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WILPF welcomes the UPR report on the review of Spain and in particular the 
recommendations in relation to gender-based violence, truth, justice and reparations 
and trafficking. 

However, we regret that members of the Working group are still not addressing the 
extraterritorial obligations of states. We would like to point out in particular two areas 
of extraterritorial obligations: due diligence towards the activities of transnational 
companies based in Spain and arms exports. 

Impact of Spanish Transnational companies on human rights: Due Diligence 

In recent years Spanish companies have focused a great part of their efforts on 
internationalisation, which has translated into a search for new markets abroad, but 
also on the delocalisation of a large part of its production. 

This internationalisation effort has been accompanied by the Spanish government, 
which dedicated a large portion of its foreign policy on the promotion of Spanish 
companies abroad. 

However, many human rights organisations have expressed their great concern 
regarding the responsibility that different Spanish companies have had in serious 
violations of the human rights of female workers. For instance, the local companies 
that supply products to Spanish companies, especially in the textile and food sectors, 
have maintained practices such as 72-hour work-weeks, failure to provide legal 
contracts to working women, or placing restrictions on their freedom of movement, 
as is the case with Eastman Exports Global Clothing, which supplies Spanish 
companies such as Cortefiel, El Corte Inglés and Inditex.[1] Practices of underpay are 
also used.[2] 

Spain should condition its political and financial support to companies to full 
guarantees that they will respect the working rights of the women workers that 
participate in the production and supply chains of Spanish companies. The 
companies that do not offer guarantees or sufficient transparency should not receive 
political or financial support. 

The Government should expediently approve its Plan on Business and Human Rights 
and explicitly demand full compliance with human rights by Companies in 
accordance with the UNHCHR’s Governing Principles on Companies and Human 
Rights. 



Member States should contribute positively to the elaboration of an international 
legally binding instrument on transnational corporations and other business 
enterprises with respect to human rights as established by Resolution 26/9 of the 
Council on Human Rights[3]. 

Extraterritorial obligations of States to ensure the prevention of human rights 
violations by transnational companies has been referred to many times in this 
Council and extraterritorial application of human rights obligations for transnational 
companies is increasingly recognised by human rights bodies, such as by CEDAW 
Committee in its General Recommendation 28 (para 36). 

Nevertheless, no recommendations were made in this sense during the review. We 
encourage member states to take into account extra-territorial obligations and due 
diligence in the future. 

Arms exports 

Arms exports have serious consequences on the rights and the safety of people in 
countries where the weapons end up. 

Spanish arms exports have grown exponentially in the last decade as part of a policy 
of promotion for these types of sales by the Spanish Government. As for small and 
light weapons, Spain ranks 11th among major exporters.[4] 

More than a third of Spanish arms exports between the 2004-2013 period were made 
to countries in the Middle East.[5] In the years before the uprisings, Spain authorized 
arms sales to Libya, including cluster bombs -delivered months before the Spanish 
Government’s accession to the international ban on cluster munitions (2008) – that 
the regime used to stifle rebellion.[6] 

In addition, Spain has authorized arms sales of less than 20mm calibre ammunition 
and hunting weapons, among other elements to countries with serious situations of 
violence, including high rates of femicide, such as Brazil, with an average of 15 
murders of women every day[7]-, and Guatemala -the country with the third highest 
rate of femicide in the world[8]– settings with a high prevalence of various forms of 
violence against women, as in the case of Egypt -among them sexual harassment, 
domestic violence, honour crimes and abuses by State agents[9]– and with serious 
violations to the rights of women, such as Saudi Arabia. 

Recently, the cancellation of arms sales from Sweden to Saudi Arabia -putting an end 
to a decade of military cooperation- amid human rights violations in this country, 
particularly against women, has emerged as a benchmark for the type of measures 
that can be taken when the protection of human rights at the heart of political 
decision stands.[10] 

Arms sales in these and other cases would violate therefore the provisions contained 
in the Spanish Law on Arms Trade (53/2007) [11] The Arms Trade Treaty (ATT), and 
the criteria defined by the EU Common Position (2008/944/CFSP) for the control of 
military exports [12]. 



The Arms Trade Treaty, adopted in 2013 acknowledges the link between gender-
based violence and the international arms trade in a legally binding document for the 
first time. Further, in its 24th session, the Human Rights Council dealt with arms trade 
through the adoption of a resolution on the impact of arms transfer on human rights 
in conflict. This marks a crucial step towards acknowledging the relevance of 
disarmament in securing human rights in general and those of women in particular. 

Despite these important milestones towards acknowledging the impact of arms on 
human rights, member states very rare recommendations on these areas have been 
issued so far through the UPR mechanism and even though one recommendation on 
arms export control was made during the first review of Spain by Slovenia, none has 
been made this session. 

We encourage member states to be consistent in the future with their previous 
efforts and to bear in mind the multiple factors causing gender-based violence and 
human rights violations, including arms trade, and to issue recommendations in this 
sense. 
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