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I very warmly welcome the distinguish Delegation of Singapore. I am honored to serve as Co- Rapporteur in the State party reporting procedure.  Honorable, Mr Eric CHUA, Head of Delegation, Senior Parliamentary Secretary Ministry of Social and Family Development & Ministry of Culture, Community and Youth and distinguished delegation members of Singapore, I also want to express my sincere gratitude to all delegates for your significant contribution to submit the report and response to the list of issues. Furthermore, the committee appreciates your strong commitment to promote human rights and well-being of all persons with disabilities in Singapore.
	
In addition, I would like to thank to OPDs and CSOs to shear with us your experience and intensive needs. I admire your effort and contribution persons with disabilities and OPDs to take part here in Geneva and to those who join us in the web TV.  

Singapore signed on to the Convention in 2013. The Committee acknowledges various efforts done by the government to promote the human rights of persons with disabilities, including the ratification of the Marrakesh Treaty to Facilitate Access to Published Works for Persons Who Are Blind, Visually Impaired or Otherwise Print Disabled and the adoption of the Enabling Masterplan (EM).

However, Singapore has not yet ratify the Optional Protocol nor, withdraw the reservations to articles 12 (4), 25 (e) and 29 (a) (iii) and adopted legal framework to eliminate discrimination on the ground of disabilities.

By reading the State report, Singapore does not have an official definition of disability.  A discourse of charity generally is common practices in Singapore society. Providing social services for persons with disabilities are currently responded by Social Service Agencies, mostly run by persons without disabilities who set up various voluntary organizations and deny roles and meaningful participation of all persons with disabilities as rights holders.

To this connection, I would like to reiterate that disability is a human rights issue. CRPD defines that disabilities is a long-term physical, mental, intellectual or sensory impairments which interaction with various barriers may hinder their full and effective participation in society on an equal basis with others. Thus, the concept of social model of disability is a primary principle concern when the implementation is taking place. 
In addition, psychosocial disability does not recognize as a disability condition, therefore person with psychosocial disability continue to be excluded and don’t access to mainstream public services and disability specific services. Singapore’s laws continue to constitute a substitute decision-making regime, guardianship and involuntary hospitalisation, and forced treatment in psychiatric hospital and general hospital. Finally, the shift towards community-based support is based on the framework of community mental health screening, and prevention of mental illnesses.

The committee further concern about women and girls with disability and children with disabilities are subjected of charity and medical intervention. However, the Committee reaffirms that they should live independent life and be away in institutions, in their quest for equal access to justice, be exercising their sexual autonomy, or in their search for medical treatment. In addition, Persons with disabilities as a population, of Singapore experience significant economic inequities through works and employment and education. Access to social services are still limited.   These require a strong engagement in other sectors of society beyond the scope of Enable and Social Service Agencies. 

In sprit of these issues, intellectual with disabilities and autism persons are confined at homes and deny access to public services and social protection scheme as this is a negative impact of a lack of a comprehensive accessibility legislation covering all facets and effective sanctions for non-compliance for its implementation and a lack of reliable national database for its monitoring.  The EN Steering Committee on Disability (SCD) and implementing committee lack decision making and monitoring authority;
Last but not lease, the committee has a significantly concerned on death penalty  a lack of appropriate individualized procedural accommodation for persons with disabilities, reasonable accommodation and solely medical approach in the legal system
These are serious allegations, and they require answers. It is the purpose of this dialogue today and tomorrow to establish the current status of the implementation of the Convention.  It is with the greatest pleasure that we engage with you in an open and honest exchange conversation.
 
My questions on the 1st cluster 1-10 rt. 1- 4 what steps the State Party taken; 

Q1: to ratify the Optional Protocol to the Convention and to withdraw the reservations to articles 12 (4), 25 (e) and 29 (a) (iii) 
Q2: to develop a comprehensive legislation tackling discrimination against persons with disabilities in all aspects of life and regardless age, gender, ethnicity, religion, language, nationality and migration status to promote, protect and monitor implementation of the Convention
Q3: to review and develop The EMPs particular definition of disabilities aligned with CRPD Persons with disabilities include those who have long-term physical, mental, intellectual or sensory impairments which in interaction with various barriers may hinder their full and effective participation in society on an equal basis with others.
Q4: what appropriate mechanism the State party taken to ensure coordination and collaboration as disability is an intersectional construct, there is a need for collaboration among ministries and agencies.

Article 10 – Right to life
Q: What steps the State party taken to repeal the death penalty regime under the Penal Code and the Misuse of Drugs Act as the death penalty constitutes a violation of the right to life and the right not to be subjected to cruel, inhuman or degrading punishment.

Thank you Madam Chair
