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1. Overview

1.1 Project objective(s)
To lobby for the proposal for the so-called European Accessibility Act (EAA) to become law and meet the needs of blind and partially sighted people as fully as possible. 

 (The EAA’s full name is: DIRECTIVE OF THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND OF THE COUNCIL on the approximation of the laws, regulations and administrative provisions of the Member States as regards the accessibility requirements for products and services) 2015/0278 (COD) 

In practice, this means two things:

Firstly, fighting hard for the EU institutions to agree the law (the 2008 proposal for an Equal Treatment Directive, for instance, is stuck in perpetual limbo in the Council). 

Secondly, pushing for, among other things:

· The EAA to cover the broadest possible scope of products and services 

· The EAA to contain much clearer wording about exemptions to compliance 

· clearer and better wording on the functional definitions of accessibility in the EAA 

1.2 Benefits / Outcomes

The EAA has the potential to be of very significant benefit to blind and partially sighted EU citizens, and indeed, through the influence of the EU as a block, it could extend that benefit to some other European countries which are not EU members but which trade with the EU.

In particular, the EAA would make mandatory the accessibility of products and services such as ATMs, ebooks, computers, smart phones, television services, transport ticketing machines and commercial websites. 

A strong EAA would go a long way towards responding to the demands in EBU’s “Access Denied” report of November 2014 where we outlined many of the barriers blind and partially sighted EU citizens still face in their daily lives. The EAA would require the design and delivery of accessible goods and services in the EU in a way that no EU-wide law currently does. 
2. Scheduling/Phasing

The Campaign for the proposed EAA started years ago, with the European Commission promising that it would make the proposal for the new law in 2011. 
The intensive part of the campaign, from EBU’s perspective, started in early December 2015 when the Commission actually tabled the legislative proposal. EBU already submitted a detailed response to the Commission’s consultation on the document, and has met various Commission and Council officials and relevant MEPs. 

The first half of 2016 will see more work to establish contact with Member State ministries to explain our concerns, with MEPs to gain their support for the legislative process to come, and with the Commission and Council officials in Brussels. 

The second half of 2016, and likely all of 2017, will require EBU members to engage in intensive lobbying of the EU institutions and Member States, as we have done for the public sector web accessibility directive. 
3. Who is involved and project costs

3.1 Cost of project

This is hard to determine at this stage. How long is a piece of string? However, RNIB will pay for Dan Pescod’s EAA- related travel costs. 

The main project costs are likely to be incurred through travel to Brussels for EBU members meeting officials there.

3.2. Teams and Partners Contributing

Dan Pescod from RNIB is leading the project for EBU.
Work on the EAA will involve in particular the EBULC members and the EBU Campaigns Network.

EBU is and will continue to work closely with the European Disability Forum (EDF) on this campaign. 

We are also working with ANEC and Pay-Able and will work also with others when appropriate and useful. 

4. Relationship to other EBU projects and activities

This project links closely to the campaign for the public sector web accessibility directive. The parameters of the web directive will –it is said- be copied in the EAA. It also links to other EBU policy work on the EU’s “Digital Single Market”, by which we respond to various EU consultations, such as on the audiovisual media services directive and the electronic framework.
5. What might go wrong?

There are many risks. The biggest is that the EAA goes the same way as the Equal Treatment Directive proposal, mentioned above, and is permanently stalled, or scrapped. 

We know that industry lobbyists such as DigitalEurope are opposing the EAA, or at least criticising it strongly. We know also, at the time of writing (March 2016) that several EU Member States are reluctant to support the EAA proposal. 
The EAA might become law but be so weak and patchy that we would not consider it “fit for purpose”. That would constitute a missed opportunity for EBU, and is obviously something we aim to avoid. 

The EU itself is experiencing a well-known existential crisis at present. It is impossible to know where that predicament might lead. However, a barely-functioning EU with big concerns over the influx of refugees, Member States pondering leaving the EU, ongoing “austerity” and the rise of extremist political parties all make it less certain that this legislative proposal will become law. 
Finally, the EU’s rhetoric and focus these days is all about “jobs and growth”. While it is still not hard to find EU statements and initiatives which mention more “social” policy, these are now very much more at the margins of the EU’s focus than they used to be. As such, our task in lobbying for any legislation in favour of blind and partially sighted people is harder than it has been for some years. That task is NOT impossible, of course, but we should be aware of the environment in which we now operate.
6. Other relevant information
I think that’s enough for the time being. 
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