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The Irish Human Rights and Equality Commission (“the Commission” or “IHREC”) is
the National Human Rights Institution for Ireland, established under the Irish Human
Rights and Equality Commission Act 2014 (“2014 Act”). The Commission has the
following statutory remit:
 to protect and promote human rights and equality in Ireland;
 to promote a culture of respect for human rights, equality and intercultural
understanding;
 to promote understanding and awareness of the importance of human rights
and equality; and
 to work towards the elimination of human rights abuses and discrimination.
In accordance with section 10(2)(h) of the 2014 Act, the Commission is mandated to
consult with international bodies or agencies with a knowledge or expertise in
human rights or equality.
The 2014 Act established a new Commission, merging the remits of the former Irish
Human Rights Commission and Equality Authority. The new Commission enjoys
increased institutional accountability to the Houses of Parliament. Section 9(2) of the
2014 Act provides, “the Commission shall … be independent in the performance of its
functions” and the legislative framework establishing the Commission was drafted to
ensure that it meets the requirements of the UN Paris Principles. Further information
relating to the work of the Commission is available at www.ihrec.ie

Irish Human Rights and Equality Commission Submission to the
Second Cycle of Universal Periodic Review
1.

Consultations and Methodology: In this submission the Commission

draws on its diverse work to measure the Irish Government’s progress in
advancing the recommendations accepted by Government during UPR in 2011.
The Commission also identifies a number of emerging issues of concern.1 In
order to inform this submission, the Commission partnered with the Irish
Council for Civil Liberties (ICCL) to engage in public consultations with civil
society organisations and members of the public.2
NORMATIVE AND INSTITUTIONAL FRAMEWORK
2.

International Obligations3: Since the previous UPR, Ireland has not

ratified the CRPD or OPCRPD4, OPCAT5, OP-ICESCR6, Second OP-CRC7, CED8 and
the CoE Istanbul Convention.9 Also, Ireland has not ratified CRMW and ECHR
Protocol 12, although it has not accepted UPR recommendations in relation to
the ratification of treaties.10 In addition to its failure to ratify the relevant
Conventions outlined, the State has not designated an independent national
preventive mechanism under OPCAT or national mechanisms under the CRPD.11
The Commission notes and welcomes the establishment of an InterDepartmental Committee on Human Rights to “assist progress towards
ratification by Ireland of key international human rights treaties and reporting to
United Nations and Council of Europe human rights monitoring bodies”.12 The
Commission further notes the Law Reform Commission (“LRC”) is undertaking
an examination of the application of international obligations in domestic law in
light of Ireland’s dualist system and awaits the LRC’s recommendations.13
Recommendations: (1) progress ratification of outstanding international
treaties as a matter of priority; (2) legislative reforms necessary to advance
the designation of a National Preventive Mechanism under OPCAT and
national mechanisms under the CRPD should be prioritised using
participatory methods of engagement.
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3.

Constitutional Reform14: Since the previous UPR, Ireland has held two

referenda: one on children’s rights,15 and the second extending access to civil
marriage on an equal basis regardless of sex.16 The Commission is concerned
that Article 41.2 of the Constitution continues to perpetuate stereotypical
attitudes towards women in Irish society.17 In its previous UPR Submission, the
Commission expressed concern that there are inadequacies in the Constitutional
equality guarantee.18 The Commission has expressed concern that Article 40.6.1
of the Constitution which provides for the offence of blasphemy in Irish law, and
its statutory counterpart, may not be a proportionate interference with the right
of freedom of expression.19 The Commission notes that the Convention on the
Constitution, a participative forum established by Government to consider
reform of the Constitution, recommended amending the Constitution to
strengthen the protection of economic, social and cultural rights.20
Recommendations: (1) establish a specified timeframe for the replacement
of Article 41.2 with gender-inclusive language as a matter of priority; (2) a
referendum should be held to amend Article 40.1 of the Constitution to
guarantee equality to all and to proscribe discrimination (direct or
indirect) in any area of law on non-exhaustive grounds21; (3) any proposed
amendment in relation to Article 40.6.1 should include a critical
examination of the purpose and efficacy of both section 36 of the
Defamation Act 2009 and the Prohibition of Incitement to Hatred Act,
1989.22

4.

