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introduction
Every other year the IPCAN network organises 
a European Conference on issues related to 
police complaints received and dealt with by 
the 22 members of the Network.

In October 2019, the Defender of rights 
hosted the 5th IPCAN Seminar, organised in 
collaboration with the European Union Agency 
for Fundamental Rights (FRA) on the issue 
of Relations of the police and the population: 
challenges and practices.

During the 6th IPCAN internal seminar in 
December 2020, the members of IPCAN 
decided that the 2021 European Conference 
would address the issues of the functioning 
and effectiveness of external and independent 
mechanisms of monitoring of police.

Accountability, control and trust

Researchers seem to confirm the intuitive 
correlation between the existence of a reliable 
control of law enforcement and the confidence 
of the public in its police1. 

These last years, data from European surveys 
(ESS) and EU-MIDIS studies issued by the FRA 
tend to show that the public has mixed views 
about police practices, and that large variations 
are found across European countries2. 

Indeed, trust in the police varies in different 
communities and in relation to different types 
of police action. A report published in 2021 
found that the majority (65 %) of citizens in 
the EU-27 think that the police generally treats 
people with respect ‘frequently’ or ‘always’. 
The results nevertheless vary considerably 
between countries3 ranging from 86 % to 
89 % in Finland, Sweden and Denmark to 37 
% in Slovakia, 47 % in Bulgaria and 48 % in 
Romania. At country level, the perception that 
the police generally treats people with respect 
’frequently’ or ’always’ is positively correlated 
with people’s readiness to call the police when 
witnessing a crime. The perception that the 
police generally treats people with respect is 
more widespread among certain groups. 

These include older people, those who 
make ends meet easily with their current 
household income, people who do not consider 
themselves as belonging to an ethnic minority, 
as well as those who identify as Christian or as 
having no religion4.

As a consequence, recurrent forms of 
discrimination against minorities in terms of 
stops and search has become increasingly 
important in the analysis of the functioning 
and legitimacy of policing forces5. 

There is an increasing demand from civil 
society for more accountability6 of police 
functioning and behaviour.

In that context, police oversight is expected 
to contribute to the accountability of the 
law enforcement. In order to assess the 
compliance of law enforcement with the law 
and police code of ethics, such mechanisms 
have to meet standards of impartiality, 
independence, transparency. Higher oversight 
standards will boost citizens’ confidence in the 
police. Such a confidence is strongly correlated 
to trust in national institutions, and in the 
democratic foundations of the state7.

Amongst the different mechanisms of police 
oversight, (hierarchy, internal inspections, 
parliament, courts, civil society, etc.), 
independent external oversight bodies of the 
police have become an essential instrument. 

Not all countries in the EU have established 
such institutions since no European nor 
International law foresees it. Most of EU 
countries have nevertheless realised the 
need for an external and independent national 
mechanism to monitor police activities.

These authorities today - most of the 
European ones being members of IPCAN - 
present a wide diversity of status, powers, 
positioning in the general environment of 
monitoring mechanisms of law enforcement.

https://ipcan.org/news/conference-on-the-police-role-in-a-democratic-society-european-code-of-police-ethics-nearly-20-years-20-21-october-2020
https://ipcan.org/news/conference-on-the-police-role-in-a-democratic-society-european-code-of-police-ethics-nearly-20-years-20-21-october-2020
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A comparative perspective

Each country has a national specific trajectory 
of police oversight, and discussions amongst 
the member of IPCAN show differences as well 
as convergence. Differences highlight ways to 
function that are specific to a mechanism in a 
country, and comparing them will help to best 
understand their stronger and weaker points. 
Therefore, a comparison in the framework of 
the IPCAN exchanges presents a real added 
value.

The comparative approach has several 
advantages:

•  it boosts the understanding of national 
monitoring by detaching it from the national 
political and partisan context;

•  it puts each national institutional practice into 
perspective;

•  it allows for the isolation of benchmarks 
or good practices, and it forces a 
better characterisation of the "national 
configurations" of monitoring in which 
independent monitoring bodies operate; 

•  finally, it can lead to recommendations 
beneficial to all types of monitoring 
mechanism, and national governments.

Until today, there is no comprehensive 
comparison study of external police external 
oversight mechanisms, with clear criteria 
for comparison: there are few reviews and 
studies regarding the way police activities are 
monitored in Europe and even fewer on the 
functioning and effectiveness of external and 
independent oversight.

