
Case studies: step-by-step 

Accountability Mechanisms of International Organizations 

Wielding Direct Power Over Individuals 

Example case study: 

 

 
 
Background: 

‒ EU CSDP missions are 

sometimes empowered 

to use (lethal) force, 

e.g. during peace 

enforcement missions. 

‒ Arrest and detention of 

individuals might take 

place during missions, 

e.g. in the course of the 

anti-piracy operation in 

the Gulf of Arden (EU 

NAVFOR). 

‒ These activities create 

obvious risks of human 

rights violations. 

 
Analysis of accountability 

mechanisms: 

‒ EU Court of Justice 

lacks jurisdiction over 

CSDP missions. 

‒ Domestic courts are 

competent, since EU is 

not immune when the 

CJEU lacks jurisdiction. 

However, they may be 

incapable of handling 

such cases sufficiently. 

‒ Claims tribunals are 

available for certain 

missions, but there are 

severely restrictive 

thresholds for access. 

 
Tentative assessment: 

‒ Accountability 

mechanisms seem 

unavailable/insufficient. 

Example case study: 
 

 

 

 
 

ICC Pre-trial detention 

 
Background: 

‒ Individuals standing trial 

before the ICC are 

detained at the ICC 

Detention Centre. 

‒ Tensions may arise 

between the need for 

establishing order and 

discipline, and the rights 

of detainees. 

 
Analysis of accountability 

mechanisms: 

‒ Detainees may 

complain to the author 

of a decision. 

‒ Possibility of appealing 

to the Registrar over 

decisions of the Chief 

Custody Officer. 

‒ Decisions authored by 

the Registrar may be 

appealed to the ICC 

Presidency.  

‒ Despite these robust 

internal mechanisms for 

handling complaints, 

detainees seem to lack 

access to a sufficiently 

independent and 

impartial adjudicator.  

 
Tentative assessment: 

‒ Accountability 

mechanisms seem 

insufficiently impartial 

and independent. 
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Introduction 

• States progressively transfer competences to international 

intergovernmental organizations (IOs). 

• When exercising these conferred competences, IOs increasingly 

affect individuals, legally and physically, directly and indirectly. 

• It has become clear that IOs have obligations towards individuals, 

particularly under international human rights law.  

• These obligations may be breached. 

• There is a consequent need for individuals to be able to hold  

IOs accountable when their rights are violated. 

• The need for accountability is greatest in the cases where IOs 

wield direct forms of power over individuals. 

Methodology 

• In the first part of the thesis I will seek to establish a normative 

yardstick by identifying factors that affect… 

… the need for accountability mechanisms. 

… the design of accountability mechanisms. 

• The main part of the thesis will consist of case studies of instances 

where IOs wield direct power over individuals. 

• For each case, the available accountability mechanisms will be 

assessed against the normative yardstick identified in the first part. 

• The thesis concludes with an overall assessment of the findings. 

Background 

• Outline of the relevant human rights obligations. 

• Reveal the potential for violations of those obligations. 

• Describe the accountability mechanisms available to 
individuals whose rights are violated. 

Analysis 

• Map the strengths and weaknesses of the 
applicable accountability mechanisms. 

• Identify any accountability gaps. 

Assessment 

• Are the accountability mechanisms sufficient to ensure 
an adequate level of accountability,? 

• How may accountability gaps be bridged? 


