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Confirmation of minutes of the last meeting heldon 3 March
2006

1. Having received no comment from Members, thét aninutes of
the last meeting of the Rehabilitation Advisory Goittee (RAC) were



taken as confirmed.

Il. Matters arising

2. Following up on paragraph 2 of the minutes & thst meeting,
Secretary reported that the preparation work for the Inteomal Festival
of Inclusive Arts had been progressing well. Aieerof publicity
measures via electronic and printed media, inteamet other networks
would be ready to be kicked off by the press canfee to be hosted by
Secretary for Health, Welfare and Food on 5 Octd#6. The most
updated Festival Diary had been distributed to RMeémbers for
reference.

3. Chairman appealed to all Members to mark their diaries for
participating in the Festival and to help to proentite Festival to a wider

audience.

4. Regarding paragraph 3he Administration reported that the

review of the Rehabilitation Programme Plan (RPRY leached the
finalising stage. The progress was a bit behintledule because
Members of the Working Group had been proposingsi@vs and adding
new parts to the draft. It therefore might takeger time to finalise the
text.

5. On paragraphs 4 to 1iBe Administration said that subsequent to

the last RAC meeting, a Subcommittee to Study tfagport Needs and
Provision of Concessionary Public Transport Fares Persons with
Disabilities under the Legislative Council decidéiat concessionary
public transport fare should first be offered toople with disabilities
receiving Disability Allowance and those receivi@@gmprehensive Social



Security Assistance with 100% loss of earning ciéypacThere were a
total of 95,000 persons who were in such situationgo enable the
Environment, Transport and Works Bureau to follogy with the public
transport operators, a survey was conducted to havenderstanding on
the pattern of using public transportation by peogith disabilities, and to
ascertain possible financial burden of the pubbnms$port operators. The
University of Hong Kong had been commissioned todemt the survey
and initial findings would be available in early Wanber.

6. Referring to paragraphs 19 to 3@ representative of SWDsaid

that subsequent to the last RAC meeting, the isdymivate homes for
people with disabilities was discussed at the Led®@mel on Welfare
Services on 21 March 2006, and the Administratiad bndertaken to set
up a licensing mechanism for all subvented andapeilhomes for people
with disabilities. There were a total of over 28fGhem. In parallel, the
Social Welfare Department (SWD) would run a voluptaegistration
scheme to help improve the quality of those privaimes for people with
disabilities.

7. Following up on paragraphs 48 to SBecretary reported that
considering that Members had had very tight sclesdtdwards the end of
2006, and that gubernatorial elections would tdkeein fall in the states
that RAC had planned to visit, it was thereforeided to postpone the visit
originally scheduled in this fall to a time thatswaost convenient for most
RAC Members, say before or after the Easter halidag@hairman
considered next summer the ideal time to condwcstady visit.

8. As agreed at the last meeting, the theme ofthay visit would
focus on policies and initiatives related to commyunsupport for
facilitating full integration of people with disdities into society. When



identifying visit targets, we would look for ageesithat could facilitate us
to learn more about overseas policies, succesgstol both conventional
establishments and innovative programmes, as wsll héstorical
development as far as possible. Based on Chairamh Members’
suggestions and her own resear8ecretary proposed and Members
agreed that the visit be focused on the west ceggin of North America.
Destinations considered included California, whieas the origin of the
concept of independent living of people with didiibs, and had been the
pioneer of the independent living movement overades; and Oregon,
which took lead in innovative rehabilitation progmaes, the achievements
of which had been highly acclaimed in recent yeafShairman asked
Secretary to continue to follow up in the abovediion.

[l. Survey on Persons with Disabilities and Chronc Diseases

9. An_attendee of the Census and Statistics Department (C&SD)
presented the design and progress of the 2006/6/&yon Persons with

Disabilities and Chronic Diseases to be conductesl the General
Household Survey. The last survey was conducte2D00. To ensure
that the new survey could generate useful dataetet tihe changing needs
and situations of society, C&SD had conducted a pehensive
consultation. All views collected from LegCo, rehightion sector, relevant
organisations and government departments and otierested parties
during the consultation had been considered cdyeiml the course of
designing the new survey. For example, two newegmates — Specific
Learning Difficulties (SLD) and Attention DeficitAgberactivity Disorder
(AD/HD) — had been included in the survey as retpgesby the
rehabilitation sector.

10. This attendee introduced the purpose of the survey, which




included its objectives, coverage, definition ofgmas with disabilities and
chronic diseases, data items, major changes franmsthvey in 2000,
measures to reduce the extent of under-reportingp@fsons with
disabilities, enumeration arrangement and schedofle preparation.
(Details of the attendee’s presentation are set iouthe powerpoint
presentation aAnnex A.)

11. For screening target respondents with disads|ithis_attendee

added that on restrictions in body movement, seéiffigculty, hearing
difficulty and speech difficulty, respondents woub& asked to report
whether certain conditions described had consigtdr@#gppened to them
over a period of six months. As regards autisne|llectual disability and
mental iliness, respondents would be asked to regwther they had been
diagnosed by medical or other specified professsoioa such conditions.

