
EO provided security and information to a major international aid agency that has since kept

quiet to avoid the wrath of uts donors.29 Similarly, despite the need and advice from many UN

personnel to take the private route, Kofi Annan and other Security Council members eventually

balked ai the idea of employing DSL to separate fighters fromn refugees in the Rwandan refugee

camps in Gomna. For Annan, " ... the world may flot be ready to privatize peace".30

This is flot to say that PSCs do flot strive to attain this legitimacy. Somne companies have

put forth their own proposais for regulation.3 ' Also, DSL, which does flot provide top cover, but

does train militaries in the midst of confiicts and guard humanitarian compouflds and convoys,

states that it adheres to Red CrossINGO Codes of Conduct. As well, many of the firms even

provide training in international humanitarian law. As for conduct on the ground, officiais such

as the head of Sandline International, Timothy Spicer, go to great length to explain that their

companies follow human rights and humnanitarian law religiously for the sake of reputation and

repeat clients, let alone for enhanced legitimacy: "We lîke to conduct professional service in line

with the Geneva Convention, international law and behavioural standards one would expect from

a disciplined, organised and properly constituted military force" ." In support of this stance, the

ICRC believes that there is no reason to assume that the behaviour of private security would be

worse than that of other actors.3 ' To further this end, PSCs such as Sandline International and

EO have acted outside their contractual obligations to client states to perform "humanitarian"

activities. This has included such diverse activities as the repatriation of child soldiers, escorting
ýý-Mxrx7cr, i rri Lenne's football team to the Aftican Ail Nations Cup, and