The objective of the Conference

In this context, the objective of the IPCAN 
conference is to present, in an operational 
perspective, amongst the great diversity of 
external monitoring bodies in Europe, some 
of the existing bodies. The interest of such 
a presentation will be not only to deliver a 
“static” description of each body - including 
status, level and guarantees of independence, 
reporting institutions, powers, nature of 
decisions, resources etc. -, but also to give a 

dynamic perspective on the way they function, 
internally as well as in relation with other 
monitoring bodies and institutions.

Indeed, the proposed added value of the 
conference will be to discuss the functioning 
of such organisations in their institutional 
“ecosystem”. It will therefore question, on 
the one hand,  how they engage, with other 
institutions such as Parliament, government, 
judicial power, but also, on the other hand, 
with other monitoring bodies such as internal 
control services, inspection bodies, final 
decision-making bodies on sanctions, but also, 
civil society, NGOs and media.

The conference will not propose “standard 
models” of external monitoring systems in 
order to assess which ones are more or less 
effective. In a context where comparable data 
on police issues are not yet available and 
domestic realities present so much diversity, it 
would be an unprofitable exercise.

Programme of the Seminar

Session 1 

How external oversight mechanisms of the policing 

forces are positioned in the national monitoring 

context?

The objective of this session will be to 
examine the specificity of the missions and 
the perimeter of action of external oversight 
mechanisms as well as their concrete and 
functional articulation with other monitoring 
mechanisms and national institutions. 

Session 2 

The Independence and impartiality of external 

mechanisms: which guarantees and implementation?

The need for reinforced impartiality is at the 
origin of the emergence of external police 
oversight authorities. The creation and 
development of such structures sometimes 
follows triggering events that put into 
perspective the difficulties encountered 
by public administrations in implementing 
effective control of their own services.
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What are the conditions for the impartiality of 
IPCAN members today?  How is independence, 
and the requirement of transparency 
implemented in practice?

Session 3 

The effectiveness of control mechanisms: 

achievements and obstacles

The aim of this session will be to examine 
the effectiveness/efficiency of competent 
authorities. What are the objectives in this 
field, what are the means to achieve them and 
what are the possible evaluation tools?

Proposed methodology

As mentioned, literature is quite poor in the 
field. It is nevertheless possible to consider 
some guidance issued by different European 
and international bodies (such as the Council 
of Europe, UN, OSCE, etc.) and some attempts 
to review of such mechanisms8.

However, in order to have concrete and timely 
information, a questionnaire prepared in the 
framework of the project POLDEM, directed by 
Sebastian Roché (National Centre of Scientific 
Research (CNRS), France) in collaboration 
with the Defender of Rights, was sent to all 
IPCAN members in order to gather detailed 
information on the aforementioned issues. 

Indeed, in parallel with the IPCAN conference, 
the Defender of Rights has decided in March 
2021 to contribute to the financing of a 
study, “Police oversight in EU democracies: 
a comparative approach” lead by Sebastian 
Roché. The purpose being complementary 
to the one of the Conference, the team of 
Sebastian Roché is facilitating the work of 
the Network and be of benefit, in terms of 
scientific support. 

The main contribution of the survey is:

a·  to provide the first systematic multi-
dimensional mapping the external oversight 
bodies in a number of countries:  

b·  to explore contrasts across such bodies 
in terms of the combination of their 

characteristics based on precise measures 
and indexes (for example powers, resources, 
strategies);  

c·  to provide an understanding of the 
contribution of external bodies to good 
policing and trust in institutions.

Speakers

Other stakeholders involved in the oversight of 
police, and police representatives themselves, 
will participate in order to explain, together with 
the members of IPCAN, the way they liaise, 
work in complementarity and the challenges 
they confront in the implementation of 
their respective missions. The objective is 
indeed to address the different bodies’ roles - 
complementarity, achievements, cooperation 
and difficulties encountered - in order to 
further discuss the issues of impartiality 
and effectiveness of a monitoring system 
of national police in all its components and, 
eventually, how this can be measured and 
assessed.

Other experts such as representatives from 
NGOs and researchers will be invited in order 
to complete the different perspectives in the 
panels. 

Participants

The event will bring together around 100 
practitioners/experts such as police forces, 
public authorities, complaints bodies, legal 
professionals, victim support services, civil 
society, academics and other experts, as well 
as representatives of European organisations.

