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NESEERE (HIIDOS® Clarifying the realities and challenges of reasonable accommodation in the courts.

GrescarEh MEeEE An analysis and discussion were conducted on reasonable accommodatrons
in the Supreme Court hearings regarding the former Eugenic Protection Law, through the e |
processes of negotiation, implementation, and observations of the implementation scene oni V |
the day. In particular, considerations were made regarding reasonable accommodations for =g .
wheelchair users, such as those with ALS, and individuals with hearing disabilities. "

GuidelinesjforfBromotingjthelEliminationfofjDiscrimination]Basedon]Disabilityjinjthe Courts |

The courts, from the perspective of the I_he__c_;q_t_l_r_t__s__h_a_\_/_e__c_:_r_e@_te_d___f_:iy_l_d_el_!n_c_e__s__fg_r. e )
separation of powers, are not institutions _I?_r_Qm_Q.t.l.ng__t_he__E!!__m_!n_a_t_l_qn__Qf_D!s_c_:_r_l_m_l_ngt_!gn. *;
that should implement the support Based on Disability’ and are implementing _
measures to eliminate discrimination based consideration for persons with

on disability as stipulated in the Act on the disabilities based on these guidelines.

.......................................................... Necessary accommodations for people

ReasonableJAccommodation|inithe Courtsi with disabilities to attend court hearings

i/ Securing and arranging sign language
Supporters confirmed the necessary interpreters, providing summary writing
accommodations for people with drsabrlrtres

d the heari ] 4 th services, having assistants accompany -
to attend the hearing and conveyed that individuals, ensuring ramps are available,
information to the defense team.

; . securing power sources for charging battery-
The defense team then communicated this operated ventilators, and ensuring accessrble
information to the Supreme Court and _

. seating for wheelchair users.
negotrated the necessary accommodatron

While reasonable accommodations

shared, the legal team could not form a

. concrete iImage regarding accommodations
g > ‘_K 0 for wheelchair users.

P>
The individuals wrttﬁdrsabrlrtres\also did _,not have information about the size of the Supreme
Gourtisielevators, the'sﬁacrousness ofit \he’ [OoMs3or the slope of any steps, and could only

convey,detailsfsuch asithe srze of th wh eeIc air. Through the legal team, the Supreme Court
soughticlarification how the ventrlator,r stconnected, why charging is necessary, and why
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must be present nallltimes. ::%@WGHQE o eI DAy,
Response Of the Supreme court onjthelDay, » Securing wheelchair seating.
. Thellipremef@ourt covered the costs for four sign » Installation of a temporary ramp
| anguage interpreters, but the interpreters for the The ramp provided by the Supreme
" | plaintiffs, who are hearing impaired, and their Court had a steep incline. .
awyers were covered by the supporters and the || pye to the Supreme Court staff not'=

egal team. Due to insufficient placement of sign || /)y understanding the disabilities [' |
language interpreters, the supporters arranged for| | and assistance methods, there
volunteer slgn language interpreters. were incidents where ventilators

| fell, and the number of wheelchair ¥;

@mmﬂ‘ﬂb users allowed to attend was limitd® ¢xt-

In June 2024, a notice from the Supreme Court’'s administrative office informed
(e ) each court that, in cases related to the former Eugenic Protection Law,
arrangements for sign language interpreters and their costs would be covered by the court as
reasonable accommodations for hearing-impaired attendees.
On the other hand, during the negotiation process and on the day of the hearings, there were
many instances of difficulty in accommodating wheelchair users due to a lack of understanding.
To ensure equal treatment for all, it is necessary for the courts to not only improve the system

but also deepe nthelrunderstandlngofsup ..... ort methods through training and other means.
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