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United Nations Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities
To: Charter Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities

From: Amber J. Martin, Global Deaf Connection, Vice President

Re: Article 24 of the Charter

Dear Charter Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities:



August 24, 2006

I am writing today with two aims. First, on behalf of Global Deaf Connection (GDC), I want to thank you for your work on this seminal document to protect the rights of individuals with disabilities. This document will offer documented support for progressive action to promote the rights of people with disabilities where it has begun already, and provide the much-needed initiation of action where it is still needed. We at GDC thank you for devoting your time and energy to this endeavor.

My second aim is to express our sentiment about Article 24 and the Charter’s discussion of inclusive education as it pertains to Deaf children. First, we fully agree with the majority of the article’s positions such as the right to full development of human potential, dignity and self-worth for all children with disabilities. We fully agree that all efforts should be taken to allow children with disabilities the right to participate effectively in a free society, to allow children to enjoy free and compulsory primary and secondary education as well as equal access to tertiary education. Moreover, we fully agree that Deaf children have the right to learn their native sign language and develop an understanding and appreciation for their linguistic and cultural identity.

As we understand the present wording of the Charter, the phrase “inclusive educational system” pertains to the inclusion of children with disabilities into a regular education classroom with non-disabled children. I am unable to argue knowledgeably for children with physical or other disabilities for whom this may well be the most effective way to achieve both the educational and social goals of the Charter.  On the contrary, we do not feel that “inclusion,” as defined here, is an appropriate approach to ensuring educational and social rights for most Deaf children. 

All children learn best with direct and fluent communication between the teacher and child. A Deaf child is a member of a linguistic minority group who does not have access to the majority language in the modality that other classmates do. An arrangement other than that of having a teacher and peers who are fluent in her language, would not allow the child equal access to education. A Deaf child’s linguistic minority status in an educational setting is not like that of a hearing child who speaks two languages, one at school and one at home. For the hearing child, both languages are accessible in the same modality. Moreover, for many Deaf children, school entry marks the first opportunity for language acquisition and fluent language models are a necessity. Having a language model who is a native signer is equally important for the child’s language acquisition, identity formation and educational attainment and these language models are best provided in a separate educational setting among other Deaf children and adults.

For these reasons, we therefore encourage an alteration of the wording in Article 24 to allow for these unique needs of Deaf children. We would like to see wording such as “States Parties shall ensure inclusive education at all levels where optimal, and separate education where optimal.”

Again, we thank you for your time and meaningful work.

Sincerely,


Amber Martin


Vice President, Global Deaf Connection
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