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Background note on Soren Ginnerup's work in the field of accessibility
Active coordination of building regulations, standards and guidelines internationally and nationally is one of my main fields of work. I have a background as a M.Sc. in Engineering, and have concentrated on disability issues, product development and accessibility to the built environment, ICT and services for the past 31 years. At present I'm part of the advisory service on accessibility run by the Danish Building Research Institute, sponsored by the Danish State.

Provision of tools for designers, architects and planners is also rated very important in my work, with quality assessment procedures coming more and more into focus. Development of corporate standards for accessibility also has proved an efficient remedy within organisations aiming at providing accessible environments at a higher level than just building code, and I assist major players in Denmark in this. 
Teaching in Universal Design and Accessibility is the third leg of my work, and an international accrediting of teaching of consultants is high on my list. 
Up until five years ago action plans for municipal authorities used to be the fourth leg, but this has now been replaced by projects on building codes, guidelines and cost calculations associated with EU directives and the UN Convention on the Rights of People with Disabilities (CRPD). 
Short analysis of the current policy environments that promote accessibility

As a former consultant to a group of 16 countries under the Council of Europe I've chosen to concentrate on their simple four stage process model of universal design and accessibility. Turning the focus away from discussing definitions and good intentions they indicate that we should concentrate on how well countries and organisations perform under headlines that characterise any process moving towards a goal:
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Adopt and decide: have we decided on principles on what to do, and for whom?

2. Co-ordinate: are we coordinating effectively internally and in between organisations and authorities?

3. Implement: are resources being allocated and decisions carried out in practice?

4. Evaluate: do we evaluate results and make corrections if necessary?

As an example many states perform excellently in accessibility requirements in legislation and standards, but very often do not allocate adequate funding to implementation, and hardly ever undertake quality assessment of results for the end-users. A state with just average standards but showing well-coordinated implementation and follow-up may in total perform much better than the bulk above.
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In short, attention to the process stages that come after signing a convention may be the most important issue of them all. In addition a very efficient tool on the way towards results that can be felt by most persons, with or without disabilities. It should be developed further for benchmarking purposes, however kept simple, and can be applied to evaluating many CRPD articles. 
The process headlines naturally also cover many of the issues in the UN CRPD plus well-known policy tools like:
· Clear requirements linked to legislation

· Federal and regional regulations encompassing more countries

· Disability Discrimination Acts

· Action plans on existing environments

· Governmental top-down spreading of initiatives and strategies
· Coordination and information
· Mainstreaming of initiatives

· Adequate resources
· Training programmes and curricula in education

· Quality assessment procedures 

List of relevant reference materials/publications concerning my work on accessibility
In English:

· Achieving full participation through Universal Design; Council of Europe 2009, www.coe.int

· ISO DIS 21542 Draft International standard, Building construction — Accessibility and usability of the built environment, www.iso.org
· CEN draft standards on implementing the TSI-PRM for passenger train transport in Europe, www.cen.eu
· SBi 216 Guidelines on Danish Building Regulations 2008 http://www.en.sbi.dk/publications/Guidelines/guidelines-on-the-danish-building-regulations-2008
In Danish:

· Quality assessment checklists on accessibility requirements and SBi guidelines, www.sbi.dk/tilgaengelighed/tjeklister
· DS 3028 Standard on Accessibility for all, www.ds.dk
· UBST Standard for Accessible University Buildings, www.ubst.dk

· DSB Standard for Railway Infrastructure (Danish State Railways), www.sbi.dk/tilgaengelighed/transport
· National guidelines on accessible equipment and ICT in public access buildings, www.sbi.dk/tilgaengelighed/tjeklister
· Training modules on Accessibility, www.sbi.dk/tilgaengelighed/kurser
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