[bookmark: _GoBack]Thank you, Mme Chair,
May I begin my opening remarks by welcoming Estonia, which is a Baltic sister of my country, in Estonian: Tere päevast Eesti.
I warmly welcome the high-level delegation of Estonia to the constructive dialog online with the Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities of the United Nations!
Honourable Head of Delegation of Estonia, the Deputy Secretary General, Mr. Rait Kuuse,
Your Excellency Ambassador Mrs. Katrin Saarsalu-Layachi, 
May I also warmly welcome the organisations of persons with disability and all persons with disabilities of Estonia who join us by watching our constructive dialogue and who I thank for their alternative reports.
It is a first constructive dialog of the Committee online, caused by the COVID-19 pandemic, and I thank the Estonian Government for accepting our call to review its initial report, despite the current pandemic outbreak in Estonia. On behalf of the Committee, I would like to express my deepest condolences to the families and friends of persons with disabilities, passed away due to coronavirus.
It is my privilege and pleasure to be a country rapporteur of the initial report of Estonia to the UN Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities. 
As a country rapporteur, it is my role to assess the progress but also to identify the challenges that persons with disabilities face in Estonia. I would like to commend the Government of Estonia for the new Work Ability Support System, which has had an important positive effect on the employment of persons with disabilities. However, the disability-assessment system is still not aligned with the human rights model of disability, enshrined in the Convention. I am concerned by the information, that at an important number of children with disabilities lost their disability status by decision of disability-assessment administration bodies, and, respectively they lost support for their social inclusion. Please inform the Committee whether and how this issue has been solved, and whether the recommendations by organisations of persons with disabilities have been taken on board in this regard?
Another question, that I have, is about the investment of public funds, including the EU Structural funds, in the construction of new residential institutions, also called “family-type houses” or “care villages”. Within its General Comment No 6 on art 19 the Committee has explained that group homes perpetuates institutionalization and social segregation of persons with disabilities. I want to ask you, whether Estonian Government plans to redirect the European Funds from building new institutions to developing personal assistance arrangements and making accessible regular services and facilities for persons with disabilities. 
During the dialog, the Committee would like also to hear, whether the Government of Estonia considers to withdraw its interpretative declaration of article 12 On Equal Recognition before the Law and to repeal all discriminatory legislation, allowing for the deprivation of legal capacity of a person on the grounds of impairment. We would like to hear, whether the substitute decision-making regime is planned to be abolished and the supported decision-making mechanism, that respect wills and preferences of persons with disabilities, will be put in place in Estonia.
My colleagues will have more questions to you, but before I end my opening remarks, I would like to call the attention of the delegation of Estonia, as a State member of Council of Europe, on a serious issue regarding the rights of persons with psychosocial disabilities. 
In a letter addressed to the Council of Europe and dated September 2017, the Committee, jointly with the UN Special Rapporteur on the rights of persons with disabilities, raised serious concerns about the draft of Additional Protocol to the Oviedo Convention on Human Rights and Biomedicine, of the Council of Europe. This draft seriously conflicts with the CRPD Convention, as it: 1) legitimizes the use of force and arbitrary deprivation of liberty; it contains stigmatizing language when referring to persons with psychosocial disabilities; and it breaches the right to non-discrimination.
On behalf of the Committee, I kindly request the delegation to answer whether the State party intends to oppose the adoption of aforesaid Oviedo Protocol.
Here I stop my opening remarks and I give back the floor to the chair of the Committee. 
I thank you and look forward to our fruitful and constructive dialogue. 
