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First of all: the promo quality and non-discrimination, in particular through inclusive education. The
CRPD sets out the obligation to include children with disabilities in mainstream education. | have looked
at this issue in a number of European countries and seen a mixed picture: from separate education being
the norm (Czech Republic) to the inclusion of the majority of children in Spain. | have seen some
shocking statistics in the process, for example that almost 80% of children with autism in France do not
have access to mainstream education, a situation for which France was repeatedly found in violation of
the European Social Charter. In Belgium, a high number of children with disabilities are educated in
specialised schools, separately from other children, with little prospect of being reintegrated into
mainstream education. Other countries appear to settle for some form of segregation, while using nicer-




sounding concepts such as “appropriate education” (Netherlands) or even labelling special schools as
“inclusive education centres” (Romania). However, even access to mainstream schools is no guarantee of
inclusion: far too often, children with disabilities, while under the same roof, are still separated from their
peers in practice, educated only part-time, shut off from extended day programmes, or have much higher
dropout rates.

We need to remember that the life-long exclusion of people with disabilities starts with segregation in
“special” schools or “special” classes. These special arrangements are generally characterised by lower
expectations, often entail lower quality of teaching, and sometimes mean worse material conditions and
restricted availability of activities. In all cases, they reinforce and legitimise the marginalisation of children
with disabilities’ in later stages of their lives. We should also keep in min t segregated education is
not only harmful for children with disabilities. It is also detrimental to thej s, teachers, and the whole
community who is deprived of knowledge about human diversity and al life skills.
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Council of Europe Disability Strategy stresses, control over o
full enjoyment of all human rights. However, this control co
population who are deprived of their legal capacity
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countries | have visited. Some countries, including La hed plenary
guardianship. This is a major step forward, but we cann he ultimate aim is to phase out all
substituted decision-making and replace it with supporte -making, as clearly required by the
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assumptions, the valj ich is i i ged, result in highly questionable practices. The
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and fully informed C8 ould be prioritised, with the exception of life-threatening situations, when
there is no disagreeme pout the absence of decision-making capacity of the person. There are many
good practices which show that alternatives to coercion exist, such as the success of personal
ombudspersons in Sweden, or psychiatric programmes such as the Open Dialogue approach to acute
psychosis developed in Finland, which involves the patient in all treatment decisions and appears to have
a very high success rate. The signature and ratification of the Optional Protocol to the UN Convention
Against Torture and the establishment of adequately resourced National Preventive Mechanism to
strengthen institutional safeguards against ill-treatment are also essential steps which should be taken by
all Council of Europe member states.

The last priority area on which | would like to focus relates to freedom from exploitation, violence and
abuse. As the Strategy rightly stresses, “living arrangements in isolation or segregation from the




community as such are not only contrary to the right to live in the community as enshrined under [CRPD],
but also often give rise to some of the most serious human violations in Europe.” | fully agree with this
observation. The human rights violations large institutions engender are well documented, including in the
case-law of the European Court of Human Rights and the reports of the Council of Europe anti-torture
Committee (CPT), yet they continue to blight the European landscape. The problem is not only the
suffering, inhuman and degrading treatment persons with disabilities are often subjected to in these
institutions, far from any public scrutiny. These are also places where people suffer the indignity of having
absolutely no control over their life choices.

| also fully agree with the conclusion which the Strategy draws from this observation: “the widely-
documented violence and abuse in such arrangements is one of the reasons for the need to
progressively replace them with community-based services.” This aim t only be achieved by the
abolition and closure of large institutions. It also requires moving rces from institutions to the
development of individualised support services and addressing th institutional culture, by placing
the wishes and choices of the individual at the heart of the pr ices. The creation of new
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