Human Rights and Equality Framework23: Progress has been made in

strengthening and resourcing Ireland’s national human rights institution. The
2014 Act established a new Paris Principle compliant Commission, which enjoys
increased institutional independence and accountability to Parliament. The
establishment of a Parliamentary Sub-Committee on Human Rights relative to
Justice and Equality matters is a welcome development and the Commission
notes the considerable efforts by this committee in relation to its oversight of
human rights in the State. However, the Commission notes the remit of the SubCommittee is limited to matters concerning the Department of Justice and
Equality and the Department of Defence.24 Recommendations: (1) continuous
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support should be provided to the Commission through the allocation of a
sufficient annual budget; (2) consideration should be given to designating
the Commission as an element of the national mechanisms under CRPD and
OPCAT, with a matched allocation of resources; (3) a dedicated overarching
Parliamentary Committee on Human Rights and Equality should be
established with a remit to consider the full range of human rights and
equality issues across all government departments.
5.

National Action Plan on Human Rights and Equality25: The continued

lack of progress in the development of a national action plan on human rights
and equality is regrettable. The Commission notes that the 2014 Act introduces
an important positive duty on public bodies in this respect. Section 42(1) of the
2014 Act provides that a public body shall, in the performance of its functions,
have regard to the need to eliminate discrimination, promote equality of
opportunity and treatment of its staff and the person to whom it provides
services, and protect the human rights of its members, staff and the persons to
whom it provides a service. 26 Recommendation: a national action plan on
human rights and equality should be advanced.
PROTECTION AND PROMOTION OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND EQUALITY
6.

Rights of Persons with Disabilities27: Progress has been slow in

advancing the rights of persons with disabilities. Part II of the Disability Act 2005
has only been partially commenced.28 As it currently stands, only children born
after 1 June 2002 are entitled to apply for an assessment of needs under the
2005 Act (regardless of their age at time of application).29 Relevant sections of
the Education for Persons with Special Educational Needs (EPSEN) Act 2004
have also not been commenced. Notably a 2011 Programme of Government
commitment to publish an implementation plan for the EPSEN Act has not been
advanced. 30 The Comprehensive Employment Strategy for People with a Disability
has not been published and the unemployment rate for people with disabilities
increased from 8 per cent in 2004 to 22 per cent in 2010.31 The level at which
disability-related payments is set fails to take account of the distinctive and
additional costs of living with a disability.
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Recommendations: (1) key elements of the existing legislative framework
for people with disabilities should be commenced as a matter of priority;
(2) the Comprehensive Employment Strategy for People with a Disability
should be published without further delay; (3) the State should ensure that
the cost of living with a disability is taken into consideration when
reviewing rates for disability-related social welfare payments. 32
7.

Prison Conditions and Complaints33: Overcrowding in prisons

continues34 and while progress has been made to reduce “slopping out” the
practice has not been fully ended.35 The Commission welcomes the publication of
the General Scheme of the Criminal Justice (Community Sanctions) Bill which
proposes to increase the use of non-custodial community sanctions and urges
that this important law reform initiative should be prioritised to reduce
overcrowding.36 The Commission notes and welcomes improvements in the
prisoner complaints system on foot of recommendations by the Inspector of
Prisons.37 The Commission reiterates its concern about the lack of an adequate
and independent prison ombudsman for the independent investigation of
complaints from prisoners.38 The Commission also reiterates its concerns
regarding the State’s failure to separate remand and sentenced prisoners and
those detained for immigration related reasons. The Commission is concerned at
the State’s failure to put in place a timeframe for the achievement of the total
separation of both remand and sentenced prisoners, juvenile39 and adult
prisoners and detained immigrants and sentenced prisoners, respectively.
Recommendations: (1) the reduction of overcrowding and the elimination
of the practice of “slopping out” should continue to be prioritised; (2) to
accelerate a reduction in overcrowding and improvements in prison
conditions, legislative reform to increase non-custodial sanctions should be
prioritised; (3) an independent Ombudsman to deal with complaints in the
prison system should be established; (4) a specific timeframe should be
established for the separation of remand and convicted prisoners; (5) in
the limited circumstances in which individuals seeking asylum are
detained, they should not be detained in prisons or police stations.40
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8.

