ROUGHLY EDITED COPY

PLENIPOTENTIARY 2010 CONFERENCE

Guadalajara, Mexico

15 October 10

WGPL DRAFTING GROUP

ACCESSIBILITY FOR PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES
MEXICO HALL
17:30

Captioning Provided By:

Entreventos Logistica

Carlos Dickens 26-101

11560 Mexico, D.F.

www.entreventos.com.mx
* * *

This transcript is being provided in a rough-draft format. Captioning is provided in order to facilitate communication accessibility and may not be a totally verbatim record of the proceedings.

* * *

>> J. Ponder: Dear ladies and gentlemen, we are about to start the final drafting group meeting on the Resolution on the ICT accessibility for persons with disabilities, including age‑related disabilities.

Before we are starting, we would like to test the captioning.

We see that the captioning is working.

So we would like to invite you to take the seats, and I would like to invite the Chair of the group to start the meeting.

>> A. Saks: Good afternoon.

Thank you very, very much.

We have had since the document was approved at the two ad hoc meetings that we had on Monday and Tuesday, some editorial changes proposed, and I'm going to go through them.

This is not a meeting to change any substantial changes.

This is only for editorial because the document has been approved.

So I'm going to start with ‑‑ is it on the screen?

Where is it?

The Section that I want.

I'm going to start with the very first one, and do that one myself, because that one came in from a correction regarding the ITU, where we made a grammatical error.

And that is, if you go to recognizing, go to B, and you will see in the line 3, we have "special initiative activity."

That is now capitalized, "special initiative," capitalized, and the word "activity" has been changed to "work."

So it is not a substantial change.

It is simply editorial for clarification and for correction of the fact that those who words are proper nouns.

Do I have any comments or objections to this change?

Thank you.

Then, do I have consensus on this editorial change?

Thank you.

I am going to give the floor to the United States, to propose their editorial changes.

So United States, would you like to go through the changes that you have found on an editorial basis?

Thank you.

>> Representative From United States:  Yes, thank you, Madam Chair.

As you mentioned, the United States did say at your last meeting that we might have to come back with some editorial changes.

The first being is in considering E, and I will read out the changes slowly first, and then I will read the sentence as a whole after I read the detailed changes.

We believe these changes are editorial in nature.

So in recognizing E, the United Nations Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities, which, and then insert the word "entered" and delete the word "came."

And continue with the sentence:  "Into force on 3 May 2008, and which requires for states parties," and delete the word "includes," and insert the words, "the adoption of." 

Continue with the sentence.

"Appropriate measures for."

And then delete the words "functionally equivalent."

And continue with the sentence, "access for persons with disabilities."

Then insert the words "on an equal basis with others," and continue the sentence, "to ICT, emergency services and Internet services."

So I will now read the sentence as it would read.

"The United Nations Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities, which entered into force on 3 May 2008 and which requires for states parties adoption of appropriate measures for access for persons with disabilities on an equal basis with others to ICT, emergency services and Internet services."

Now, the reason for this change is on an equal basis is replaced, replaces the text "functionally equivalent," because the words "on an equal basis" is the term used in the U.N. Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities.

Thank you, Madam Chair.

>> A. Saks: Thank you, United States.

I'm going to repeat the sentence as it should be as the ‑‑ with the changes.

Excuse me.

"United Nations Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities, which entered into force on 3 May 2008 and which requires for states parties the adoption of appropriate measures for access for persons with disabilities on an equal basis with others."

Are there any comments or any objections to this editorial change putting the wording in line with the same vocabulary and same wording as the U.N. uses, as the U.N. Convention?

I see none.

Do I have consensus?

Mexico, excuse me.

>> Representative From Mexico:  It's only a clarification.

In this paragraph I would like to edit the phrase "including," because all these considerations are not exhaustive.

In the Convention Article 9 are more considerations than this one.

Maybe we can add it at the end, "including."

>> A. Saks: I'm sorry, I'm not clear on where you wish to add "including."

>> Representative From Mexico:  Can you put in the ‑‑

>> A. Saks: We're going to put it on the screen in just one moment.

Can you hold just one moment?

>> Representative From Mexico:  Yes.

>> A. Saks: We apologize.

We have the wrong document up.

That's why there's a problem.

So could you hold for just one second while we put up the right document.

Thank you very much, you may not have a concern.

Apologies, Mexico and everyone.

We had the wrong document up.

We had an earlier version.

So we're going to go back and have you look at it again.

I will read it again and I think that the ‑‑ I think it will be clearer and I think, Mexico, your concerns are not for this particular passage.

Thank you.

Just one moment.

Are we ready?

Okay.

All right, with the editorial changes that the United States has proposed, the sentence will read, in recognizing, item E, "the United Nations Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities which entered into force on 3 May 2008, and which requires for states parties the adoption of appropriate measures for access for persons with disabilities on an equal basis with others to ICT, emergency services and Internet services."

Are there any comments or objections?

I see none.

Do I have consensus?

Thank you.

This change is adopted.