12. On training interviewers to address the ungemeng of mental
iliness casesthis_attendeeinvited the rehabilitation sector to contribute

their expert advice. A member offered that his department could help to
train interviewers.

13. In response to Chairman’s enquiry on how inbead
underreporting of cases of mental handicap coulthbided,this attendee

said that the screening questions used on melmesd cases might not be
applicable to mental handicap cases. Therefort #m the measures
presented earlier, professional advice and suppyrthe medical and

rehabilitation sectors were desirable.

14. A member noted that inclusive criteria had been adoptednoat
exclusive criteria. In addition, he was worrie@tthhe use of too many
leading questions for non-physical disabilities imitgad to biased survey



results.

15. A member opined that the use of inclusive or exclusiveetid

was subject to the purpose of the survey. If ey results were to
facilitate the planning of services development|usive criteria would be
necessary. To avoid the use of leading questibissmember suggested

attaching a general health questionnaire with aéugfnestions commonly
used internationally to help assess the gradatibrdisability. This
member also noted that the questionnaire included onlgstjans on
carers that might positively reinforce the miscqimmn that people with
disabilities always needed help. He suggestedudimad) questions on
what services would be useful for facilitating pkeoywith disabilities to live
more independently.

16. An_attendee concurred that some of the questions were not

suitable for asking children. For example, regagdijuestions on carers,
some children might respond that they needed caboetsthis was due to
their young age and not their disability. She adrevith this_ member

that the questions should gear towards the quafitives of people with
disabilities and self-independence.

17. The representative of HAraised concern about the category of

“speech difficulty” as there could be multiple débigies, and doubted the
usefulness of the survey results in this regard.

18. The representative of EMB said that the various types of

disabilities and diseases included in the surveyrewéhose with
considerable impact on people’s daily lives. Howrespecific Learning
Difficulty (SpLD) was an educational issue. Shendered if including it
in the questionnaire might cause any confusion, alsd doubted the



relevance of including it in the surveyAn_ attendee said that SpLD

should not be considered as a disability or a cordisease. She clarified
that people affected by SpLD had normal to abowrae intelligence, but
encountered learning difficulties in school edumati She added that the
assessment of SpLD was provided by psychologistasnedical doctors.

19. An_attendee said that the inclusion of SpLD and Attention

Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder (AD/HD) was in respse to the requests of
some legislators, members of rehabilitation and icadsectors and
relevant government departments. She added tiyatcases assessed by
relevant professionals would be taken into accouihe representative

of EMB anda memberagreed with the approach.

20. The Administration said that whether SpLD and AD/HD should
be considered as disabilities or diseases washstitlg discussed in the

context of the RPP, some members of the rehamlitand medical sectors
proposed collecting data relating to these two tmm$ in the survey as
the next survey would not be conducted until sdvgears later. She
invited Members to express their views on how S@td AD/HD should
be positioned in the survey.

21. A member considered it worthwhile to include SpLD and AD/HD
in the survey, while she had no strong view asé&dategorization of the
conditions. She was concerned whether there woeldbllow-up study

on respondents reported to have SpLD and AD/HD rtidetstand their
needs. An_attendee replied that follow-up questions on targeted areas

were included under the existing scope of survéyoreover, interested
parties might conduct further studies based orstastical findings of the
survey.



22. Chairman said that Members in general appeared to agrde wit
including SpLD and AD/HD in the survey, and askefSD to follow up
with EMB on how to rephrase relevant wordings.

23. A member suggested including questions on accessibilifyuidic
transportation in the survey.

24. An attendeesaid that she had registered all the views expdelkg

Members and would follow up with relevant expertsr ffurther
professional advice in order to revise the questine, which will be
tested in the trial run.

25. Chairman said that the Survey on Persons with Disabiliaes
Chronic Diseases conducted in 2000 was well knowermationally. He
understood that the mainland China was planningotaluct a survey on
people with disabilities. With accumulation of ex@nce, the survey
could be further improved.

AV Social Capital Development and Social Inclusioninvolving

People with Disabilities — Progress Report by Comnmnity

Investment and Inclusion Fund (CIIF)

26. An_attendee reported on the work and achievements of the

Community Investment and Inclusion Fund (CIIF). eTa@llF had invited
five tertiary education institutions and seven tedoreview its work. He
took the opportunity to thank Chairperson who alsaired the Evaluation
Sub-committee of CIIF for leading the evaluatiornrkvo

27. An attendeepresented the evaluation report, including theceph

of social capital, the interdependence of peopléhwand without



disabilities, community support through cross-sectulaboration to meet
people’s special needs and to achieve social ambedc inclusion for all.
This attendee said that since its commencement in 2002, CIIF had

partnered with over 2700 organisations, and hasisked its efforts on
programmes that are developmental, preventive apgastive in nature.
This_attendee presented a video and shared with Members theessicc

stories of a number of funded projects, in whicldemprivileged groups,
including people with disabilities, had taken aniwec role to help and
inspire other people and to provide services, whiktimately empowered
themselves and facilitated their own full integoatinto society.