Protection Against Racial Discrimination41: The failure by the State to

renew the National Action Plan Against Racism which lapsed in 2008 continues.
The Office for the Promotion of Migrant Integration (OPMI) monitors racially
motivated incidents and supports measures to combat racism; however, without
a clear strategy to underpin its activities it is unclear how OPMI statistics will
inform State policy.42 The Office for the Promotion of Migrant Integration (OPMI)
monitors racially motivated incidents and supports measures to combat racism;
however, without a clear strategy to underpin its activities it is unclear how the
OPMI uses the collated statistics to inform State policy.43 The operation of the
Prohibition on Incitement to Hatred Act 1989 (1989 Act) has not been
reviewed.44 The provisions of the 1989 Act are largely unused with the apparent
lack of prosecutions calling into question the effectiveness of this legal
framework.45 Recommendations: (1) a robust mechanism to monitor
incidents of racism should be put in place and a commitment made to
renew the National Action Plan Against Racism; (2) a revision of the
existing legal framework on racially motivated crime should be
undertaken to ensure an effective law capable of deterring and prosecuting
racially motivated offences.
9.

Protection Against Domestic Violence46: The Commission welcomes

important progress that has been made by the State in this area. Specifically the
General Scheme of the Reformed and Consolidated Domestic Violence Bill
proposes to consolidate Ireland’s legislation in this area, provide for interim
barring orders, provide additional supports for victims, including child victims of
domestic violence, and will move Ireland closer to its ratification of the Council
of Europe’s Convention on preventing and combating violence against women
and domestic violence (“Istanbul Convention”).47 The Garda Inspectorate report
2014 found that domestic violence is not always correctly recorded and that
there were a ‘high number of calls to domestic incidents with low volume of
arrests recorded’.48 During the recession, refuges reported a lack of space despite
an increase for demand.49 Recommendations: (1) reforms to the legislative
framework in Ireland that will allow the Government to ratify the Istanbul
Convention should be prioritised and advanced; (2) adequate funding
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should be provided to refuges to comply with the Council of Europe
recommendation.

10.

Traveller Community50: Members of the Traveller Community continue

to experience multiple barriers to the enjoyment of the right to adequate and
culturally appropriate housing51, education52 and healthcare53. In the context of
the right to housing, for example, there persists a lack of culturally appropriate
housing for the Traveller community and Travellers continue to experience
difficulties with eviction and criminalisation in relation to accommodation.
While there has been some progress in advancing the dialogue on Traveller
ethnicity, the State has not formally recognised Travellers as an ethnic
minority.54 Recommendations: (1) priority should be afforded to reducing
the barriers preventing members of the Traveller community enjoying
equal access to adequate housing, education and health; (2) the State
should take further steps to progressively realise the right to culturally
appropriate housing for Traveller families in consultation with each
individual family; (3) as a matter of priority, Travellers should be
recognised as an ethnic minority.
EMERGING DEVELOPMENTS IN HUMAN RIGHTS AND EQUALITY
11.

