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Between the 17th and the 18th session the committee has been involved in many meetings in many countries. Due to time constraints I cannot report on all activities of all committee members.
I will report on four activities: first participation in the 10th conference of State parties, secondly the treaty body chairs meeting, thirdly work on general comments, and 4thly work  in relation to the SDGs.
1. The 10th CoSP in New York took place from 13 to 15 June 2017. The committee was represented in the conference by its chair, one of its vice chair’s, and one of its members. We were supported by our secretary from OHCHR. The results of our many activities at the 10th CoSP are:
a. The committee became very visible: the committee was represented in the opening on the closing of the conference, in a press conference along with the chair of the Bureau of the conference, and in numerous side events. All of these activities contributed to the visibility of the committee at the conference of State parties in New York.
b. Interaction between the committee and the Bureau of the conference increased considerably. 
c. For the first time in the history of the conference of State parties the committee organized the side event to promote greater dissemination of a draft general comment on the right to live independently and being included in the community. The event, cosponsored by the permanent missions of Thailand was well attended and the committee received positive feedback from the participants.
d. With several member states the committee engaged at the conference of State parties in discussions relating to reporting obligations, thus building up partnership.
e. The committee helped to raise awareness about gender- based balance in two side events and established working relationship with international organizations advocating for gender parity in the membership of international bodies.
f. The committee had the opportunity to engage with candidates to the 2018 elections among them four women.-
g. Along with the Special Rapporteur On The Rights Of Persons With Disabilities and the Bureau of the conference, the Committee advocated in numerous opportunities about the importance of collecting disaggregated data for the implementation of the CRPD and the SDG’s This led to a strong joint statement of 25 Member States who recommended to utilize the Washington Group Short Set of Questions as the tool to disaggregate data by disability, particularly in household surveys and national censuses, as well as the inclusion of persons with disabilities in Strategic Plans and reporting and indicator frameworks of UN agencies, in line with both the CRPD and Agenda 2030. 
h. During the CoSP the Committee engaged in strengthening partnership with regional organizations by moderating respective side events and meetings.
i. The chair and the Sec. attended the annual meeting of the Policy Board Of The United Nations Partnership On The Rights Of Persons With Disabilities and explored ways in which the committee may further increase its interaction with United Nations and country teams and further identify technical Corporation requirements of State parties.
j. The Committee also used the conference of State parties to increase of interaction with National Human Rights Institutions and strengthen entire action with GANHRI.
k. Last not but least, the committee called upon the conference of State parties to continue working for the implementation of accessibility standards across the United Nations and particularly in providing accessibility and reasonable accommodation to persons with intellectual and psychosocial disabilities.

2. The 29th annual meeting of chairpersons took place from 27 to 30’s June 2017 in New York.
From the very full agenda I would like to report about the following items:
a) Follow-up to General Assembly resolution 68/268

The chairs took stock in light of the first biennial report of the Secretary-General on the status of the human rights treaty body system published in August 2016. In it the Secretary-General notes that the State of implementation of Gen. Assembly resolution 68/268 is globally positive reaffirming the importance and relevance of the treaty body system for the protection and promotion of human rights and demonstrating its dynamic and responsive nature. UN treaties bodies have become more efficient and effective but more work by all stakeholders and eventually more resources are needed. The chairs of the treaty bodies also discussed how to prepare for the 2020 Gen. Assembly review of the treaty body system. The chairs agreed to a common framework identifying elements that form the basis for harmonizing procedures and working methods while recognizing the specific character of a treaty body. The chairs reiterated the need for OHCHR to have the material and human resources necessary for the treaty bodies to perform the work as required by the treaty’s and by Gen. Assembly resolution 68/268. This is particularly true for the CRPD committee since we haven’t been that successful as other treaty bodies in reducing our backlog in reviewing State party reports.
b) Reporting compliance by States parties

The chairs expressed concern regarding the large number of states whose reports were still overdue and the protecting gap that created for right holders. States facing capacity constraints relating to reporting are encouraged by all Chairs to solicit the technical assistance and advisory services of the OHCHR treaty body capacity building program. The chairs agreed that Simplified Reporting Procedures as well as national reporting mechanisms are means to prove reporting compliance by State parties. In this regard the CRPD Committee is one of the most innovative treaty bodies.
c) Follow-up to concluding observations, decisions and views

