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1 Annual reports
1.1 Fundamental Rights Report 2016
For more detailed information: http://fra.europa.eu/en/publications-and-resources/publications/annual-reports/fundamental-rights-2016. 

“Member States implemented different types of meas​ures to bolster young people’s access to employment, education and training in 2015. Examples include […] or personalised guidance to any or all of the following: young persons with disabilities, parents, single parents, women, early school leavers, recent graduates and those in long-term unemployment (Austria, Cyprus, Greece).” (p.63)
“Cyprus, Malta, the Netherlands, Slovakia, Spain and the United Kingdom took action to counter dis​crimination based on disability” (p.68) 

“The Ombudsman in Cyprus – in its capacity of inde​pendent authority for the rights of persons with disabilities – found that requiring persons with intel​lectual disabilities to present a court order appointing someone as their legal representative to manage their affairs is an obstacle to equal access to the minimum guaranteed income. The Ombudsman equated the duty to provide support to persons with disabilities to exer​cise their legal capacity with the duty to provide rea​sonable accommodation, the breach of which amounts to unlawful discrimination. The law governing the minimal guaranteed income has since been amended, removing the requirement for a court-ordered legal authorisation of the applicant’s representative.” (p.68)
2 Thematic reports on the rights of persons with disabilities
2.1 Violence against children with disabilities: legislation, policies and programmes in the EU report (2015)

The report includes extensive information regarding Cyprus, these excerpts are just a selection. For more detailed information: http://fra.europa.eu/en/publication/2015/children-disabilities-violence. Also available in easy-to-read: http://fra.europa.eu/en/publication/2015/violence-against-children-disabilities.  
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(p.24)

“In Cyprus, the Committee for the Protection of the Rights of People with a Mental Handicap annually publishes data on the number of complaints it receives. No disaggregated data are avail​able concerning the nature of the complaints, but the total number includes complaints regarding violence against children and adults with disabilities.” (p51)

“In some countries, there is a dedicated ombudsperson for children or child commissioners. This is the case in Cyprus, Fin​land, Croatia, Ireland, Italy, Lithuania, Luxemburg, Malta, the Netherlands, some regions of Spain, Po​land, Sweden and the United Kingdom.” (p.76)
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(p.92)

2.2 Implementing the UN CRPD: An overview of legal reforms in EU Member States (2015) 

The report includes extensive information regarding Cyprus, these excerpts are just a selection. For more detailed information: http://fra.europa.eu/sites/default/files/fra-2015-focus-05-2015-crpd_en.pdf 

“Several Member States, including Bulgaria, Cyprus, Denmark and Germany have evaluated their programmes and strategies.” (p.6)

“Reforms passed in 2014 in Cyprus also significantly widened the duty to provide reasonable accommodation. Reasonable accommodation now covers: independent living; integrated education; healthcare; support with assistive equipment; access to housing and built infrastructure; access to information; access to services of social and economic integration; provision of goods, services and facilities; accessible telephone services; and television broadcasts.” (p.8)
2.3 The right to political participation for persons with disabilities: human rights indicators (2014)

The report includes extensive information regarding Cyprus, these excerpts are just a selection. For more detailed information: http://fra.europa.eu/en/publication/2014/right-political-participation-persons-disabilities-human-rights-indicators.  

“In every EU Member State surveyed, with the exception of Cyprus, respondents with disabilities reported a lower level of satisfaction with how democracy works than the general population.” (p.29)
“In Cyprus, the Czech Republic, Hungary and Ireland, political participation is not explicitly covered by the national action plan or strategy on disability, but it is indirectly addressed.” (p.40)

“A further 15 EU Member States prohibit people with disabilities who have been deprived of their legal capacity from voting. The Member States are Belgium, Bulgaria, Cyprus, Denmark, Estonia, Germany, Greece, Ireland, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Poland, Portugal, Romania and Slovakia.” (p.41)
“Three EU Member States, Cyprus, Ireland and the United Kingdom, require all voters to register ahead of an election.” (p.42)

“In Cyprus, Greece and Portugal, votes may only be cast in polling stations.” (p.43)
“In Belgium, Cyprus, and Greece, the analysis indicated that there is no legislation setting out how people living long term in institutions can exercise the right to vote.” (p.44)

“Both public and private providers of media are subject to statutory accessibility standards in Austria, Belgium (the Flemish Community), Cyprus, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Ireland, the Netherlands, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Slovakia, Spain and Sweden, the analysis indicates. In these countries laws require broadcast (radio and television) media to provide subtitles, sign language interpretations and/or audio descriptions for all or part of the programmes broadcast. In Cyprus, for example, television broadcasters must make news bulletins accessible at specific hours for people who are deaf and hard of hearing.” (p.47)