Direct Provision55 and the Rights of Asylum Seekers: procedural

elements of rules governing the system of Direct Provision have been found by
the High Court to be in violation of the right to family and private life.56 Also, the
system has been critiqued by numerous domestic57, regional58 and
international59 actors due to long delays in the determination of a protection
claim, poor living conditions in direct provision centres, adverse impacts on
health and well-being and the prohibition on asylum seekers working. A Working
Group Report to Government on Improvements to the Protection Process,
including direct provision and supports to Asylum Seekers recently issued a
series of important and welcome recommendations that need to be prioritised
for implementation.60 In addition, legislative reform to introduce a single
protection procedure that will reduce significant delays in international
protection determination should be prioritised.61 The Commission remains
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concerned that potential victims of trafficking continue to be accommodated in
direct provision centres for asylum seekers.62 The legislative framework, which
was found to be inadequate under EU law by the High Court for the identification
of all potential victims of trafficking.63 Recommendations: (1) the
implementation of the recommendations of the Working Group on Direct
Provision should be advanced as a matter of priority; (2) the advancement
of legislative reform to introduce a single protection procedure should be
prioritised; (3) the practice of accommodating potential victims of
trafficking in direct provision centres should be reconsidered; and (4) the
legislative framework, in particular in relation to the identification of
potential victims of trafficking should be strengthened.64
12.

Right to Reproductive Health65: Since the previous UPR, the Protection

of Life During Pregnancy Act 2013 (2013 Act) has been enacted.66 The 2013 Act
was enacted to respond to the finding of the European Court of Human Rights in
the case of A, B and C v. Ireland.67 The Commission notes that the State is
constrained in its approach to the A, B and C judgment and indeed calls from
other international treaty bodies, in the absence of a constitutional amendment
on this issue in light of the constitutional recognition of the right to life of the
unborn under Article 40.3.3 of the Constitution. This Act allows for terminations
in limited circumstances where there is a real and substantial risk to the life of
the mother, including in circumstances where the mother is suicidal. The
Commission remains concerned that the current legal position in relation to
abortion puts in place barriers which impede a woman’s right to bodily
autonomy, and have a disproportionate negative impact on women from lower
socio-economic backgrounds and women who are seeking asylum or migrant
women where their immigration status prevents them from travelling.68
Recommendation: the Commission69 endorses recommendations by
various UN Treaty Monitoring Committees that the State take all necessary
measures to revise its legal framework on abortion to ensure that it is in
line with international human rights law.
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13.

Right to the Highest Attainable Standard of Mental Health70: the

Commission welcomes the considerable reduction in the number of adults
admitted to psychiatric hospitals.71 The Commission notes that the level of
community mental health services continues to fall short of targets set in the
2006 Vision for Change Strategy.72 The underpinning legislation for mental health
care in Ireland, the Mental Health Act 2001, is in need of reform. 73 The
Commission welcomes the recommendation, by the Expert Group to review the
2001 Act, that community-based services should be brought within the remit of
the Mental Health Commission to provide adequate oversight of these important
services.74 The Commission recognises that improvements have been made in
relation to children and young people admitted to adult psychiatric wards, but
remains concerned that despite a target set by the Mental Health Commission
that no individual under 18 years should be treated in an adult facility the
practice persists.75 Recommendations: (1) prioritisation should be given to
the further advancement of the availability of community-based mental
health services; (2) the Mental Health Act 2001 should be amended to
ensure adequate oversight of community-based services by the Mental
Health Commission; (3) all individuals under the age of 18 years should be
placed in age-appropriate facilities.
14.