Date and location

Paris on the 3rd of December and by visio- 
conference 

Note : Interpretation from English to French 
and French to English will be provided for the 
entire seminar.   
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PROGRAMME 

3 december 2021
8:30  Welcome coffee

9:00  Opening

Ms Claire HÉDON 
Defender of Rights, IPCAN member, France

Mr Michael LOCKWOOD 
Director General of the Independent Office 
for Police Conduct, IPCAN member, United 
Kingdom (video)

Introduction

“Analyzing oversight mechanisms and their effects 
in Europe: a challenge”

Dr Sebastian ROCHÉ 
Research director, CNRS, France 

9:30-11:15  Session 1

How external control mechanisms of the policing 
forces are positioned in the national monitoring 
context? 

The objective of this session will be to 
examine the specificity of the missions and 
the perimeter of action of external oversight 
mechanisms as well as their concrete and 
functional articulation with other monitoring 
mechanisms and national institutions. 

Moderation and introduction

Ms Pauline CABY 
Deputy in charge of security ethics, Defender 
of rights, IPCAN Member, France 

speakers

Ms Kathleen STINCKENS 
Chair of the Committee P, IPCAN member, 
Belgium 
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Maître Mario CODERRE 
Principal Associate in Cabinet Roy, Bélanger 
avocats, Québec, Canada

General Alain PIDOUX 
General, Chief of the General inspection of the 
Gendarmerie, France 

11:15  Coffee break

11:30-13:00  Session 2 

The independence and impartiality of external 
mechanisms: which guarantees and implementation?

The need for reinforced impartiality is at the 
origin of the emergence of external police 
oversight authorities. The creation and 
development of such structures sometimes 
follows triggering events that put into 
perspective the difficulties encountered 
by public administrations in implementing 
effective control of their own services.

What are the conditions for the impartiality of 
IPCAN members today?

How is independence, and the requirement of 
transparency implemented in practice?

Moderation

Ms Olena PETSUN 
Advisor, Office of the Commissioner for 
Human rights, Council of Europe 

speakers

Ms Marie ANDERSON 
Police Ombudsman for Northern Ireland, 
IPCAN member, Northern Ireland  

Mr Andreas POTTAKIS 
Ombud, IPCAN member, Greece 

Ms Charlotte STORGAARD 
Chief Executive, Independent Police 
Complaints Authority, IPCAN Member, 
Denmark

Pr. Massimiliano MULONE  
Searcher, International Centre for Comparative 
Criminology (CICC), Quebec, Canada (video) 

13:00  Buffet lunch

14:15-16:15  Session 3

The effectiveness of control mechanisms: 
achievements and obstacles 

The aim of this session will be to examine 
the effectiveness/efficiency of competent 
authorities.

What are the objectives in this field, what are 
the means to achieve them and what are the 
possible evaluation tools?

Moderation

Ms Sarah GREEN 
Regional Director for the South East of 
England, Independent office for police conduct 
(IOPC), IPCAN member, United Kingdom 

speakers

Ms Irena IVANOVSKA 
European Council of Police Trade Unions 

Ms Anne-Sophie SIMPERE 
Advocacy Officer, Liberties Program, Amnesty 
International France

Mr Pavlo PUSHKAR 
Head of division, Department for the Execution 
of Judgments of the European Court of Human 
Rights, Directorate General of Human Rights 
and the Rule of Law, Council of Europe 

16:15-16:30  Closing

Justice Mary Ellen RING 
Chairperson, Garda Síochána Ombudsman 
Commission, IPCAN member, Ireland (visio-
conference)
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Biographies
claire hédon
Defender of rights, France 

Claire Hédon is the Defender of Rights since 
July 22, 2020. She is appointed for 6 years, her 
mandate is neither revocable nor renewable. 
She is the first woman to head the institution 
since its creation.

Claire Hédon holds a Master's degree in law 
from the University of Paris II and a Master's 
degree in communications from CELSA. After 
graduating in 1987, she made her first steps 
in radio on France Bleu, RFI and France Inter. 
From October 2003 to September 2017, she 
hosted Priorité santé every morning on RFI, 
then became Head of Magazines at RFI, a 
position she held until her appointment as 
Rights Defender in 2020. 

In 1992, during a trip to Thailand, she 
discovered the ATD Fourth World Movement, 
and became a volunteer upon her return. She 
became a member of the Board of Directors in 
2005, before being appointed Vice President in 
2011 and President in July 2015. 

As President of ATD Fourth World, she pursues 
the work undertaken to advance ATD Fourth 
World's struggles: the increased participation 
of parents in schools; the definition of a 21st 
legal criterion of discrimination on the grounds 
of social precariousness, added to the penal 
code on June 14, 2016; and the participation 
of the poorest people in the development, the 
implementation and the assessment of public 
policies. She also carries the Territoires zéro 
chômeur de longue durée project, which led to 
an experimental law in 2016.