“In the second group of Member States, Cyprus, Germany, Greece and Sweden, legislation allows for exceptions or only requires the partial application of accessibility standards when altering existing buildings. In Cyprus, steps to make existing buildings accessible must be ‘feasible’. Where accessibility is difficult to achieve, a committee adjudicates on the degree to which accessibility standards must be implemented.” (p.48-49) 

“In 15 EU Member States, Croatia, Cyprus, the Czech Republic, Denmark, Finland, Germany, Hungary, Ireland, Poland, Portugal, Slovakia, Slovenia, Sweden and the United Kingdom, assistance in voting is available to persons with physical, visual and intellectual disabilities, subject to the authorisation of the election authorities.” (p.50)

“In all other Member States training for election authorities and officials on these issues is not required by law. However, in 15 EU Member States – Belgium, Bulgaria, Cyprus, the Czech Republic, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Ireland, Italy, Lithuania, Poland, Slovenia,

Spain and the United Kingdom – the research indicates that training material or specific instructions on how to ensure non-discrimination on the ground of disability and accessibility in voting procedures is provided”. (p.52)

“The results for this indicator in many cases mirror those for indicator 2.2.1 on whether persons deprived of legal capacity are able to vote and stand for election. Laws in force in Austria, Croatia, Cyprus, Finland, Germany, Italy, Latvia, Malta and the United Kingdom provide that all persons with disabilities, including those who have been deprived of their legal capacity, have access to redress mechanisms in cases where they have not been able to exercise their right to political participation.” (p.53)
“The analysis indicates that in nearly half (13) of EU Member States, DPOs’ involvement in the development of laws and policies is provided for by law. This involvement takes several different forms. […]In Austria, Cyprus, Malta and Spain it is provided for in relevant disability-focused legislation. […]The law on the consultation process between the Government and other Services for issues concerning Persons with Disabilities in Cyprus defines the Confederation of Organisations of the Disabled as the social partner of the state and provides that the government consults with the confederation on decisions that directly or indirectly affect persons with disabilities. The confederation is made up of nine DPOs. ” (p.56-57)
“In three EU Member States, Cyprus, the Czech Republic and Hungary, however, the research found no detailed guidance on the accessibility of polling stations. For example, although guidance is issued to election authorities by the Central Election Service of the Cypriot Ministry of Interior, it contains no details on accessibility.” (p.59)
“In nearly half of EU Member States, the analysis either indicated that information on how to complain about problems exercising the right to political participation is not accessible to persons with disabilities, or could not identify information about how to make such complaints. For example, the website of the Central Election Service in Cyprus does not include guidelines for submitting a complaint.” (p.60-61)
“Conversely, in Cyprus and Luxembourg official date indicates that no members of the current national parliaments identify as having a disability.”

“As with subtitling, sign language interpretation is often offered for daily news bulletins broadcast by public television channels; this is the case in Austria, Cyprus, Italy and Estonia, for example” (p.78)

“Evidence that some such broadcasts included audio description was found in only five EU Member States. In Cyprus, the daily news bulletin is audio described.” (p.79)

“Data from Bulgaria, Croatia, Cyprus, Greece, Italy, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Poland and Slovenia indicate that no political parties produced their manifestos in accessible formats for the last elections.” (p.80)
2.4 Legal capacity of persons with intellectual disabilities and persons with mental health problems (2013)

The report includes extensive information regarding Cyprus, these excerpts are just a selection. For more information: http://fra.europa.eu/en/publication/2013/legal-capacity-persons-intellectual-disabilities-and-persons-mental-health-problems. Also available in easy-to-read: http://fra.europa.eu/en/publication/2013/laws-about-being-able-make-important-decisions-yourself. 
“The legal frameworks in a very few Member States do not recognise different degrees of deprivation of legal capacity and provide only for full, or plenary, guardianship, for example in Cyprus, Ireland and Romania.” (p.30) 