Inequality and Socio-Economic Rights: the Commission notes that the

impacts of austerity and cuts in public spending as a result of the financial crisis
have had a disproportionate impact on already disadvantaged groups in Irish
society.76 The Commission has expressed concerns in relation to the adequacy of
the right to social security for groups experiencing multiple discrimination
including persons with disabilities77, lone parents78, older people and the
increased conditionality on various groups in qualifying for payment.79 The
ongoing application of the Habitual Residence Condition (HRC) that may have
negative impacts on disadvantaged populations including migrants, asylum
seekers, victims of domestic violence and Travellers and Roma continues.80 The
Commission has expressed concern in relation to the rise in homelessness, in
particular family homelessness and the lack of availability of adequate social
housing. Recommendations: (1) the adequacy of social welfare payments to
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groups experiencing multiple discrimination and particular disadvantage
should be reviewed on an ongoing basis to ensure adequacy and that
specific additional costs, such as living with a disability, are taken into
consideration81; (2) the State should review its guidelines implementing
the ‘right to reside’ clause of the HRC and adequate training should be
provided to decision makers to prevent indirect discrimination in its
application82; (3) the application of the HRC to asylum seekers should be
reviewed83; (4) the State should take measures to ensure that affordable
housing is available and of sufficient quality; (5) the State should consider
the introduction of rent limits to reduce the financial pressure on low
income individuals and families84; (5) the State should consider increasing
rent supplement limits.85

1

For the Commission’s engagement with the first UPR process in 2011 see IHRC, Submission for the
Twelfth Session of the Working Group on the Universal Periodic Review: Ireland, March 2011 [IHRC
UPR 2011]; IHRC, Submission to the UN Universal Periodic Review Mid-Term Report, February 2014
[IHRC UPR 2014].
2
The ICCL is a non-governmental organisation that advocates on issues relating to human rights in
Ireland, see further www.iccl.ie. In partnership with the ICCL, the Commission participated, along with
the Department of Justice and Equality, in three consultation meetings with civil society organisations
and members of the public in relation to the UPR process in Cork, Galway and Dublin. The
Commission hosted the Dublin consultation in its new premises. During the consultations, the
Commission outlined its roles within UPR as Ireland’s NHRI, it highlighted some of the thematic areas
raised by the Commission in the context of the UPR process in the first round, in particular in areas
where insufficient progress has been made by Government, and it opened the floor for input from
those who attended the consultation in order to gain a sense of emerging priority issues. The
Commission collated this information and used it to inform the present submission. For further
information see www.rightsnow.ie
3
UPR Recommendations 106.1-106.6.
4
UN Convention on the Rights of Persons Disabilities and the Optional Protocol to the CRPD. Ireland
signed CRPD in March 2007, but has not ratified it. It is currently in the process of a programme of
legislative reform to be in a position to the ratify CRPD. The Irish Government has indicated that it will
publish a roadmap outlining the timeframe within which ratification will be progressed.
5
Optional Protocol to the UN Convention against Torture. The Irish Government signed OPCAT in
2007, but has not yet ratified it. The Government has not provided a timeframe for the ratification of
OPCAT or for the types of legislative and policy measures to advance progress on ratification. The
Government has not provided any information in relation to what type of national preventive
mechanism or mechanisms it is likely to designate in accordance with the requirements of OPCAT.
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6

Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights. Ireland
signed OP-ICESCR in March 2012. In its Report to the UN Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural
Rights, May 2015 [IHREC ICESCR 2015], the Commission recommended that the Government
complete its ratification at the earliest opportunity to ensure that a mechanism is available to remedy
potential violations of economic, social and cultural rights where domestic remedies have been
exhausted, at section 2.2.
7
Optional Protocol to the Convention on the Rights of the Child on the Sale of Children, Child
Prostitution and Child Pornography. Ireland signed the Second OP-CRC in 2000. The Commission notes
that Ireland continues to be the only EU Member State which has not yet ratified or acceded to this
Optional Protocol.
8
Convention for the Protection of all Persons from Enforced Disappearances.
9
Council of Europe Convention on preventing and combatting violence against women and domestic
violence (“Istanbul Convention”). To date, Ireland has not signed or ratified the Istanbul Convention.
10
Convention relating to the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of their Families; Council of
Europe Protocol No. 12 to the European Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and
Fundamental Freedoms on non-discrimination. Ireland signed Protocol No. 12 ECHR in 2000 but has
not yet ratified the Protocol.
11
In relation to OPCAT specifically, in an oral Statement to the UN Committee against Torture in
March 2011 during Ireland’s first periodic examination, a representative of the Department of Justice
and Equality stated that “Ireland is committed to the ratification of the Optional Protocol to the
Convention against Torture. Legislation will, however, be required prior to the ratification in order for
the National Preventive Mechanism required by the Optional Protocol to be designated…. I am
pleased to announce today that the Irish Government approved the preparation of legislation to ratify
th
the Optional Protocol on Tuesday last (18 of May 2011). And while it is not possible, at this present
time, to provide an indicative date for the enactment of the legislation every effort will be made to
progress the passage of the legislation as quickly as possible”. Following Ireland’s examination, the
Committee against Torture in its Concluding Observations recommended that the Irish Government
“expedite the ratification of the OPCAT and the establishment of a national preventive mechanism”,
see CAT/C/IRL/CO/1, 17 June 2011. The Government’s Spring/Summer Legislative Programme 2015
identifies the Inspection of Places of Detention Bill as one of the Bills in respect of which Heads have
yet to be agreed by Government.
12
The Inter-Departmental Committee is Chaired by Minister for State for Development, Trade
Promotion and North South Cooperation, Seán Sherlock TD.
13
In light of Ireland’s dualist legal system the Law Reform Commission is examining the application of
international treaties in Ireland’s domestic legal framework. Notably, Ireland has incorporated
international treaties into its domestic law through legislative and constitutional means, however, a
large number of international human rights treaties have not been incorporated domestically, see
further IHREC ICESCR 2015 supra note 6, at section 2.1.
14
UPR Recommendation 106.9. See further IHRC, Submission for the Twelfth Session of the Working
Group on the Universal Periodic Review: Ireland, March 2011 [IHRC UPR 2011] at p. 5, para. 11. The
Convention on the Constitution was established by Government in 2012 to consider eight key
constitutional issues as determined by the Oireachtas. It comprised 100 members, 33 legislators, 66
citizens randomly selected from the electoral register and an independent Chairperson. Among other
measures, the Convention on the Constitution recommended amending the Constitution to
strengthen economic, social and cultural rights; the removal of the specific offence of blasphemy
under the Constitution; and the amendment of Article 41.2 in relation to the role of women in the
home. For further information see www.constitution.ie.
15
Article 42A of the Irish Constitution provides among other matters that the State “recognises and
affirms the natural and imprescriptible rights of all children and shall, as far as practicable, by its law
st
protect and vindicate those rights”. See further IHRC, Observations on the Proposed 31 Amendment
of the Constitution (Children) Bill 2012, Sept. 2012.
16
Article 41.4 of the Irish Constitution provides that “Marriage may be contracted in accordance with
law by two persons without distinction as to their sex”. See further IHREC, Policy Statement on Access
to Civil Marriage, February 2015.
17
Article 41.2 of the Irish Constitution provides “the State recognises that by her life within the home,
woman gives to the State a support without which the common good cannot be achieved. The State