As President of ATD Fourth World, she is a 
member of the National Council for Policies 
against Poverty and Social Exclusion (CNLE).

She was a member of the National Council 
on Policies to Combat Poverty and Social 
Exclusion (CNLE) and the National Ethics 
Advisory Committee from 2017 until her 
appointment.

Michael Lockwood
Director General, Independant Office for Police 
Conduct, United Kingdom

Before joining the Independant Office for 
Police Conduct, Michael was Chief Executive 
of the London Borough of Harrow becoming 
the first District Chief Executive to make the 
jump straight to Chief Executive of a London 
Borough. While Michael Lockwood was at 
the helm of Harrow Council, it made vast 
improvements in performance and financial 
position. This was recognised when Harrow 
won the ‘Best Achieving Council of the Year’ 
award at the MJ Awards.

Following the tragic events of Grenfell Tower 
in June 2017, Michael Lockwood was asked 
by the Government Task Force to lead on the 
Recovery and Remediation work as well as 
acting as the main interface with the bereaved 
families, survivors and wider community. 

Before this, Michael Lockwood was Chief 
Executive of Elmbridge Borough Council for 
eight years. He left Elmbridge as an ‘excellent’ 
graded council (in the top five in the country), 
having been voted the best place to live in 
England.

Michael Lockwood has also worked at the 
Local Government Association (LGA) as 
Executive Director for Local Government 
Finance and Policy. He led a team of 
specialists, advising the LGA Executive and 
lobbying central Government on a wide range 
of local government finance and policy issues.

A qualified CIPFA accountant with a 
background in audit and a wealth of experience 
across public and private sectors, Michael 
Lockwood has worked in central Government 
at the National Audit Office and in the private 
sector at PricewaterhouseCoopers. He has 
over 20 years senior level and Chief Executive 
experience in a number of roles within local 
government across the country.
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Sebastian Roché
Research director, CNRS, France

Dr. Sebastian Roché is a Research Professor 
at the National Center for Scientific Research 
(CNRS) at the PACTE - Sciences-Po Grenoble 
research unit, University of Grenoble-Alpes, 
France. 

He is specialized in the field of oversight of 
policing forces and in policing policies, with 
a focus on citizen-police relations (building 
trust and legitimacy). He has published several 
books (including “Police in democracy”, “Police 
citizen relations across the world” with Dietrich 
Oberwittler, and edited “The governance and 
oversight of the Internal Security Sector in 
Turkey and 7 EU countries”) as well as dozens 
of articles in leading journals (Crime and 
Justice, European Journal of Criminology, 
Revue Française de Science Politique). He 
founded Comparative Policing Review in 2021 
with Pr. Jenny Fleming (Routledge). He is 
currently working with European colleagues 
on the comparative measurement of policing 
practices (POLIS and UPYC project) and the 
governance and oversight of police across 
Europe (POLDEM project funded by the 
Defender of Rights).

Pauline Caby
Deputy in charge of security ethics, Defender 
of Rights, France

Magistrate of the judicial order, Pauline Caby 
is a graduate of the French National School 
for the Judiciary (ENM). She also holds a 
postgraduate degree in private law.

She has worked in the public prosecutor's 
offices of the Auxerre, Evry and Paris courts 
of first instance, and finally at the Court of 
Cassation, in the criminal division, as a general 
counsel.

Kathleen Stinckens
Chair of the Committee P, Belgium 

Before she was elected Chair of Committee 
P by the Belgian Parliament in November 
2018, Kathleen Stinckens served as a judge at 
the Leuven Police Court from 2006 to 2018, 
and was appointed Vice President and Press 
Officer of the Leuven Peace and Police Courts 
from 2014 to 2018. Prior to that, she worked for 
six years as a deputy public prosecutor at the 
Leuven District Court. 

In addition to her activities as a practitioner, 
she was also a lecturer at the the ‘Institut de 
Formation judiciaire’ until 2021, at PLOT (school 
specialized in security matters of the province 
of Limburg) until 2018, and at National Police 
Academy until 2018. She is also the author of 
several books and participates in numerous 
conferences. 

She graduated in law at the KU Leuven and is 
a lawyer at the bar of Leuven specializing in 
liability and insurance law. 

Kathleen Stinckens is also a member of several 
committees and working groups, such as the 
steering committee of the Flemish House for 
Road Safety or the informal working group in 
charge of the rewriting of the road traffic law.

