[image: image1.png]




A European Non-Governmental Organisation in official liaison with 
European Parliament, European Commission and the Council of Europe
[January 2014]

Draft General Comments

UNCRPD Committee

EUD Feedback

European Union of the Deaf (EUD)

Based in Brussels, Belgium it is a not-for-profit European non-governmental organisation (ENGO) comprising National Associations of the Deaf (NADs). It is the only supranational organisation representing Deaf people at European level and is one of the few ENGOs representing associations in all 28 EU Member States, including Iceland, Norway, and Switzerland. Aiming to establish and maintain EU level dialogue with the European Union institutions and officials in consultation and co-operation with its member NADs, it also has participatory status with the Council of Europe (CoE). EUD is a full member of the European Disability Forum (EDF) and is a Regional Co-operating Member of the World Federation of the Deaf to tackle issues of global importance. It is supported by the Equality Unit within the Directorate General Justice at the European Commission.

It is EUD’s aim to achieve equality in public and private life for Deaf people all over Europe to ensure they can become full citizens. Its main objectives are the recognition of the right to use an indigenous sign language, empowerment through communication and information, and equality in education and employment. 

EUD welcomes the Draft General Comments by the UNCRPD Committee on Articles 9 & 21 of the Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities. In particular, EUD is pleased to see the inclusion of sign language interpretation in many of the well-founded comments. However, EUD would like to contribute to the overall already very high quality of the comments by providing additional feedback regarding sign language users.  

Article 9
16. EUD would like to add not only persons with disabilities as individuals but also DPOs should be included in the list of relevant stakeholders to be provided with training by State Parties. Although advice may be sought from relevant DPOs, they might not always be aware of all technical standards or potential obstacles. 

17. EUD would also like to point out that intercoms, commonly used in public buildings should also be accessible via a video camera, not solely by voice. This should be incorporated throughout the building, not only at the main entrance. This must include emergency access in lifts and fire alarms, especially in cases of blackouts where Deaf persons might be particularly disoriented.
23. EUD believes that the right to ‘reasonable accommodation’, in particular the right to sign language interpretation, must be viewed in context. The notion of ‘disproportionate or undue burden’ is often used to dismiss claims for sign language interpretation. This leaves Deaf sign language users in a precarious situation, considering that a sign language interpreter is often the only solution for them.  
27. EUD would like to make it clear that a conversation, even if transmitted with the assistance of a sign language interpreter, must be legally binding. This is in particular true for calls or visits made to banks. Not accepting a conversation with an intermediary must be treated in the same way as a ban on entry of guide dogs. 
28. Adoption of minimum standards must ensure a coherent system of approval and registration of sign language interpreters. State Parties must be obliged to provide the necessary (university-level) training to ensure there are enough qualified and professional interpreters to provide for all sign language users in a given country. 
29. Public procurement procedures should ensure there is a separate accessibility budget for example for sign language interpretation. Applicants having to factor in sign language interpretation under the traditional budget proposals are placed at a distinct economic disadvantage, having to use part of their budget for interpretation and not to achieve their actual objective. 
32. Awareness-raising itself must be conducted in an accessible manner, for example including sign language interpretation or subtitling.

38. EUD would like to add that participation in political and public life must extend to public policy debates, in particular those of the respective Parliaments or National Assemblies as organised and hosed by State Parties, not only in the context of public elections. This should include the UNCRPD Committee itself, as well as other public events organised by the UN or other international bodies.
Article 12

(3) EUD would like to point out that – although one must bear in mind the individual needs of those requiring support to exercise their legal capacity – Deaf sign language users should be informed of their right to a professional sign language interpreter (in line with Article 9(e)). The general comment in its current form could be interpreted as also – although not only – encouraging interpretation by for example non-qualified family members, especially children, which EUD strongly opposes. It has been reported that under- or unqualified sign language interpreters are used particularly in legal settings where a Deaf sign language user might be deprived of his or her legal capacity due to a misinterpretation of what he or she expressed. Therefore, EUD proceeds with caution regarding informal support for Deaf sign language users and advocates in particular also the use of a trained Deaf interpreter to capture the nuances of the cultural and linguistic differences.
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