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shall, therefore, endeavour to ensure that mothers shall not be obliged by economic necessity to
engage in labour to the neglect of their duties in the home”.
18
IHRC UPR 2011 supra note 1.
19
In the IHRC, Submission to the UN Human Rights Committee on the Examination of Ireland’s Fourth
Periodic Report under the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, June 2014 [IHRC ICCPR
2014] at pp. 82-84. Specifically, the Commission has expressed the view that it is uncertain whether
the Constitutional offence of blasphemy and its statutory counterpart, the Defamation Act 2009,
restricts the right to freedom of expression in a manner that is capable of amounting to a
proportionate restriction of this right within the terms of the jurisprudence of the European Court of
Human Rights, notwithstanding the doctrine of the margin of appreciation.
20
See further IHREC ICESCR 2015, at section 2.1.
21
See IHRC UPR 2011 supra note 1.
22
See IHRC ICCPR 2014 at pp. 82-84.
23
UPR Recommendation 106.7-106.8, 106.12, 106.13.
24
The Oireachtas Sub-Committee on Human Rights relative to Justice and Equality Issues was
established in 2015 to examine how issues, themes and proposals take account of human rights
provisions. However, the Sub-Committee is limited to considering issues that come within the remit of
the Oireachtas Committee on Justice, Defence and Equality. The Commission has recommended the
establishment of a dedicated Oireachtas Committee on Human Rights and Equality, see Emily Logan,
“Call the State to Account on Direct Provision”, December 2014.
25
UPR Recommendations No. 107.25, 107.26.
26
In relation to a national action plan, see further IHRC UPR 2011 supra note 1 at p. 4; IHRC UPR 2014
supra note 1 at p. 4.
Section 42 of the 2014 Act outlines that the Commission is tasked with assisting public bodies to
perform their functions in a manner consistent with the section 42 obligation by providing guidance
and encouraging public bodies in developing policies and by operating good practice and operational
standards in this regard.
27
UPR Recommendations No. 106.1, 106.15, 106.16.
28
See IHREC ICESCR 2015, at section 4.4. See Inclusion Ireland (2013) Implementing a Disability
Strategy: Inclusion Ireland Position Paper, Dublin: Inclusion Ireland.
29
Ibid.
30
Ibid.
31
See D. Watson, G. Kingston and F. McGinnity (2013) Disability in the Irish Labour Market: Evidence
from the QNHS Equality Module 2010, Dublin: Equality Authority and ESRI, p. 19. The authors in this
study conclude that the differences between people with a disability and people without a disability
in the participation rate, the employment rate, the part-time working rate and the unemployment
rate are statistically significant in both 2004 and 2010. See also IHREC ICESCR 2015 supra note 6, at
section 6.2.2.
32
See further IHREC ICESCR 2015 supra note 6, at section 7.2.1.
33
UPR Recommendations No. 106.36-106.48.
34
See for example Report of the Joint Oireachtas Committee on Justice, Defence and Equality on Penal
Reform, March 2013 which notes that “overcrowding is a pernicious issue which seriously impacts in
the ability of the Irish Prison Service to provide safe and secure custody together with structured
regime activity for the prison population in its care” at p. 5. In the IHRC ICCPR 2014, the Commission
noted that the problems of overcrowding and the poor physical conditions in the State’s prisons are
ongoing for in excess of 20 years. For example, in its reply to the UN Human Rights Committee List of
Issues in 2014 the State’s statistics point to the fact that of the 15 prisons identified, 8 prisons had
more prisoners in custody than there were beds to provide for these prisoners. Improvements have
been made by the State in the interim period, see for example Follow-up material to the Concluding
Observations of the UN Human Rights Committee on the Fourth Periodic Review of Ireland, July 2015
at pp. 11-12. The Government in this submission notes that “[s]ignificant progress has been made in
addressing overcrowding in our prisons in recent years…the number in custody reached a peak of
rd
4621 on 23 February 2011. Today, 12 June 2015, there are 839 fewer prisoners in custody than there
were at the peak level in February 2011, which represents a decrease of 18%”. The Commission notes
the publication in September 2014 of the Strategic Review of Penal Policy which contains 43
recommendations, a number of which if implemented would contribute to reducing overcrowding.
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The Commission welcomes indications by the Minister for Justice and Equality in July 2014 that the
Government has agreed in principle to proceed immediately with the implementation of a number of
recommendations and urges the Government to ensure implementation of the recommendations of
