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Distinguished delegates,
Ladies and Gentlemen,

It is my pleasure to welcome you to this event today to go deeper into our understanding of the activities and impact of private military and security companies, or PMSCs.
Our Working Group’s mandate was established in 2005 by the Human Rights Council to monitor mercenaries and mercenary-related activities in all their forms and manifestations, in different parts of the world.  It was then expanded in 2008 to cover private military and security companies and the effects of these companies’ activities on human rights. In a recent resolution, the Human Rights Council has requested us to continue our participation in the 2016 session of the Open-ended Intergovernmental Working Group 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 (OEIWG). This panel is part of the Working Group’s ongoing study of national legislation on PMSCs, with three reports thus far submitted to the Human Rights Council.  
These studies have assessed existing national laws regarding PMSCs and their effectiveness in protecting human rights and promoting accountability for violations. They have further aimed at identifying common points, good practices and regulatory gaps that may exist.  The WG intends to pursue its work on this topic which will culminate in a global study based on regional analysis.
Our report to the Human Rights Council this year covers eight countries in Central America and the Caribbean: Costa Rica, Cuba, El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, Mexico, Nicaragua and Panama; eight countries in South America: Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Ecuador, Peru, and Uruguay; and four European countries: France, Hungary, Switzerland and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland (United Kingdom).  This follows on the Working Group’s 2014 report to the Human Rights Council focused on eight francophone African States
, eight Asian States
, and, in 2013, thirteen anglophone African States
. In its next report to the Human Rights Council, in 2016, the Working Group intends to report on the national legislation of countries in the Eastern European Group (EEG), as well as North America and the Pacific. 
Over the last few years, the Working Group has additionally held expert meetings and consulted with stakeholders, including on the use of PMSCs by the UN, which was the focus of its report to the General Assembly in 2014 (A/69/338).   Most of the Working Group’s recommendations on the UN use of private military and security companies were considered this year for the development of policy documents by the Inter Agency Security Management Working Group on developing policy on Unarmed Private Security Companies, in the UN Department of Security Services. 
Similarly, the Working Group hopes that its global study on national legislation will result in guidance that will help Member States to regulate the growing number of private military and security companies. The WG will also continue its efforts to contribute to the development of recommendations with respect to a possible international legally binding instrument. 
Ladies and Gentlemen,

With this panel, we will explore several key dimensions of national legislation, which have been examined in our earlier reports.  These are:
(a) scope of the legislation; 
(b) licensing, authorization and registration; 
(c) selection and training of personnel;
(d) permitted and prohibited activities; 
(e) rules on the acquisition of weapons; 
(f) use of force and firearms; 
(g) accountability for violations and remedies for victims; and 
(h) ratification of the International Convention against the Recruitment, Use, Financing and Training of Mercenaries.  
Our panellists have significant experience in the analysis of national regulatory contexts, and will guide us in our consideration of the key trends and concerns, notably with respect to the impact on the respect, protection and fulfilment of human rights.  We are keen to learn where the common gaps lie and what can be done to fill them.  What has been the role of regional agreements? And the experience of mutual legal assistance? How much is human rights referenced, or incorporated in training? What regulates the use of force? What accountability has been demonstrated? What remedy for victims is offered?

We are especially eager to identify what has worked, and what has not worked, and how that can inform our recommendations for the future.  What is the most effective regulatory framework for assured global accountability?

In the panel discussions we welcome the opportunity to also learn from the experience and contributions of all participants, as country delegates and experts, as civil society actors and citizens. We look forward to exchanges that we anticipate will challenge our assumptions, enrich our understanding, and ultimately take us further in providing valuable, constructive and practical guidance for the effective regulation of this growing phenomenon.

I wish you a dynamic and productive meeting.
� Burkina Faso, Cameroon, Côte d’Ivoire, the Democratic Republic of Congo, Mali, Morocco, Senegal and Tunisia (A/HRC/27/50)


� China, India, Malaysia, Pakistan, the Philippines, Singapore, Sri Lanka and the United Arab Emirates (A/HRC/27/50)


� Botswana, Ghana, the Gambia, Kenya, Lesotho, Mauritius, Namibia, Nigeria, Sierra Leone, South Africa, Swaziland, Uganda and Zimbabwe. (A/HRC/24/45)
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