“The analysis shows that in a few EU Member States the condition which may lead to legal incapacity must be of a ‘permanent’ nature. This means that either the mental health-related causes or the inability to under​stand ones affairs must be enduring and unchanging. Article 489 of the Belgian Civil Code stipulates, for exam​ple, that for a person to be declared incompetent, he or she must be in a “permanent state of stupidity or insanity”; similar provisions can be found in Cyprus, Germany, Romania and Slovakia.” (p.32)
“The comparative analysis suggests that the monitoring of the decision’s implementation and follow-up falls within the courts’ competence in approximately half of the EU Member States. In France, for example, guardianship judges and the public prosecutor exercise general super​vision over guardianships in their jurisdiction. Other EU Member States where this is also the case include Austria, Cyprus, Latvia, the Netherlands and Spain.” (p.33)
“When appointing a personal representative or guardian, the Law on Psychiatric Treatment of Cyprus uses the following test, based on the opinion of the responsible psychiatrist and other evidence: “Is the person rendered incompetent/unable to exercise his/her judgment and will? Is the person unable to administer his/her prop​erty and manage his/her affairs?” A guardian will be appointed only if the court, basing its judgment on the psychiatric opinion of the responsible psychiatrist and other evidence, answers these questions positively.”(p.34)
“The comparative analysis shows that in the majority of EU Member States a guardianship measure is in principle instituted for an unlimited period of time and is not sub​ject to periodic review. […] Other Member States without a statutory maximum duration include Belgium, Cyprus, the Czech Republic, Greece, Ireland, Lithuania, the Netherlands, Poland, Portugal, Slovenia and Spain.” (p.38)
2.5 Involuntary placement and involuntary treatment of persons with mental health problems (2012)

The report includes extensive information regarding Cyprus, these excerpts are just a selection. For more information: http://fra.europa.eu/en/publication/2012/involuntary-placement-and-involuntary-treatment-persons-mental-health-problems. 
“In 12 Member States, the existence of a significant risk of serious harm to oneself or others and a confirmed mental health problem are the two main conditions justifying involuntary placement. The need for a therapeutic purpose is not explicitly stipulated. This is the case, in Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, Cyprus, the Czech Republic, Germany, Estonia, Hungary, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta and the Netherlands.” (p.31)

“In Bulgaria, Cyprus, the Czech Republic, Greece, Ireland, Latvia, Slovakia and Spain national legislation does not explicitly include a prerequisite of exhausting all less restrictive facilities. The law leaves the decision about whether to place someone involuntarily to the persons involved in the assessment of a person’s condition.”(p.33)

 “If the free legal aid provision is not automatic, it is linked to the persons’ ability to pay. For example, in Cyprus, the Law of Psychiatric Treatment of 1997 states that the court may, if it deems it necessary and bearing in mind the financial circumstances of the patient, order that the expenses of both the patient’s lawyer and the patient’s psychiatrist be paid out of public funds..”(p.39) 
2.6 The legal protection of persons with mental health problems under non-discrimination law (2011)

The report includes extensive information regarding Cyprus, these excerpts are just a selection. For more detailed information: http://fra.europa.eu/en/publication/2011/legal-protection-persons-mental-health-problems-under-non-discrimination-law. 

“As was found in the first section of this report, laws across the EU 27 adopted several decades ago use terms to refer to persons with mental health problems that today are considered as pejorative and possibly even offensive. For example, the 1959 Mental Health Law in Cyprus, which has been repealed, included the terms ‘insane’, ‘lunatic’ and ‘idiot’.” (p.21)
“For instance, the Cypriot Law on Persons with Disability includes in its definition of disability “mental or psychological limitation permanently or for an indefinite duration which, considering the background and other personal data of the particular person, substantially reduces or excludes the ability of the person to perform one or more activities or functions that are considered normal or substantial for the quality of life”. The requirement that the limitation is permanent or of an indefinite duration and that it reduces or excludes the ability of the person to perform one or more activities or functions that are considered normal or substantial for the quality of life may be interpreted in a way that excludes mental health problems. At the same time, it leaves some leeway for courts to assess the situation in a given case, although to our knowledge such a case has not yet been brought in Cyprus.” (p.23)
2.7 The right to political participation of persons with mental health problems and persons with intellectual disabilities (2010)

The report includes extensive information regarding Cyprus, these excerpts are just a selection. For more detailed information: http://fra.europa.eu/en/publication/2010/right-political-participation-persons-mental-health-problems-and-persons 
“In the case of Cyprus, it appears that disenfranchisement procedures foreseen by law are no longer being applied in practice. Therefore, persons with intellectual disa​bilities and persons with mental health problems who could, by law, be struck off the voters’ lists are not being removed. However, in the case of a person placed in a psychiatric institution, it is up to the treating psychia​trist to decide whether a patient will be able to exer​cise his or her right to vote. A patient will regain his or her political rights after discharge from the institution. There is currently a debate as to whether even during involuntary placement patients could still retain some of those rights” (p.17)
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