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General information on the Czech Republic  

 
 
Membership of the Human Rights Council 
The Czech Republic was a member of the Human Rights Council (the Council) from 2006 to 2007. 
 
Members of the troika 
France, South Africa, Nicaragua1 
 
National consultation 
During his opening statement to the Working Group, the head of the Czech delegation mentioned that 
consultations with civil society were ‘the crucial part’ of the preparation for the universal periodic review 
(UPR). He recounted that a draft national report was sent out to interested organisations beforehand. 
 
                                                 
 

 
International Service for Human Rights, 1 Rue de Varembé, P. O. Box 16, 1211 Geneva 20, Switzerland 

Ph: +41 22 9197100, Fax: +41 22 9197125 
E-mail: information@ishr.ch

1 The Czech Republic did not request that a member of its regional group be among its troika. Regional groups selected: African 
Group, Group of Latin American and Caribbean Countries, Western Europe and Other Group. There were no objections by the 
Czech Republic or by the members of the troika to the selection. For a full summary of the selection of troikas, see 
www.ishr.ch/hrm/council/councilalert/council_update_7session.pdf   

, Website: www.ishr.ch   

http://www.ishr.ch/hrm/council/councilalert/council_update_7session.pdf
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Information submitted to the Working Group 
 

 
State report2 

 
The report notes that the Czech Republic was very active during its membership of the Council and, for 
instance, acted as facilitator of the Working Group for the review of mandates of the special procedures. The 
report explains how all the voluntary pledges and commitments made by the State on presenting its 
candidature to the Council in 2006 were fulfilled by June 2007. Next, it outlines the role of courts and 
governmental bodies protecting human rights. The final section gives concrete examples of implementation of 
recommendations made by the monitoring bodies of the international human rights treaties to which the 
Czech Republic is party.3 The issues addressed include discrimination against Roma, forced sterilisation, 
investigation of crimes committed by policemen, domestic violence, and human trafficking. 
 

Official UN documents4 
 
The Czech Republic was encouraged to ratify several international human rights treaties.5 While treaty bodies 
welcomed the legislative reforms that were undertaken, they remained concerned about the degree of 
incorporation of their respective treaties into the domestic legal order.6 The Czech Republic was requested to 
establish an independent national human rights institution.7 Various policy measures were commended,8 
while policies on awareness-raising, education and training were suggested.9 Areas of concern for UN bodies 
include non-discrimination,10 conditions in detention centres,11 wage gap between men and women,12 street 
children,13 and evictions.14 Ill-treatment and discrimination against Roma is a prominent issue in the Czech 
Republic according to several UN bodies. Three treaty bodies’ requests for additional, follow-up information 
were also outlined in the report.15 
 

 
 
2 A/HRC/WG.6/1/CZE/1, available at www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/UPR%5CPAGES%5CCZSession1.aspx 
3 Human Rights Committee, Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (CESCR), Committee on the Elimination of 
Racial Discrimination (CERD), Committee against Torture (CAT), Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against 
Women (CEDAW), Committee on the Rights of the Child (CRC). 
4 A/HRC/WG.6/1/CZE/2, 1 April 2008, available at www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/UPR%5CPAGES%5CCZSession1.aspx 
5 The core universal human rights treaties to which the Czech Republic is a party: International Convention on the Elimination of 
All Forms of Racial Discrimination (ICERD), International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (ICESCR), 
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR), First Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Civil and 
Political Rights (ICCPR-OP1), Second Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR-OP2), 
Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women (CEDAW), Optional Protocol to the Convention on 
the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women (OP-CEDAW), Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, 
Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment (CAT), Optional Protocol to the Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, 
Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment (OP-CAT), Convention on the Rights of the Child, Optional Protocol to the CRC 
on the involvement of children in armed conflict (CRC-OP-AC). 
6 CESCR, CRC, Human Rights Committee, CEDAW. 
7 CESCR. 
8 CRC, CEDAW. 
9 CRC, CESCR, CEDAW, Human Rights Committee. 
10 CEDAW, CERD, Human Rights Committee. 
11 CAT. 
12 CEDAW, CESCR. 
13 CRC. 
14 CERD, Human Rights Committee. 
15 CERD, Human Rights Committee, CAT. 

http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/UPR%5CPAGES%5CCZSession1.aspx
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/UPR%5CPAGES%5CCZSession1.aspx
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Other relevant stakeholders16 
 
