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The European Roma Rights Centre (ERRC)1, Life Together2 and the Group of Women Harmed by Forced
Sterilization3 submit this parallel report to highlight some key human rights concerns in the Czech Republic.

Continuing Segregation of Romani Children in Education
The continuing segregation of Romani children in schools and the overrepresentation of Romani children in
special schools in Czech Republic violate a host of international and regional human rights conventions.
In 2007, the European Court of Human Rights (ECtHR) pronounced the system of segregated education of
Romani children in the Czech Republic to be illegal discrimination.4 Almost five years later, Romani children
continue to be systematically segregated into substandard schools. These ongoing violations have been noted
by two United Nations human rights treaty bodies.
The UN Committee on the Rights of the Child stated in its Concluding Observations in August 2011 that it
remained “deeply concerned that in spite of its previous recommendations… and the 2007 decision of the
European Court of Human Rights, D.H. and Others v. the Czech Republic, there continue to be serious and widespread issues of discrimination, particularly against the minority Roma children in the State party, including the
systemic and unlawful segregation of children of Roma origin from mainstream education.”5
In 2011, the UN Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination (CERD) also expressed its concern
“regarding the persistent segregation of Romani children in education.” It recommended that the Czech Government “take concrete steps to ensure effective de-segregation of Romani children and students and to ensure
they are not deprived of their rights to education of any type or at any level.”6
State monitoring bodies have confirmed the continuing problem of discrimination of Romani children, with
no discernible improvement in recent years. In March 2010, the Czech School Inspection Authority issued a
report indicating that 83% of practical schools (formerly called special schools, changed in 2005 with the adoption of the Education Act) had not changed substantively, describing them as “hidden special schools.” Romani
children still constituted 35% of children diagnosed with light mental disability, while this number was as high
as 50% in some regions. Furthermore, the report indicated that at least 5,000 children without any diagnosis of
disability were placed in the former “special schools” for children categorised as having a disability.7
The Czech Government’s reforms have been grossly inadequate. Its National Action Plan of Inclusive Education (NAPIE), adopted in 2010, fails to embrace the fundamental principle of inclusive education whereby all
children, Romani and non-Romani, those with disabilities and those without, should be educated together in a
mainstream school setting with appropriate supports, and not separated out into schools or classes that carry
the stigma of inferiority. The plan shows a lack of urgency in implementation. It was adopted in 2010 but has
no concrete actions planned before 2014. At least two more classes of children will be wrongly placed into
special education before the Ministry of Education takes any first real steps to improve the situation.
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In September 2011 the Czech Government adopted a Strategy for the Fight Against Social Exclusion 2011-2015
(Strategy). This Strategy is vastly superior to the NAPIE, but many of its key provisions (such as the need to abolish the system of practical schools) were subsequently repudiated by Ministry of Education officials. Moreover,
no budget has been allocated to put the Strategy into practice. European Union structural funds have not been
deployed by the Government in support of meaningful reform.
The political context around school reform is turbulent, as evidenced by the contradictory policies contained in
the NAPIE and the Strategy. This turbulence can be seen at the staff level as well. Since 2007, the team responsible for inclusion policy and programmes at the Ministry of Education has been decimated by restructuring,
and several reformist staff members have resigned in protest against its failure to address segregation, including
the Director of the Department for Special Education and Equal Opportunities.
Recently adopted legislation legalises the status quo, perpetuating the placement of children without disabilities
into classes established for children with disabilities. Decree 147/2011 Coll. stipulates that a pupil without a disability can be placed into a class for children with a medical disability if he/she “is a pupil with social disadvantage and was continuously failing at mainstream school in the long term even with respect to special educational
needs and use of equalising measures.”8
A new testing regime, proposed by the Ministry of Education for implementation in 2013, could also encourage segregation.9 Tests will only assess aggregated school results from each school, and will not take into account the learning difficulties of individual children. This broad testing methodology may have an impact on
schools’ efforts towards inclusion. Schools may be even more reluctant to accept children from socially disadvantaged backgrounds, for fear of losing funding if they don’t score well on the tests.
Lack of data on the placement of Romani children into practical schools is an ongoing issue, which hinders
effective decision making and policy development.
In 2009, the Czech Government finally complied with European Union law by implementing an Anti-Discrimination Act, but to date, no known case testing its provisions as a safeguard against discrimination in education
has been brought in the Czech courts. In addition, this legislation was recently criticised by CERD in its review of
the Czech Republic in September 2011. The Committee noted that the legal provisions against discrimination are
scattered across a range of other Czech laws, resulting in differing grounds and remedies depending on the area of
discrimination. As a result, the Committee was concerned that victims of discrimination may find access to justice
“cumbersome, slow and ineffective” and recommended that the Czech Government consolidate the prohibited
grounds of discrimination and standardise remedies for racial discrimination. The Committee also noted that
under the current legal provisions, “establishing discrimination remains reportedly difficult and the only additional
means of protection stipulated by the Anti-Discrimination Act is recourse to the Ombudsman who has however
limited direct power.” It recommended that the Czech Government consider unifying its legislation, simplifying
judicial procedures in cases of racial discrimination, and strengthening the mandate of the Ombudsman.10

