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1. Question tabled by Mark Demesmaeker

The ECR Group would like to ask the EEAS a question with regards to the situation of the 
girls kidnapped by Boko Haram in Nigeria. In particular the ones from Chibok School are in a 
very bad state with many of them reportedly in the last months of a pregnancy.

We would like to ask the EEAS what the EU has done following the kidnapping, how the EP 
resolutions have been followed up and how the EU and its Member States are currently 
assisting the Nigerian government in freeing these girls.

2. Question tabled by Barbara Lochbihler

NEPAL: Truth and Reconciliation Commission (TRC) Act

The TRC Act was passed by Nepal’s Constituent Assembly in April 2014, despite heavy 
criticism by International human rights organisations also in line with the Supreme Court in 
Nepal, which had rejected an earlier version of the text (in January 2014). The court ruled that 
any mechanism for transitional justice must conform to international legal standards, lead to 
accountability for serious human rights violations, and guarantee victims their right to remedy 
and reparation. However, Nepal’s Constituent Assembly defied this ruling and adopted an 
only slightly modified version of the Act, which fails to address the Court’s concerns. 
The UN Office of the High Commissioner on Human Rights in a technical note to the Nepal 
government also pointed out that the TRC Act does not conform to Nepal’s international legal 
obligations, including in that it allows for amnesty for crimes committed under international 
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law. The UN’s findings are consistent with what human rights groups have been saying on the 
various problems with the TRC Act, such as that it fails to recognize the right of victims to 
reparations and allows the commission to recommend amnesties for crimes under 
international law, including war crimes.

Despite the fact that international human rights organisations were very clear that there is a 
great necessity for the EU to speak out and with one voice against the TRC Act, no statement 
was issues by the EU after the Act had been passed. Since the EU is strongly committed to the 
rule of law and the respect for human rights, why did it not issue a statement to encourage 
initiatives that can deliver real justice for victims of human rights violations in Nepal and 
oppose those that could shield perpetrators from accountability and that violate Nepal’s 
international obligations?

In how far does the EU follow and monitor the implementation process of the TRC Act? Is 
support given to NGOs in that context?

How does the EU raise problems relating to the TRC Act, such as that it fails to recognise the 
right of victims to reparations, that it grants the commission capacity to enforce 
'reconciliation' while proscribing further legal action, that it compromises the judicial integrity 
of cases currently within the criminal justice system and provides the commission the 
discretionary power to recommend amnesties for a broad array of crimes?
In August 2014 the author Thomas Bell describes in a new book European collaboration in 
the massive human rights violations during the Nepalese Civil War (Britain's Secret service 
MI6 allegedly trained and financed Nepali security services in counter-insurgency operations 
("Operation Mustang") that led to complicity in arrests, tortures and killings). 

Was the EU aware of this and if so what position did it take on these allegations?

3. Question tabled by Ana Gomes

What efforts has the EU undertaken to grant the release of Ethiopian prisoners of conscience 
Eskinder Nega, Reeyot Alemu, Andargachew Tsege (also UK citizen)?

Have the EU embassies paid any visits to them lately and checked their health status?

Which political consequences in the EU-Ethiopia relations can be linked to their continuous 
detention?

4. Question tabled by Marie-Christine Vergiat

L’UE et le Royaume du Maroc ont mis en œuvre un nouveau « Plan d’action pour la mise en 
œuvre du Statut avancé » qui constituera la feuille de route de la coopération bilatérale pour la 
période 2013-2017 et prépare les deux parties à établir un nouveau cadre contractuel qui 
remplacera, à terme, l’Accord d’Association Maroc-UE.

Dans le document conjoint UE-Maroc sur le renforcement des relations bilatérales, il est 
question des droits de l’Homme en particulier d’encourager la société civile et de renforcer les 
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liens avec les ONG. Or depuis quelques mois, les atteintes aux droits de l’Homme se 
multiplient au Maroc, que ce soit l’arrestation de bloggeurs, de rappeurs ou d’artistes. Les 
défenseurs des droits de l’Homme et les militants anti-corruption ont de façon générale 
constaté une aggravation de la répression dans le pays. Lors du Forum mondial des droits de 
l’Homme qui s’est tenu du 27 au 30 novembre 2014 à Marrakech, nombres d’ONG ont en 
outre dénoncé l’instrumentalisation par le régime de cet évènement. 

Plus récemment, le lanceur d’alerte connu sous le pseudo de Chris Coleman a mis en évidence 
les liens entre certains journalistes européens, notamment français, et les autorités marocaines.

Dans ce contexte, que fait concrètement le SEAE pour l’amélioration des droits de l’Homme 
au Maroc ? Où en sont les dialogues à ce sujet ? Comment l’UE a-t-elle entend-elle faire 
valoir la clause démocratie droits de l’Homme dans son partenariat et associer la société civile 
pour faire progresser les droits de l'Homme au Maroc, conformément au Plan d'action 2013-
2017? 

5.        Question tabled by Elena Valenciano

Are the Commission and the EEAS aware of the arrest in Spain on Saturday 27 December 
2014, on the request of INTERPOL, of Mr Muratbek Ketebayev, one of the leaders of the 
Kazakh opposition party 'Alga!'?

Mr. Ketebayev was in Madrid, at the time of his detention, in connection with the case of 
another Kazakh dissident Mr Alexander Pavlov, who is seeking political asylum in Spain. 
Furthermore, for the past few months, Mr Ketebayev has been publishing reports and 
documents on the basic human rights violations in Kazakhstan and has held also a series of 
meetings in this regard in Brussels with different EU institutions, including representatives of 
the EP.

Mr Ketebayev had received refugee status in Poland in December 2013. How can it be 
explained that a citizen with refugee status granted from one EU Member state can 
nevertheless be arrested in another EU Member state and now face the risk of being extradited 
to the country he had to fled due to political reasons? Does the Commission or the EEAS 
foresee any action with regard to this case?