This report compiled information submitted by a national human rights institution (NHRI), 17  four non-
governmental organisations (NGOs),18 and the Council of Europe. There was concern about shortcomings in 
the ratification of human rights instruments,19  and the Czech Republic was urged to address these. The 
absence of an anti-discrimination bill and the limited scope of application of constitutional provisions 
protecting against discrimination were criticised. Discrimination against Roma, including forced sterilisation, 
and sexual minorities are prominent themes in the report. Stakeholders were also concerned about, inter alia, 
inadequate prison conditions, inter-prisoner violence, corporal punishment of children, State-led acts of 
exclusion against Roma, the non-existence of social housing, and inequalities in access to education. 
Developments such as the new powers given to the Public Defender of Rights in protecting detainees from 
torture, efforts made to improve the material situation in asylum centres, and moves to improve the protection 
of national minorities were welcomed. 
 
No information was included under the sections key national priorities, initiatives and commitments, and 
capacity building and technical assistance. 
 
 

Interactive dialogue20 
 
 

Presentation by the Czech Republic 
 
The delegation of the Czech Republic was led by Mr Vít Schorm, Government Agent before the European 
Court of Human Rights, Ministry of Justice. He was accompanied by representatives of the department of the 
Minister for Human Rights in the Office of the Government, Ministry of Labour and Social Affairs, Ministry 
of Interior, Ministry of Education, and Ministry of Foreign Affairs. 
 
In his opening speech, Mr Schorm welcomed the UPR as an opportunity to discuss the work of the 
Government of the Czech Republic in the promotion and protection of human rights for everyone within its 
jurisdiction. He reminded the Working Group that the UPR should complement but not duplicate existing 
mechanisms. Mr Schorm emphasised the importance of civil society involvement in the UPR process, and 
stated that the Government will maintain regular contact with civil society in the follow-up to this process. 
 
Mr Schorm thanked States who submitted questions in advance,21 and took the opportunity to reply to some 
of these during his opening statement. He began by explaining the Czech legal system and the roles and 
powers of each national human rights mechanism.22 He also outlined the proposed Anti-discrimination Act, 
which will come into effect this year if adopted by the Parliament as scheduled. Mr Schrom spoke at length of 
the proactive approach which the Government has taken to combat discrimination against and promote the 
integration of minorities, particularly the Roma. Mr Schrom also shed light on the law and Government 

 
 
16 A/HRC/WG.6/1/CZE/3, available at www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/UPR%5CPAGES%5CCZSession1.aspx 
17 Public Defenders of Rights. 
18 Amnesty International, Centre on Housing Rights and Evictions (joint submission), Global Initiative to End All Corporal 
Punishment of Children, International, International Lesbian and Gay Association (joint submission). 
19 Especially following the pledges made by the Czech Republic before being elected as a member of the Human Rights Council. 
20 Most statements made at the UPR Working Group can be found at http://portal.ohchr.org/portal/page/portal/UPR/1session/. Fill 
in the form at www.ohchr.org/english/bodies/hrcouncil/form.htm to receive username and password. Audiovisual archives of the 
meetings of the Working Group ‘webcast’ are available at www.un.org/webcast/unhrc/index.asp. 
21 Cuba, Denmark, Finland, France, Italy, Netherlands, Russian Federation, Sweden, United Kingdom. 
22 Minister for Human Rights, Government Commissioner for Human Rights, Public Defender of Rights (the Ombudsman). 

http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/UPR%5CPAGES%5CCZSession1.aspx
http://portal.ohchr.org/portal/page/portal/UPR/1session/
http://www.ohchr.org/english/bodies/hrcouncil/form.htm
http://www.un.org/webcast/unhrc/index.asp
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programmes in the areas of trafficking in human beings, child pornography, health care and social care 
facilities, domestic violence, same-sex couples, and immigrants. 
 

Key issues 
 
After the initial presentation by the head of delegation, member States and observer States were given the 
floor for three and two minutes respectively. There were 21 States that took the floor, a small number 
compared to other reviews that have taken place during this session. The Czech delegation responded to the 
questions and recommendations put to it in two clusters, in the middle and at the end of the list of speakers. 
The review, which finished almost one hour ahead of schedule, was completed by a short concluding 
statement by the head of the Czech delegation. 
 
