[bookmark: _GoBack]Dear chairman, members of the Committee, ladies and gentlemen
Thank you for inviting me to take part in the constructive dialogue between the Committee and Estonia. It's a great honour to be here. 
Since January 1st, 2019, the Chancellor of Justice is the independent monitoring institution in Estonia, as outlined in art 33 of the Convention. During these past 2 years, I’ve seen significant improvement in awareness of the rights of people with disabilities among civil servants and service providers, but especially among the overall Estonian society. However, I have also witnessed that it has taken an unacceptably long time to set some missing milestones.
The Equal Treatment Act, which is one of the most important pieces of legislation alongside the Constitution of Estonia to ensure equal treatment of people, is, in fact, in conflict with the principles of the Constitution and the Convention. According to the Act, people with disabilities are still deprived of equal access to services, including social welfare, healthcare, housing and education. This means that there is still no effort and motivation to make these services more accessible to people with disabilities. Unfortunately, we see a similar trend for state-funded services.
It is also worrying that people have to fight for the right to get the services from the state and local municipalities, often also in court. By law, the state should supervise the provision and quality of social services and education but often fails to ensure that all local authorities follow the law and help the people in need. 
It is especially unfortunate when children are affected. For example, by the law, inclusive education should be provided in all schools. The law also enacts that, where necessary, at least the services of a special education teacher, a speech therapist, a psychologist and a social educator should be ensured in school. But in reality, roughly a quarter of children do not get any of these services.
The result of the state’s passiveness is that some local municipalities do not provide services based on peoples’ needs but as little as possible. 
Besides, it is problematic that the state who provides special care services has not been able to set an example for others. In reality, also services provided by the state are not available for all people in need. Instead, people have to wait for the services in a queue for years. Allocating money and finding service providers is a state’s responsibility, but in the law, it is written that the state will provide the service only if there are funds in the state budget and only if the provider has a vacant place. Such provisions in law cannot be considered to be in line with the Convention.
I look hopefully at the state authorities and believe that things will improve rather sooner than later.
Thank you for your attention!

