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Distinguished colleagues, 
We would like to thank the Chair for the opportunity to share the views of the International Disability Caucus (IDC) on Article 9 of the Chair’s Text.

The IDC appreciates the text prepared by the Chair, and has proposed some amendments to elaborate on the scope of the right to accessibility, from the perspective of the experiences of persons with disabilities. We also thank the European Union and the delegation of Israel for taking into consideration the IDC text in preparing alternative texts on this article and their continued openness to bear in mind aspects that are essential to the International Disability Caucus. 
The Caucus would like to raise some key issues:

First, the IDC feels strongly that this article – and indeed the entire Convention – should reflect the progressive realization of rights. As several delegations have supported, provisions on accessibility should apply to BOTH public and private entities which serve the public and to BOTH facilities and services provided to the public, including transportation and information and communication. Furthermore, we support the Chilean position that access to work places should extend beyond “publicly-owned work places” to “all work places”. 

Second, the Caucus fully supports the need for comprehensive standards for new and existing facilities and services. In this regard, we endorse paragraph 3 of the text prepared by the delegation of Israel, which proposes that “States Parties shall develop, implement and monitor accessibility standards which will be compulsory for all entities open to the public or providing services or information to the public…”

Third, the IDC would like to underline the broad extent of accessibility, which includes not only physical access, but also access to information and communication technologies (ICT) – new technologies which open doors to many possibilities for persons with disabilities. The IDC would like to encourage that the Convention make specific reference to the rights of persons with disabilities to access to information and communication technologies, and the IDC has suggested several sub-paragraphs to reflect this broad scope of accessibility. 
Fourth, the IDC shares the view of the Chair that this Convention is intended to protect the rights of persons with disabilities for decades to come and supports generic language in the text. With respect to assistive technology, any references to “assistive technologies” should also include “information and communication technologies”. Also, we support efforts to make all references to assistive technologies consistent throughout the Convention text, as the term also appears in Articles 4, 20 and 26, among others. 

Furthermore, on the issue of Universal Design or Inclusive Design or Design for All or possibly new terms that will be used in the years ahead. Bearing this in mind, we would propose that the following generic language be used: “products, environments and services which are usable by all people, to the greatest extent possible, without the need for adaptation or specialized design”, which is consistent with the International Standardization Organization Guide 71 and CEN Guide 6. We also feel strongly that this consideration also applies to the design and construction of new buildings and other facilities.
Fifth, the IDC fully supports the proposals made by several delegations to add a paragraph to Article 9 protecting the right of persons with disabilities to access to emergency assistance. 

Finally, we also support the comments made by some delegations to ensure that the provisions under this Article are also applied to people with disabilities living in both rural and urban areas.

Again, we thank the Chair for the opportunity to speak to the Committee and look forward to working together in the spirit of compromise while still ensuring these fundamental rights of persons with disabilities.