States welcomed the recent developments in human rights protection in the Czech Republic, such as the 
adoption of laws and the creation of Government agencies. Several delegations highlighted the State’s active 
participation at the international level, particularly with regard to the institution-building of the Council and 
reporting to treaty-monitoring bodies.23 
 
During the interactive dialogue, comments, questions, and recommendations were made on the following 
issues: ethnic minorities and discrimination (including the Anti-discrimination Bill, neo-Nazism, 
discrimination against Roma), access to social services, forced sterilisation, human trafficking, advancement 
of women, domestic violence, migrant workers, removal of children from their biological parents, sexual 
exploitation of children, street children, sexual orientation, rendition flights, use of cage beds, police 
inspections, supervision of prison personnel, training and independence of the judiciary, existing and 
envisaged national human rights mechanisms, ratification of international treaties, and follow-up to the UPR. 
 
A large proportion of the Working Group’s questions were centred on discrimination against minorities, 
with many States expressing particular concern about the situation of the Roma community. Canada and Cuba 
voiced their concern about alleged ill-treatment of Roma by Czech police, and the latter inquired about the 
measures being taken to eliminate this problem. China urged the adoption of the Anti-discrimination Bill, 
while Pakistan asked for clarification on the complaints procedure which it would establish.24 The Czech 
Republic explained that the Ombudsman will be given the power to aid victims of discrimination, hear 
individual complaints, make recommendations to various bodies, and carry out research and issue 
independent reports on discrimination in the State. Brazil inquired about the practical measures that are being 
taken by the Government to promote and monitor the right to equal treatment and to assist victims of 
discrimination. It also asked how the Government is planning to assess the results of its policies. Bangladesh 
enquired about the scope of the Anti-discrimination Bill and the spectrum of its coverage. The Czech 
delegation repeated the various tasks that the Ombudsman will be vested with if this Bill is passed. It also 
highlighted that the Code of Civil Procedure includes a reversed burden of proof in anti-discrimination cases 
which favours the victims of discrimination. 
 
Speaking on the issue of gender, Slovenia recommended that the Czech Republic use the Yogyakarta 
Principles25 to assists its human rights policies in the area of sexual minorities. 
 
The related issue of discrimination in access to social services also drew considerable attention. Algeria 
recommended the enactment of anti-discrimination legislation with regard to housing. Brazil asked about the 

 
 
23 Russian Federation, Slovenia, Azerbaijan, Pakistan, Mexico, Bangladesh, Bosnia and Herzegovina. 
24 A similar question was asked by Malaysia. 
25 The Yogyakarta Principles on the Application of International Human Rights Law in relation to Sexual Orientation and Gender 
Identity (2006), available at www.yogyakartaprinciples.org. 

http://www.yogyakartaprinciples.org/
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steps envisaged by the Government to remedy inequalities in access to social services.26  Cuba inquired 
specifically about access to education, particularly by the Roma. A representative from the Czech Ministry of 
Education assured that ‘extensive attention’ is being paid by the Government to the education of Roma 
children. She explained that the Government is working on minimising the cost of education, offering support 
measures such as preparatory classes, and increasing the number of teaching assistants. She stressed that ‘all 
measures are designed to make access smooth’, and that the new curricula reform strongly follows the 
concept of ‘school for all’. The representative also insisted that the Government is considering new education 
strategies to address the issue of Roma children being placed in schools designed for mentally disabled 
children. The Netherlands recognised the actions and efforts taken by the Czech Government, but remained 
worried about the situation and recommend a follow-up report specifically on discrimination in access to 
education. Similarly, Bosnia and Herzegovina asked whether the Government takes positive steps to assess 
the status of Roma in the field of education. Mexico recommended the introduction of bi-lingual school 
programmes for Roma pupils. The Czech Republic affirmed that it is working to identify indicators in this 
field, and hoped to provide the Working Group with more data and monitoring in the next session. The 
delegation also explained that the Government has to remain sensitive to the society when amending the 
education system; ‘the steps must be smooth and slow, not to shock the society’.  
 
Several States expressed their concern about the practice of forced sterilisation of Roma. The Russian 
Federation recommended that the Ombudsman study this ‘inhuman practice’. Algeria called upon the 
Government to bring perpetrators to justice and provide reparations to victims. It also recommended the 
establishment of clear, mandatory criteria which must be met prior to a sterilisation operation.27 The Czech 
Republic explained that at present, the law requires that a special form be filled in before a sterilisation 
operation. Moreover, the Special Health Services Act, which is currently under consideration, will offer 
greater protection for minors and incapacitated people. The State also highlighted that the first perpetrators of 
this crime were brought to justice in 2007, and the victim was offered 30,000 US dollars in compensation. 
 
