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Governing Body, 322th session  

(30 October – 13 November 2014) 

"The standards initiative:  

Follow-up to the 2012 ILC Committee on the Application of Standards" 

(GB.322/INS/5(add.2) 

EU Statement 

Thank you chair. 

I speak on behalf of the European Union and its Member States. 

At the outset, we would like to thank again the Director-General and his staff for their efforts 

and for the revised draft decision prepared within a very limited timeframe.  

We had stated that we fully support the idea of a package to achieve consensus. We 

considered the previous package a coherent one and we were ready to support it. 

We believe that the package initially proposed, composed of six elements was a coherent 

whole. Adding or subtracting parts would be detrimental to achieve a balanced outcome. We 

also believe that changing the order of elements in the package changes its nature. 

Given the importance of the matter at stake we are however ready to do our utmost to achieve 

a solution that could meet general acceptance at this Governing Body. For this reason we are 

ready to show flexibility and therefore accept the present proposal as a basis for discussion. 

First, on point 1(1) we strongly believe that the tripartite meeting should be tasked only with 

the first bullet point, namely “the question of interpretation of the Freedom of Association 

and Protection of the Right to Organise Convention, 1948 (No. 87) in relation to the right to 

strike”. We believe that a three day meeting cannot deal with both issues suggested. 

Moreover the two bullet points would possibly require different expertise from delegations. 

Second, always on point 1(1), bearing in mind the importance of the issues at stake, we 

suggest that this tripartite meeting be open to observer states, that exceptionally observers 

will be granted the right to speak and that Governments can express their views as groups. 

Third at the end of point 1 (1) we request that the following sentence be inserted: “in the 

absence of a clear consensual answer to the question above by the tripartite meeting, 

conditions for the application of article 37.1 will be met”. 
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Fourth, on paragraph 1(2) we request to replace the words “the issue of a request to the 

International Court of Justice” with “the item of an immediate referral to the International 

Court of Justice” 

Finally, we would like to underline that we are working under pressure. This is not in the best 

interest of the decisions taken, but we are convinced that the decision must be taken now. 

Thank you, chair.  
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