Insufficient State Response to Cases of Anti-Roma Violence
In its 2008 concluding observations, the UPR Working Group recommended that Czech authorities develop
appropriate training and awareness-raising measures towards Roma and other marginalised groups and create
a justice system complying with international standards and ensuring that perpetrators can be brought to justice. It also highlighted the need for adequate protection for human rights defenders and marginalised groups
against racially motivated violence.11 The submitting organisations note there have been increasing numbers of
violent attacks and regular anti-Roma marches organised by a reinvigorated Neo-Nazi movement. The ERRC
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is aware of at least nine marches since January 2011, one of which led to a violent attack on a Romani man,
leaving him with head injuries.12
The ERRC monitors media reports of attacks against Roma and/or their property in the Czech Republic.
Between January 2008 and January 2012, the media reported 42 incidents. Three attacks resulted in the death
of the Romani victim, including one minor. The attacks left at least 19 people, including three minors, with
injuries; two of which were life-threatening.13
In 2011, the ERRC produced a report on the State response to violence in the Czech Republic (also Hungary
and Slovakia.) It monitored the State response in 14 of the most violent anti-Roma attacks reported to police
in the Czech Republic. The cases involved a number of physical assaults, attempts of murder, riots against
Roma, pogroms and arson attacks. The results of the State response to these attacks varied widely, from
“perpetrator(s) not identified” to “22 years in prison.”
Of the 14 cases the ERRC examined:
QQ

QQ

QQ

QQ

In four cases police investigation was suspended because no suspect was identified;
In two cases prosecution was cancelled in favour of misdemeanour procedures before municipal authorities (involving 17 perpetrators);
In one case prosecution was pending;
In seven cases judgments were issued: five which resulted in imprisonment (all are or may be under appeal)
and two which resulted in suspended sentences or fines (one may be under appeal).

As concerns the racial motivation of the 14 examined cases:
QQ

In four cases authorities did not comment on motivation because no suspect was identified;

QQ

In seven cases racial motivation was ruled out;

QQ

In two cases racial motivation was confirmed by the court (one decision final and one under appeal);

QQ

In one case no information was available.

Some positive measures have been implemented by Czech police, such as the establishment of anti-conflict
departments across the country to fight and prevent violence and aggressive behavior; the Organised Crime
Detection Unit (ÚOOZ) launching raids against right-wing extremism, and the recent police operations protecting Roma in the Šluknovsko region.14 However, a much greater police response is needed to adequately
respond to the deteriorating situation in the country.

Failure to Adequately Address Forced and Coercive
Sterilisation of Romani Women15
In 2005, the Czech Public Defender of Rights (Ombudsman) acknowledged that the practice of sterilisation
without free and informed consent occurred in the former Czechoslovakia, mostly affecting Romani women.16
This practice was encouraged by State policy. The Ombudsman’s report motivated recommendations of urgent
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action by Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination Against Women (CEDAW) (in 2006 and 2010), the
CERD (2007), the Human Rights Committee (2007), the Human Rights Council under the Universal Periodic
Review (2008) and the European Commission against Racism and Intolerance (2009).17
In November 2009, Czech authorities acknowledged individual failures and expressed regret for forced or
coercive sterilisations.18 However, the governmental response did not go any further to introduce any form of
redress mechanism or safeguards.
Significant barriers to access to justice persist for the victims of coercive sterilisation, mostly Romani women.
The primary challenge is that the three-year statute of limitation, dating from the moment of sterilisation, prevents the majority of victims from bringing civil claims for damages.
On 17 February 2012, the Czech Government’s Human Rights Council passed a recommendation urging the
Czech Government to introduce a mechanism for adequate financial redress for victims of involuntary sterilisation. The Council advised establishing a systematic and transparent compensation mechanism for women
subjected to involuntary sterilisations. In this regard, the motion suggests creating a compensation committee
that would review the cases of sterilisation and propose remedies.19
The current recommendation, which was drafted by the Council’s Committee against Torture, is already the
third recommendation concerning the practice of sterilisation in the Czech Republic which the Council has
discussed since 2003. According to the Committee’s estimates, as few as 59 (the cases previously documented
by the Czech Ombudsman), and as many as 1000 (an estimate based on the Swedish experience) women could
be entitled to compensation. The Committee’s recommendation proposes compensation of between 300,000
to 400,000 Czech crowns depending on the degree of harm caused and the degree to which existing regulations
were violated. It is estimated that the State could pay out as much as 400 million Czech crowns.
Under the compensation proposal, women subjected to forced or coercive sterilisations between 1 January 1972 and
27 May 1991 would be directly eligible for compensation. The proposal refers to the Czech Ombudsman findings
which declared a direct involvement of the State social sector in the sterilisation practice during that period, as the
State provided financial and material incentives to women undergoing sterilisation.
Women sterilised after 1991 would also be entitled to compensation if they were unable to sue in civil court before the three-year statute of limitations expired. The Ombudsman distinguishes this group as being victimised
by individual doctors and hospitals, and not by State intervention (even though the health care system remains
largely in the hands of the State). Women from this second group could theoretically seek remedy in civil court
trials, but the compensation mechanism for this group remains unclear. Although the current motion precisely
specifies the first group as women sterilised before 27 May 1991, the second group is defined as all women
sterilised after 1991. This negligent separation thus generates a third possible group, women sterilised between
27 May and 31 December 1991, which is left entirely uncovered by the recommendation.
There are also some cases in which the victims were forcefully or coercively sterilised in Slovakia prior to 1991 but are
now resident in the Czech Republic. The redress for these women is similarly unclear in the current recommendation.
To date there have been only three court cases where forced or coercively sterilised women have been financially compensated. Two cases were considered by the European Court of Human Rights and one by the domestic
court. The women, sterilised in 1997, 2001 and 2003,20 were already compensated either by the court decision
or in an extrajudicial settlement.
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The Council recommendations also include: free of charge legal assistance for sterilised women as well as a
recommendation to the Czech Government (Ministry of Health) to make sure that the medical documents on
sterilisation remain archived. Until recently, the law allowed hospitals to dispose of documents after 40 years.
This has significant consequences for women sterilised in the early 1970s.