Recommendations made by the Working Group on methods to address the persistent discrimination 
against the Roma included implementation of treaty body recommendations,28  institutionalisation of an 
agency for the inclusion of Roma communities,29  training and awareness-raising,30  creation of a justice 
system complying with international standards, 31  and compilation of disaggregated data. 32  The Czech 
Republic responded that an Agency for the inclusion of Roma communities has been set up, and it focuses on 
several areas such as education, housing, and employment. The delegate elaborated on specific programmes 
run by this Agency in each of these fields. Mexico asked a general question about particular measures that 
have been identified as ideal for overcoming discriminatory practices and racial segregation of minorities. 
Although this question was not explicitly answered, a response may be implied from the extensive discussion 
of the different measures taken by the Government to combat discrimination. 
 
Questions and recommendations on different dimensions of children’s rights also arose during the 
interactive dialogue. Malaysia welcomed the Czech Republic’s efforts in the protection of children from 
sexual exploitation.33 Romania asked how the Czech Republic assesses successes in this area, and also 
requested details on the elements of the 2007-2008 strategies in this area. Iran also expressed its concern 
about the sexual abuse of children, and asked what concrete measures are being taken by the Government to 

 
 
26 A similar question was asked by Mexico. 
27 Echoed by Brazil. 
28 Russian Federation, China. 
29 Mexico, Brazil. 
30 Algeria. 
31 Algeria. 
32 Cuba. 
33 Echoed by the United Kingdom, Bangladesh, Romania. 



UPR of Czech Republic, 1stth session – 16 April 2008 
 

 
 International Service for Human Rights 6 

                                                

develop an effective system of protection. In reply, the Czech delegation explained that the Penal Code 
includes provisions on child pornography and child trafficking. Furthermore, there are special programmes 
for vulnerable groups of children, such as free assistance for children at risk of delinquency and the 
establishment of interview rooms for traumatised victims. Iran recommended that the Government take all 
necessary measures to promote and strengthen the foundation of the family and values in society to combat 
domestic violence and abuse of children. 
 
Canada expressed its concern about reports of arbitrary removal of children from their biological parents, 
and the disproportionate impact of this practice on Roma children. It asked for further information on this 
issue, and recommended that the government institutionalise the protection of children from this practice. A 
representative of the Ministry of Labour and Social Affairs of the Czech Republic acknowledged the high 
number of cases of removal of children, but assured that this is a measure that is used only in exceptional 
circumstances and is subject to the approval of a judge. Moreover, affected families have the right to appeal 
through administrative and judicial bodies. A paper by the police identified the need for rules in this area, and 
in response, the Ministry of Interior approved new guidelines, and oversight bodies were established. The 
Government’s emphasis is on prevention through counselling and education of parents, and the stabilisation 
of the family to allow children to return. 
 
Bosnia and Herzegovina expressed its concern about the increasing number of street children in the Czech 
Republic, noting that the majority of these children are Roma. It inquired whether the Government protects 
these children and ensures their access to services such as education and health care. It encouraged steps to be 
taken in this area. The Czech Republic replied that the Government does run programmes for these children, 
and the emphasis is on improving the situation on the ground with measures other than institutional care. 
 
The Working Group furthermore referred to issues related to law enforcement mechanisms in the Czech 
Republic. With regard to the judiciary, Canada recommended increased training in international human 
rights, as well as the implementation of measures to strengthen its independence.34 The Czech delegation 
admitted that there had been ‘problems’ with the Chair of the Supreme Court, but insisted that there are no 
‘concrete problems’ with the independence of the judiciary. Regardless, the Criminal Code contains relevant 
provisions and the Government is conducting many prevention activities in this area. 
 
Azerbaijan was interested to hear about the proposed Police Act. A representative of the Ministry of Interior 
of the Czech Republic confirmed that a new draft law is pending, and will hopefully come into effect in 
January 2009. This law includes provisions on, inter alia, community policing methods and police tasks. 
Moreover, the Ministry of Interior and the Ministry of Justice are preparing a new draft law on an 
independent body for the investigation of crimes committed by policemen. It was also pointed out that there 
has been a ‘big improvement’ with regard to detention conditions. Ukraine asked the Czech Republic to 
elaborate on existing mechanisms for supervision of prison personnel. In reply, a Czech representative 
explained that there is internal control within prisons as well as oversight by the Ombudsman. Moreover, the 
State maintains a dialogue with the European Committee for the Prevention of Torture. 
 