I'm going back to the United States to continue with the other change.

United States?

>> Representative From United States:  Yes, thank you, Madam Chair.

The next change is in C below.

That would be considering, C.

And it's a one word change.

And the change is similar, or it's one of the same changes we just made.

So "that the United Nations Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities, which, and insert the word "entered," and delete "came."

So it would read, "that the United Nations Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities, which entered into force," and so forth.

Thank you, Madam Chair.

>> A. Saks: Thank you, United States.

Do I have any comments or objections?

Mexico, I believe this is the place that you wish to insert when you contacted me.

Mexico, I'd like to turn the floor over to you, thank you.

Mexico, would you like to give your editorial change?

>> Representative From Mexico:  Yes, it is in this place that I want to make the change.

It's only an editorial change.

I will tell you.

After "requires states parties under," to eliminate the reference to number 2‑G and 2‑H and only to put under Article 9 on accessibility to take appropriate measures, including, and then all the others.

>> A. Saks: Thank you, Mexico.

United States?

There is no United States there.

That's fine.

United States, wait a minute.

We're having technical problems here.

There we go.

>> Representative From United States:  Yes, thank you, Madam Chair, we support those changes.

>> A. Saks: Thank you, United States.

So let me, if I may, read the paragraph C under "considering" for your consideration.

And it will read, "that the United Nations Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities, which entered into force on 3 May 2008, requires states parties under Article 9 on accessibility to take appropriate measures, including."

And then the listing of the two particular articles underneath, as they originally were agreed.

Do I have any further comments for editorial change?

No objections?

I have consensus.

Thank you.

I'm returning the microphone to the United States so they can give the next editorial change.

United States?

>> Representative From United States:  Yes, thank you, Madam Chair.

The next one is under "instructs the Secretary‑General, in consultation with the Directors of the Bureaux," and it would be under number 3.

And this is a simple one‑word deletion, so under number 3, it says, "to encourage and promote self‑representation."

We're proposing to delete the word "self," as it's repetitive.

Thank you, Madam Chair.

>> A. Saks: Thank you, United States.

I don't see any reason to read this whole thing out due to the time constraints.

The proposal is to remove the word "self," and keep "representation," so that no repetition is there.

Do I have any comment on any objection?

I see none.

Do I have consensus?

That one is approved.

Thank you.

We do return again to the United States for the next editorial change.

Thank you very much.

>> Representative From United States:  Yes, thank you, Madam Chair.

The next one is under "invites Member States and Sector Members."

Number 2.

And that change would be on the second line, so I'll read the text as it is, and then say where to insert the text.

"To consider introducing appropriate telecommunication/ICT services to enable persons with disabilities to utilize telecommunication/ICT services," and insert the words "on an equal basis with others."

Then delete the words "that are functionally equivalent to telecommunication/ICT services for persons without disabilities," and continue with the rest of the sentence, "and promote international cooperation in this regards."

So to read the sentence clear, it would read, "to consider introducing appropriate telecommunication/ICT services to enable persons with disabilities to utilize telecommunication/ICT services on an equal basis with others and promote international cooperation in this regard."

Thank you, Madam Chair.

>> A. Saks: Thank you, United States.

Do I have any comment or objection?

I see none.

Do I have consensus?

That one has been put forward.

Thank you.

The United States, I'm going the give the floor back to you to bring on the next editorial change.

>> Representative From United States:  Yes, thank you, Madam Chair.

The next change is right below in 3, and it's a simple change, we made this change earlier in the third line, where it says "promote self‑representation," to delete the word self."

>> A. Saks: Thank you, United States.

I don't believe I have to read the entire sentence out.

It's simply deleting one word.

Again, as exactly the same as the previous reason for ‑‑ to not have repetition.

Do I have any objections or comments?

Do I have consensus?

Thank you.

United States, would you please take the floor and give us the last editorial change.

Thank you.

>> Representative From United States:  Yes, thank you, Madam Chair.

In number 4 below, near the end of the sentence, we would like to delete the words "when applying universal design," and replace the words with, "including universal design."

Thank you, Madam Chair.

>> A. Saks: Thank you, United States.

It is just an actual fact, we had a complete deletion in the document.

What we're really taking out is "when applying" and we're keeping "universal design," so we're simply adding the word "including universal design."

So do I have any objection?

Then that is accepted.

Those are all the editorial changes that I have.

Are there any other editorial changes that anyone would like to put forth at this time?

I see none.

Then the document is done.

Thank you very much.

We have a stable accessibility Resolution.

Thank you.

[ Applause ]

The meeting is over.

>> J. Ponder: Just a small announcement for your information.

The document will be processed and submitted as the DT document to be presented by the Chair and reported during the night session of the Working Group of Plenary.

Thank you very much for your attention.

>> A. Saks: Thank you for helping persons with disabilities through this entire event and all of you who like captioning, please let your administrations know this is a valuable tool not only for persons with disabilities, but for everyone.

Thank you, captioners.

And interpreters, who we could not live without.

[ End of Session ‑ 18:20 ]
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