Estonia (Chancellor of Justice)

Re: Request for NHRIs best practices for the 3rd, 4th UPR cycles and suggestions for the 5th UPR Cycle

Dear Sir / Madam, 

Thank you for the opportunity to share information on NHRIs’ best practices in the UPR cycles. On behalf of the Chancellor of Justice in Estonia as the NHRI, we provide a short input on the involvement of the Chancellor of Justice in the UPR cycles.

The Chancellor of Justice has submitted a report to the UPR during the 3rd and 4th cycles. 

Whilst preparing the latest report, the Office of the Chancellor of Justice also consulted CSOs and HRDs, among others, through the Advisory Committee on Human Rights, convened by the Chancellor. One aim was to gather wider input on what human rights issues could be covered in the Chancellor’s report. It also encouraged more stakeholders to submit their own reports to the UPR and provided them with an opportunity to exchange information on reporting focuses. 

During the latest cycle, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs sent to the Chancellor and other stakeholders the draft of the national report and held a consultative meeting. The Chancellor’s office commented on only those sections in the draft report that concerned the Chancellor. Some but not all suggestions made by the Chancellor’s office are reflected in the final version of the report.

Representative of the Chancellor of Justice, alongside two CSO representatives, participated in the UPR pre-session organised by UPR Info. The Chancellor’s statement referred to recommendations made during the previous cycle, noted developments on their implementation, and proposed further recommendations. Before the pre-session, the Chancellor’s office initiated coordination with other participating stakeholders, which helped to cover as many issues as possible, avoid repetitions, but still note the re-occurring issues in different reports. 

For the next cycle, the Chancellor’s office is better aware of the stakeholders’ expectations to share information and know-how on the reporting cycle, including the means and deadlines of submissions, and the pre-session process. While the pre-session is a valuable opportunity to amplify the stakeholders’ reports, it may be worthwhile to consider hybrid formats to save everyone’s strained finances. 

Hopefully, our input is of assistance and relevance in preparation for the 5th cycle of the UPR. 