Australia pointed out that the Czech Republic does not have a national human rights institution (NHRI) in 
accordance with the Paris Principles,35 and enquired whether there are any plans to establish one. Canada 
also recommended the establishment of such an institution. The Czech Republic pointed out that the structure 
of the current NHRI is described in the national report, and appeared to assert that it is already in conformity 
with the Paris Principles. 

 
 
34 The United States also inquired about measures to combat corruption and interference with the judicial system. 
35 The Principles relating to the status and functioning of national institutions for protection and promotion of human rights (Paris 
Principles) were adopted by the United Nations General Assembly as an Annex to Resolution 48/134. Available at 
www.un.org/Depts/dhl/res/resa48.htm. 

http://www.un.org/Depts/dhl/res/resa48.htm
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The Czech Republic was encouraged to ratify a number of international human rights treaties, including 
the International Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their 
Families,36 Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities,37 and International Convention for the 
Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearance.38 Furthermore, France pointed out that the Czech 
Republic is the only member of the European Union that has yet to ratify the Rome Statute of the 
International Criminal Court. Slovenia asked what the obstacles to ratification are, and whether the State 
intends to ratify it in the near future.39 A representative of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs replied that the 
Czech Republic has supported the idea of an International Criminal Court from the beginning and took active 
part in the drafting of the Rome Statute. A new, third proposal for ratification drafted by the Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs and the Ministry of Justice is now before the Parliament. 
 
Pakistan pointed out that in its report, the Czech Republic referred to the timeframe for the consideration and 
approval of various draft laws as ‘in the nearest future’.40 It thus asked for a more specific approximation of 
the timeframe, as well as whether there are any interim measures in place. The Czech delegation replied that 
the Chamber of Deputies, the lower chamber of Parliament, has already approved the Anti-discrimination Bill, 
and it is now being dealt with in the Senate, which will probably finish its hearings this month. The 
representative asserted that the law may be effective by the end of this year. In relation to an earlier question, 
the Czech Republic submitted that the new law on police will hopefully come into effect in January 2009. 
 

Closing remarks by the Czech Republic 
 

The UPR of the Czech Republic ended with a very brief closing statement by the head of the Czech 
delegation, Mr Vít Schorm. He promised that the Government will carefully study all the recommendations 
that were made and submit its views in time for the June session of the Council. He also expressed his 
Government’s intention to re-engage in consultations with civil society following the adoption of the final 
UPR report in June. Mr Schorm thanked all delegations who took the floor, saying that they have contributed 
to ‘bringing positive change into the lives of people in the Czech territory’. 
 
 

Adoption of the report 
 
The draft report of the Working Group was considered and adopted as scheduled on the afternoon of 18 April 
2008. States that had taken part in the interactive dialogue were invited to review the text and request any 
editorial changes related to their own statements through the secretariat over the next two weeks. The process 
of adopting the draft report went smoothly and lasted less than 10 minutes. 
 
Before the adoption of the draft report, the Ambassador of South Africa made a short statement on behalf of 
the troika. She began by explaining that the text reflects the statements made during the interactive dialogue 
in chronological order. She thanked the Secretariat for the professional manner in which it assisted the troika 
despite the ‘immense time pressures’. The Ambassador also announced that the Czech Republic has opted to 
include its views on the recommendations made during the review in the outcome document that will be 
adopted by the Council in June. Before concluding her presentation, the Ambassador made a minor oral 
amendment to the draft report.41 

 
 
36 Algeria, Mexico.  
37 Mexico. 
38 France, Mexico. 
39 The ratification of the Rome Statute was also recommended by Canada 
40 Specific reference was made to the Anti-discrimination Bill, Medical Services Bill, and Police Act. 
41 The Russian Federation had requested that its name be added to recommendations two and five in paragraph 44. 
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The Ambassador of the Czech Republic also spoke before the adoption of the draft report. He thanked the 
members of the troika for their ‘invaluable support’. He described the UPR as an enriching experience which 
gave the delegation ‘a lot of encouragement and a lot of ideas on how to improve the situation of human 
rights in the Czech Republic’. He also remarked that the comments and questions that were posed during the 
interactive dialogue were ‘clear proof’ of how carefully States had read the background documents, and thus 
of how seriously they took the UPR exercise. In conclusion, the Ambassador reiterated that the Government 
will submit its views on the recommendations in time for the June session of the Council. 
 
After these two short statements, the Working Group adopted the draft report on the Czech Republic by 
consensus. 
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