relevance to issues of overcrowding.
35
In the Concluding Observations of the UN Human Rights Committee on Ireland’s Fourth Periodic
Report the Committee recommended that “[t]he State party should step up its efforts to improve the
living conditions and treatment of detainees and address overcrowding and the practice of “slopping
out” as a matter of urgency in line with the Standard Minimum Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners”,
CCPR/C/IRL/CO/01, para. 15. In the Programme for Government, the Government committed to
ending the practice of slopping out in the prison system.
36
The General Scheme of the Criminal Justice (Community Sanctions) Bill has been subject to prelegislative scrutiny by the Oireachtas Committee on Justice, Equality and Defence, see Report on
hearings in relation to the Scheme of the Criminal Justice (Community Sanctions) Bill, June 2014. The
Government’s Spring/Summer Legislative Programme 2015 indicates that the Criminal Justice
(Community Sanctions) Bill is expected to be published in late 2015.
37
Following a report by the Inspector of Prisons to the Minister for Justice and Equality in March
2012, a new complaints model has been introduced in Irish prisons. The new model provides for four
different categories of complaints. The most serious level complaints (assault, or use of excessive
force against a prisoner or ill-treatment, racial abuse, discrimination, intimidation, threats or other
conduct against a prisoner of a nature and gravity likely to bring discredit on the Irish Prison Service)
are subject to investigation by external investigators on behalf of the Prison Governor. At present,
there is no appeals mechanism for the most serious level of complaints, with the matter subject to
discussions between the Inspector of Prisons and State authorities, and secondary legislation is
currently in the process of being drafted, see Office of the Inspector of Prisons 2013-2014, Annual
Report, at p. 10 . Currently, less serious forms of complaints are not subject to investigation by the
Prison Governor in the prison, but there is an internal appeals mechanism in respect of these
complaints. In addition to the lack of an appeals mechanism for serious complaints, the system in
place does not meet all the recommendations of the Inspector of Prisons. While the Inspector of
Prisons does retain a general oversight of all categories of complaint, the Inspector has not been given
the power to direct further enquiries; initiate a new investigation; take further evidence; or reverse
the finding of the Governor without further inquiry as he has originally recommended, see Inspector
of Prisons (2012), Suggested Prisoner Complaints Model for Irish Prisons. While welcoming the
improvements in the prisoner complaint model, the Commission notes that it does not provide a fully
independent system with a robust appeals mechanism for serious complaints. The Commission has
recommended on a number of occasions the establishment of an independent Prison Ombudsman as
a preferable mechanism for prisoner complaints, see IHRC, Submission to the UN Human Rights
th
Committee on the Examination of Ireland’s 4 Periodic Report under the International Covenant on
Civil and Political Rights, June 2014 [IHRC ICCPR 2014] at p. 42.
38
See IHRC ICCPR 2014 at p. 42.
39
The Commission welcomes the signing into law of the Children Act 2001 (Designation of Remand
Centres)(Amendment) Order 2015 in March 2015 which provides that 17 year old boys will be
remanded in Trinity House School and Oberstown Boys’ School rather than in St. Patrick’s Institution,
which is a penal institution for adult offenders.
40
See IHREC, Recommendations on the General Scheme of the International Protection Bill, June 2015
at pp. 31-33.
41
UPR Recommendations No. 106.23-106.28.
42
The Office for the Promotion of Migrant Integration (OPMI) monitors racially motivated incidents
and supports measures to combat racism; however, without a clear strategy to underpin its activities
it is unclear how the OPMI uses the collated statistics to inform State policy. Under the 2014 Act, the
Commission has a specific role to promote intercultural understanding, and to encourage good
practice in intercultural relations, to promote tolerance and acceptance of diversity in the State and
respect for the freedom and dignity of each person, see section 10(1)(c) and (d) of the 2014 Act. See
further IHREC ICESCR 2015, at section 4.3.
43
Under the 2014 Act, the Commission also has a role to promote intercultural understanding in the
State. See Section 10(1) of the 2014 Act.
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44

The Prohibition of Incitement to Hatred Act. The word “hatred” is defined as “hatred against a
group of persons in the State or elsewhere on account of their race, colour, nationality, religion,
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