Recommendations
In order to fully address the problem of segregation of Romani children in education, Czech authorities should:
QQ

QQ

QQ

QQ

QQ

QQ

QQ

Provide detailed information on use of structural funds, the status of the NAPIE, its relationship to the
new inclusion strategy and budget allocated for inclusive education in 2012;
Monitor and collect disaggregated data according to ethnicity, gender and disability which can assess
the implementation and impact on the ground of the decrees, NAPIE, testing pilots and other steps to
promote inclusive education;
Institute systemic support measures for Romani students to succeed in mainstream schools;
Make effective steps towards inclusive education in mainstream schools for all children and where needed, provide adequate educational support for pupils within such schools;
Adopt legislation in 2012 explicitly mandating the desegregation of Czech schools;
Strengthen anti-discrimination legislation to enable positive action leading to the abolition of segregated
settings and the achievement of better education outcomes for children from Romani communities and
children with disabilities; and clearly define in the law segregation as one of the forms of discrimination; and
Adopt a concrete plan and timeline commencing at the earliest opportunity, with clear annual targets to
eliminate school segregation and secure full integration of all children with an actual or perceived disability into an inclusive education setting within five years.

In order to address the ongoing violent attacks against Roma and to ensure an adequate State response, Czech
authorities should:21
QQ

QQ

QQ

QQ

QQ

QQ

QQ

QQ

QQ

QQ
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Prosecute to the fullest extent of the law all perpetrators of violence and hate crimes against Roma;
Promulgate clear guidance on the investigation and prosecution of violence against Roma and hate
crimes, in line with guidance available from the OSCE and countries such as the United Kingdom;
Ensure that relevant authorities use available information and guidelines for investigating and prosecuting
hate crimes in their response to crimes against Roma;
Senior Government officials should publicly denounce every instance of anti-Roma violence and other
kinds of hate crimes;
Regularly collect, publish and analyse data disaggregated by ethnicity on violence against Roma, including
hate crimes, and their prosecution;
Ensure full assistance, protection, and compensation mechanisms to the victims of violence;
Provide systematic and ongoing training to police officers, prosecutors and judges on addressing violence
against Roma and hate crimes;
Scale up or implement programmes to increase the number of Roma employed in police forces;
Develop community safety and policing programmes, with close cooperation among police, Romani
NGOs and Romani communities; and
Support grassroots activities to promote cooperation between Romani NGOs and authorities to increase
reporting of crimes of violence and hate crimes.
These recommendations take account of existing recommendations by the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE), Amnesty
International and Human Rights First.
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In order to address the violations of the rights of women who were forcibly or coercively sterilised, the Czech
Government should:
QQ

QQ

QQ

QQ

QQ

QQ

QQ

QQ

Grant compensation to all victims of coercive sterilisation in the Czech Republic irrespective of the date
of sterilisation, ethnicity, nationality or age;
Make sure that the any Commission for compensation will contain independent expert representatives
along with representatives of ministries and health services;
Ensure that all victims of involuntary sterilisation are provided with free legal aid and all litigation costs
are covered;
Secure access to non-financial compensation benefits such as artificial fertilisation, rehabilitation, etc.;
Conduct research into the full extent of harms caused by the practice of coercive sterilisation, and support ongoing outreach to all potential applicants for compensation;
Assign the Czech Foreign Ministry to undertake negotiations with the Slovak Government to provide
redress for women sterilised in Slovakia prior to 1991;
Make sure that new Sterilisation Guidelines incorporating the 2011 FIGO ethical guidelines on female
contraceptive sterilisation are adopted; and
Establish clear procedural guidelines for following up on complaints of rights violations and strengthen
administrative accountability mechanisms at hospitals.
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