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The European Union would like to thank the Working Group for its report. The EU 

continues to regret the lack of conceptual clarity in the mandate. Mercenaries are 

defined under international humanitarian law and their activities can not be put on the 

same footing as the activities of private military and security companies.  

 

On the latter issue, the EU participated actively in August 2012 in the second session 

of the Open-Ended Inter-Governmental Working Group mandated to consider the 

possibility of elaborating an international regulatory framework on the regulation, 

monitoring and oversight of the activities of private military and security companies. 

The EU encourages the Working Group to remain open-minded on the possible 

forms of regulation. In this context, the EU values the efforts undertaken by the 

Working Group in taking stock of existing national legislations. 

 
Turning now to the SR on the promotion of truth, justice, reparation and guarantees 
of non-recurrence 
 

 
The EU would like to thank you for your report on the promotion of truth, justice, 

reparation and guarantees of non-recurrence, which we hold in very high regard. In 

the mentioned document you present the implementation strategy for your mandate, 

which was conferred in Resolution A/HRC/RES/18/7. Moreover, you highlight the 

importance of linking the four elements of the mandate with one another, in order to 
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achieve the recognition of victims as rights holders and foster trust, as immediate 

goals, and to contribute to reconciliation and strengthen the rule of law, as medium-

term goals. 

 

We consider the victim-centred approach to be of great importance. From that 

viewpoint, we believe that victims should be given their rightful place and centrality, 

because without recognizing their suffering, restoring their dignity, hearing their 

testimony or counting on their collaboration, it will be difficult to achieve the entrusted 

task.  

 

On the other hand, also essential for us is the gender perspective, the 

implementation of which will mark the success of the mandate, and will constitute a 

qualitative change by giving different responses to different situations, as opposed to 

what has been done to date. 

 

In addition to it, we would like to offer the following comments and questions: 

 

• We support your decision, Mr. De Grieff, to share your experience with other 

mandates within the framework of the Human Rights Council, to avoid 

overlapping. In this regard, we wonder whether you have considered the 

possibility of taking this a step further and collaborating with other bodies 

within the United Nations system, outside the HRC. In this framework, what 

role does the International Criminal Court play in your thinking?  

 

• In your report, you refer to the importance of institutions in transitional 

processes. We agree  that institutional capacity-building is a priority for the 

rule of law to prevail over the statu quo ante. In this respect, we would like to 

know your opinion about the centrality of an institution which would act as an 

impartial arbitrator to catalyze the different viewpoints on the original conflict 

and neutralize them, thus enabling a more rapid advancement of the 

transitional process. 

Thank you very much. 

 