28. This attendee further presented the evaluation result, which

reinforced the CIIF's cross-sector, cross-genemat@nd cross-strata
approach to achieve a paradigm shift through mitaaiplementary
strategies. The evaluation also found out that ¢ffectiveness of a
project depended very much on the project coordifatommitment and
capability of comprehending the concepts of ClIFhe preparedness of
participants to give and contribute was also ctuci&or the way forward,
This attendeesaid that the CIIF approach had been recognizatidysia

Development Bank to be in line with the latter'snsuounity-driven

development strategy. The evaluation also fountdtbat it was more
effective to engage the collaboration of the prvaéctor with the public
and non-profit making sectors through non-financaaitivities. The
evaluation process also helped to nurture a legroutture facilitating the
transfer of knowledge.

29. In response to Chairperson’s enquims attendeesaid that CIIF

started with $300 million funding, and only $100lmn had been used so
far. Another attendee added that projects requiring less funding turned

out to be more successful as they were able tolmelmommunity support
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and generate income.

30. In response to a member’s enquiy_attendee said that the

projects funded under CIIF, be it benefiting maayjged groups or not,
require cross-strata and cross-sector collaborati®®ople from different
backgrounds with different strengths and resourceshe community
complement each other. As regards the issue dfaisability, two
attendeesexplained that it was the important that the prigeould sustain
by themselves after the initial funding support en€IIF. They noted
that some of the more successful projects were dblebecome
self-financed event before the seed money grantetbruthe CIIF was
exhausted.

31. Chairman andMembers commended the good work of the CIIF.

V Work plans of the Sub-committees on Access and Blic

Education on Rehabilitation under the Rehabilitation Advisory

Committee

32. The Vice-chairman, who was also the Chairman of the RAC

Sub-committee on Public Education on Rehabilita{f@6PE), conducted a
powerpoint presentation on the terms of refereme@k at hand and the
way forward of the SCPE. (Vice-chairman’s powenpqresentation is at
Annex B.) He highlighted that to enhance the effectivengfsthe public
education efforts, SCPE would take a proactive @ggr and make good
use of the mass media, such as television, toaeloetimum results.

33. A member, Chairperson of the RAC Sub-committee on Access
(SCA), introduced to Members the work of SCA, rdedr on the
achievements thus far and outlined SCAs future kwpfan. (His
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powerpoint presentation is Ahnex C.)

34. Chairman commended the substantive efforts made by SCPE and
SCA.
Vi Chairman’s report: United Nations Convention on the Rights

of Persons with Disabilities

35. Chairman briefed Members on the historical developmentrino
the promulgation of the United Nations Conventiom the Rights of
Persons with Disabilities (UNCRPD) in August 2006de also briefly
introduced the content of the convention, highiigghthat UNCRPD has in
its Preamble a definition of “disability” in a bd@ense. The existence of
a definition made UNCRPD unique among other hunigints conventions.
He also mentioned that employment quota for peujiie disabilities was
included in the Convention. However, it was nattest as a mandatory
requirement.

36. Chairman also said that the People’s Republic of China (PRC
had been enthusiastic in promoting the adoptiotheftreaty. Once the
convention was adopted by the United Nations’ Ganéssembly and
would be ready for signature by state parties, RRGId be one of the first
countries to sign on the treaty. He believed timat treaty would be
extended to Hong Kong Special Administrative Reg{biiKSAR) soon,
and PRC and HKSAR would be submitting the first oepon the
Convention within three years.

37. In reply to the Administration’s questio@hairman said that

existing rehabilitation programmes and protectioor fpeople with
disabilities in Hong Kong should have met all teguirements set out in
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the Convention. However, the requirements setiouhe Convention
were considered the minimum standards. Politiclilgre could be room
for discussion on whether Hong Kong could make diyther

improvement.

VIl Any other business

“Enhancing Employment of People with Disabilitieardugh Small

Enterprises” Project (3E Project)

38. The representative of SWD reported that the Advisory

Committee on Enhancing Employment of People witlsabilities had
considered and decided that the benchmark on emglatyfor people with
disabilities required under the 3E Project be rethftom the existing 60%
to 50%. The background was that operators of aoeummf business types,
such as book stores, beauty salon and pet shogesr the 3E Project had
found that a more relaxed benchmark in this regaydld enable them to
have a more sustainable business development. AdWisory Committee
considered that although relaxing the benchmark himigeduce the
proportion of employees with disabilities in eadatiegprise funded under
3E Project, the new measure could enable and eageuhe setting up of
more such enterprises, which would in the end ereatre employment
opportunities for people with disabilitiesChairman andMembers noted

the progress.

39. Having no further matters for discussiGhairman concluded the
meeting, and said that Secretary would inform Memnlmé the date and
other details of the next meeting once scheduled.
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