyone else, and providing a more specific understanding on the part of first responders and others responsible for rescue and recovery of their responsibilities under the law and and are able to be productive partners in helping all citizens prepare and survive emergencies and disasters.  The MOUs developed for this case can help all venues provide a more specific roadmap for ensuring that we all have an equal opportunity to survive.
 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Because of its activity as the main disability organization active in recovery after 9/11 and our on-going participation in emergency preparedness activities and committees, CIDNY has become a sought-after expert on emergency preparedness and people with disabilities.  We have presented webinars and presentations for emergency planners in Washington State, North Carolina, New Jersey and before the U.S. Access Board as well as United Spinal Association’s national webinar series.  
 
 
 


Inclusive E-prep Strategies for People with Disabilities
 
This speech will allow participants to explore how New York’s experience can apply to their situations; the importance of developing solutions that are cross-disability; strategies for crafting agreements; and making the case for inclusion.  The speech will include:
 
1.     What Went Wrong and What We Learned (5 minutes)
a.     9/11
b.     Blackouts & Power Outages
c.     Blizzards and Hurricanes
d.     Upstate flooding
e.     Lessons learned
2.     What We Tried Prior to the Lawsuit (5 minutes)
a.     Working in city-run committees;
b.     Talking to local policy makers;
c.     Learning from colleagues around the state and around the country;
d.     Tracking consumer experiences and needs.
3.     Going to Trial (10 minutes)
a.     Making the decision to go to trial;
b.     Building the case.
4.     Crafting Solutions (45 minutes)
a.     Shelter
b.     Transportation
c.     Evacuation
d.     Canvassing
e.     Communications
f.      Power Outage
g.     Reporting and monitoring.
5.     Local and national implications of a specific roadmap for making emergency preparedness planning  (5 minutes)
a.     Adapting specific NYC MOUs to other venues, i.e., urban to suburban and rural;
b.     Creating a national understanding of the benefits of planning with and for people with all types of disabilities during emergencies/disasters;
c.     Finding access points in your community’s emergency preparedness process;
d.     Tracking progress.
6.     Q&A (20 minutes)

