
[image: C:\Users\WHILCA~1.MWI\AppData\Local\Temp\ksohtml12900\wps1.png]
        HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION
_____________________________________________________________________
GOOD PRACTICES IN THE THIRD AND FOURTH UNIVERSAL PERIODIC CYCLES AND IDEAS FOR FIFTH CYCLE INNOVATIONS 










INTRODUCTION

The Human Rights Commission of Zambia (HRCZ) is a National Human Rights Institution (NHRI) established under the Constitution of Zambia (Amendment) Act No. 2 of 2016 to promote and protect human rights. Its broad mandate is provided for under Article 230 of the Constitution of Zambia while the functions are stipulated under Article 230 (3) of the Constitution and  Section 6 of the Human Rights Commission Act No. 4 of 2024. 
This submission is submitted pursuant to Human Rights Council resolution 54/28 (A/HRC/RES/57/30) dated14th January, 2026 on the on good practices in the third and fourth universal periodic cycles and ideas for fifth cycle innovations. 
The Commission, as an independent National Human Rights Institution (NHRI), continues to play a pivotal role in implementing the UPR process through a range of initiatives and activities in collaboration with the State and Civil Society Organisations. 

Good Practices

During the last four cycles, the Human Rights Commission of Zambia learnt many lessons and innovated ideas to make the UPR process more effective and yielded tangible results. Some of these innovations might not be unique to Zambia while some may serve as good practices to some jurisdiction, for use in the 5th cycle. Some of those practices include; 

1. Engagement with Members of Parliament on UPR

In order to enhance understanding of UPR mechanism and the critical role played by parliamentarians in enhancing accountability and oversights over state actions, including domestication of human rights standards, the Commission organises annual special engagement meetings with Members of Parliament. The MPs are predominantly from the select Committee on Legal Affairs, Human Rights and Governance and other committees that deal with matters relating to human rights. The meetings also serve as advocacy platforms for legislative reforms including support for Commission budget allocations. During these meetings UPR recommendations are discussed as firm commitment by the State to address pertinent human rights. The Commission also encourages MPs to effectively engage the State during parliamentary debates on those commitments and implementation status. Best practices from other jurisdictions are used to demonstrate effective role played by legislature in the UPR process as part of enhancing promotion and protection of human rights. 
2. Learning visits to other Jurisdictions on UPR 

The Commission organised stakeholder visits to Uganda and Nigeria, to learn how those countries were implementing the UPR process. The stakeholder were deliberately chosen from active CSOs with potential to influence the UPR process and State officials from critical focal point ministries such as those responsible for Justice and Foreign affairs. The idea with stimulate active participation of CSOs and collaboration between State actors and non-state actors in the UPR process

3. Providing technical support in creating NMIRF 

After the third cycle review, the Commission dedicated resources and provision of technical support to State efforts aimed at establishing a National Mechanism for Implementation, Reporting and Follow-Up (NMIRF). The establishment of an NMIRF was envisaged to strengthen inter-ministerial cooperation in implementation of recommendations from various human rights mechanisms. It is anticipated that this initiative will also enhance state capacity in implementing recommendation from human rights mechanisms and strengthen domestication of international and regional human rights standards. 

4. Post Adoption Stakeholder Engagement and Awareness Raising. 

In line with the NHRI’s role in the UPR process, the Commission holds stakeholder engagements on emerging UPR recommendations in all the provinces in the country. These engagements focus on identifying objects of recommendations, which stakeholders could collaborate with government and other stakeholders in implementing including advocacy and monitoring of implementation. These engagements also serve as awareness and capacity building for a for non-state actors especially. They have also encouraged collaboration in implementing certain actions using accepted recommendations as firm commitment by the State to take action on the issue at the core of the recommendation. For example, as a result of such collaboration based on UPR recommendations, Zambia is in the process of developing two national action plans: one on business and human rights and another on enhancing protection of persons with albinism. Ultimately, these engagements enhance stakeholders capacity to hold the State accountable on UPR commitments and also State implementation capacity of recommendations from UPR cycles.  


5. UPR Recommendations Advisory  

Pursuant to the Commission’s mandate as envisaged under the Paris Principles, the Commission provides comprehensive advisories on the recommendations from UPR review, especially noted recommendations, in order to help the State make informed decision whether to accept or note pending recommendations. 

Advisories, for example, provide additional background information relating to the recommendation. If the recommendation is about continued action to address a particular issue, the advisory highlights actions already taken or implemented and what needs to be done to realise the object of the recommendation. 

Some recommendations, for example those anchored on international human rights standards, advisories provide detailed understanding of those standards including obligations of the State and examples of best practices available from other states. These advisories usually end with recommendation to accept the recommendation. A notable example of impact from these advisories has been the notable increase in number of accepted recommendations during the third and fourth cycle. The State has also used these advisories as reference in their engagement with implementing Ministries, Depts and Agencies (MDAs). 

6. State Consultations Prior to the Review

The Commission provides technical support to the State during stakeholder consultation process and preparation of State report prior to the UPR review. This technical support is usually around review of recommendations and determining achievement of recommendations objectives, partially implemented recommendations including challenges in implementing some of the recommendations. 

The Commission also provides technical guidance to non-State actors in the preparation shadow reports. Its involvement in preparation of state and shadow reports helps understand pertinent human rights issues and framing of the Commission shadow report. Ultimately, this contributes to strongly persuasive, relevant and more reliable UPR reports.

7. Submission of the Independent Report to the UPR Working Group

The Commission submits independent reports to the UPR Working Group on identified specific human rights issues. The reports provide an independent and balanced perspective on the human rights situation including suggested actionable recommendations. The reports usually highlight progress in implementing previous UPR recommendations, challenges and recommendations to address identified challenges. The reports sometimes included emerging human rights issues identified from the Commission’s monitoring and interaction with different stakeholders across the country.  
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