The chairs compared practices with a view to achieving a common approach. Because of lack of resources the CRPD Committee has been less successful in this aspect, but other treaty bodies face similar issues. The chairs decided to identify common elements in relation to best practices concerning follow-up to concluding observations decisions and views.

d) Implementation of the Addis Ababa Guidelines (independence and impartiality of members of the human rights treaty bodies) and Implementation of the San José Guidelines (on intimidation or reprisals)

The chairs appreciated the broad support for these guidelines among treaty bodies and recommended to those who haven’t adopted these guidelines yet ,to adopt them. The CRPD committee is very good here because we have adopted both guidelines at a very early stage. But the exchange of experiences with implementing these guidelines show that it is important for treaty bodies to to work together to align the approaches in this regard.
e) Development of a common treaty body approach to engaging with national human rights institutions

The chairs reviewed the report and recommendations of the Geneva workshop “towards a common treaty body approach to engaging national human rights institutions” of 2017 and endorsed many of its recommendations. There was a very constructive engagement with a representative of the Global Alliance Of National Human Rights Institutions in this regard. Interaction and cooporation between Treaty bodies and NHRIs were recommended in a number of fields such as reporting, communication procedure, inquiry procedures, and follow-up activities. In this regard the chairs took note of the practice of the CRPD Committee to permit national Human Rights institutions to take the floor at the beginning and end or at the end of the dialogue with the State party.
f) Treaty bodies and the Sustainable Development Goals

The chairs were briefed on the interlinkage between the work of the treaty bodies and the Sustainable Development Goals by the OHCHR New York office. They took note of ours and some other treaty bodies practice to include references to the SDG’s in the dialogue with state parties.
In addition to these agenda items, the Chairs consulted with State parties, National Human Rights Institutes, UN system organizations and Civil Society during its 29th meeting in New York and above all that managed to informally discuss matters relating to conflicting jurisprudence between Treaty bodies, which is of great importance to the CRPD committee.
3. Intersessional work on general comments
Members of the committee have been very active in between sessions to continue the work on general comment number 5 on living independently and being included in the community according to art. 19 CRPD we have received over 70 submissions from various stakeholders in this regard and took note of all of the submissions and members of the working group on this general comment work very hard to revise the draft published on the website.
The new draft will be discussed among all committee members one more time in private session and then there will be a public reading and hopefully adoption of this general comment in the last week of our session on Tuesday 29th of August.
Another draft general comment which had been worked on intersessionally is the draft General Comment number 6 on equality and nondiscrimination according to art. 5 CRPD. We have received many helpful submissions in response to our outline which we endorsed and published after our last session. At the end of the 2nd week of our session, on Friday 25 August we will hold a public Day Of General Discussion on equality and nondiscrimination. This will be a very interesting event because we have been able to attract a great number of eminent human rights lawyers in the field and this day of general discussion will help us to produce our first draft, which we might be able to endorse at this session and publish it thereafter.
4. Work in relation to the SDGs
Since the CRPD embraces both Human Rights and development, the Committee is committed to the ambitious 2030 agenda and its Sustainable Development Goals. Thus, the Committee with great support from the Secretariat worked intersessionally on a contribution to the Flagship Report on Disability And Development that is prepared by the Sec. general for 2018 according to UN General Assembly Resolution 69/142. In this regard I would like to express my gratitude to students from the following universities who volunteered to do research in order to enable us to produce our contribution to the flagship report: University of Melbourne, Australia; University of Leeds from the UK; National University of Galway, Ireland; Syracuse University, USA; and NALSAR University, India.
The Committee has been working on many other issues intersessionally, most notably on accessibility issues relating to the work of this committee. 
Because our resources are limited, we have not been able to resolve all pending issues. With great concern we follow the draft Oviedo Protocol to the Convention on Medicine and Bioethics of the Council of Europe. We have communicated on several occasions that the draft Oviedo protocol contradicts our General Comment No 1 relating to article 12 and our guidelines on art 14. In these documents as well as in our other jurisprudence we have set the standard , that substituted decision making regimes need to  be replaced by supported decision making and that neither forced institutionalization nor forced treatment is in line with the CRPD. I call upon the OHCHR and UN system organizations to engage in this debate and take action.
Dear colleagues, Secretariat, UN experts, civil society representatives and guests to this 18th session of the CRPD committee, I am looking forward to a fruitful, efficient and successful session of the CRPD committee. 
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