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Statement by the Citizens Commission on Human Rights Europe
at the Opening of the 35th session of 
the Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities
    
12 August 2026


Dear Chair, distinguished experts of the Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities, and everyone else, 
My name is Torsten Hjelmar and I speak here as the Coordinator for the Citizens Commission on Human Rights Europe, or CCHR for short. 
This is an update on the latest developments and handling of the drafted possible new Additional Protocol to the Council of Europe’s Oviedo Convention.
That we now once again have to update on this is not because everything is going well, but we will end off stating that there seem to be a significant improved recognition of the CRPD and acceptance of it among European states.
When reading the CRPD itself, the General comments, the guidelines on article 14 etc. it should leave no doubts that the possible new Additional Protocol violates the text and spirit of the CRPD, but what we are facing in the Council of Europe is not objective thinking and factually considering international human rights law. 
[bookmark: _Hlk237271874]Following the unanimous vote of the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe in January 2026 that was rejecting the drafted Additional Protocol the Secretariat of the Council’s decision-making body, the Ministers’ Deputies, commissioned a confidential study on the CRPD and the compatibility of the Additional protocol to it. 
This legal analysis while it may not be openly stated is meant to defend the possibility of a new Additional protocol, in violation of the CRPD and undermining the paradigm shift initiated by it. The commissioned legal analysis for this purpose does not consider all required UN documents on the CRPD. The work on it was even kept secret from the CRPD Committee.
And this confidential text written by a single professor from the Potsdam University in Berlin concluded that the draft Additional Protocol cannot be regarded as being precluded by, or running counter to, the CRPD. 
It was presented to the Council of Europe’s Ministers’ Deputies in May prior to the Deputies first meeting in this final stage of the review process.
Of course, a lot of advocacy efforts was done by many groups prior to this meeting. And the result was that at the 27 May meeting of the Ministers’ Deputies there were two widely opposing viewpoints on the Additional protocol. No final decision could be made, and the only thing that was clear, was that the drafted version of the Additional protocol could not be approved as it was written. 
The confidential text was then used to argue for a revision of the draft Additional protocol. The purpose was not to aligned it with the CRPD, which is impossible, but to reflect the reality of existing regulations in Europe on involuntary measures in psychiatry, with the view of strengthening the procedural safeguards. 
Following heated discussions within the Ministers’ Deputies, a vote was done on how to proceed. Less than half of the 46 member states’ representatives participated. And the result was that a dozen countries, just 26% of the member states of the Council, then could dictate the future direction which they envisioned as a revised Additional protocol. 
I will now turn over the word to my colleague from CCHR Spain, she will introduce herself and continue. 
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