Mario Coderre
Lawyer, Quebec, Canada

Mario Coderre has over 31 years of experience 
in Administrative, Civil and Criminal Litigation, 
particularly in Law Enforcement. He is one of 
the founding lawyers of Roy Bélanger, Avocats.  
As a litigator, he represents his clients before 
many courts and administrative tribunals, 
including the Quebec provincial Court, Superior 
court, the Quebec Court of Appeal and the 
Supreme Court of Canada.  Me Coderre has 
developed an expertise in cases involving 
allegations of a civil, criminal and ethical nature 
against police officers.  Finally, Me Coderre 
has played an active role throughout his career 
in the transmission of his knowledge to the 
legal community, notably by speaking on 
various topics in conferences and seminars, 
by teaching several associations of employees, 
police officers and various officers of the court 
(lawyers, law clerks, bailiffs, paralegals, etc.).



7e séminaire du réseau IPCAN · 2021 

10

General Alain Pidoux
General of the National Gendarmerie, Head 
of the Office of the Inspector-General of the 
National Gendarmerie, France

Before becoming head of the Office of the 
Inspector-General of the National Gendarmerie 
(IGGN), General Alain Pidoux held the positions 
of Commander of the Brittany Gendarmerie 
Region and Commander of the Gendarmerie 
for the Western Defense and Security Zone 
from September 2016 to June 2020, of 
research officer at the IGGN from August 2015 
to August 2016 and of Commander of the Midi-
Pyrénées Gendarmerie Region in Toulouse and 
the Haute-Garonne Departmental Gendarmerie 
Group from August 2012 to July 2015. 

Previously, he was Platoon Commander at 
the 3/10 Mobile Gendarmerie Squadron in 
Luçon, Platoon Commander at the National 
Gendarmerie Officers' Training School (EOGN) 
in Melun, Commander of the Departmental 
Gendarmerie Company in Fort-de-France, 
Head of the technical and special training 
section of the Training Office of the Human 
Resources Department of the National 
Gendarmerie General Directorate, Auditor 
at the Ecole de Guerre, Staff Officer at the 
General Inspectorate of the Armed Forces, 
Commander of the Departmental Gendarmerie 
Group of Haute-Corse, Chargé de mission to 
the Director of Operations and Employment 
in Paris, Auditor at the sessions of the Centre 
des Hautes Etudes Militaires (CHEM) and 
the Institut des Hautes Etudes de la Défense 
Nationale (IHEDN), and then mission officer 
at the office of the Director General of the 
Gendarmerie Nationale. General Alain Pidoux 
obtained a general university degree in 
literature, before graduating from the Saint-
Cyr-Coëtquidan Military Academy. He was then 
a student officer at the National Gendarmerie 
Officers School. 

He has received numerous decorations, such 
as the statut Commander of the National 
Order of Merit, the Homeland Security 
Medal - Bronze level, the Military Protection 
Medal - Trident clasp, the Legion of Honor, the 
Penitentiary Administration Medal - Bronze 
level, the Cross of the Order of Merit of the 
Spanish Civil Guard and the National Defense 
Medal - Gold level. 

Olena Petsun
Adviser to the Commissioner for Human 
Rights, Council of Europe 

Olena Petsun joined the Council of Europe in 
2005. Since 2011, she works as an Adviser 
to the Council of Europe Commissioner for 
Human Rights. 

Her current thematic portfolio includes policing 
and human rights. 

She holds a MSc. in International Relations 
from the London School of Economics.

Marie Anderson
Police Ombudsman for Northern Ireland, 
United Kingdom 

Marie Anderson holds a Law degree and a 
Master’s degree in Business Administration. 
She is a solicitor and member of the Law 
Society of Northern Ireland. She also has an 
extensive experience as an Ombudsman.

Between 2009 and 2016, Marie Anderson 
held the position of Deputy Ombudsman for 
Northern Ireland, having previously worked 
for five years as Assistant Information 
Commissioner for Northern Ireland. 

In 2016, she was appointed Public Services 
Ombudsman for Northern Ireland. During 
this time, she also held the statutory offices 
of Northern Ireland Local Government 
Commissioner for Standards and Northern 
Ireland Judicial Appointments Ombudsman. 
As such, she was responsible for investigating 
complaints of maladministration against all 
public service providers in Northern Ireland 
(with the exception of the PSNI and the Public 
Prosecution Service).

Marie Anderson has been the Police 
Ombudsman for Northern Ireland since July 
2019.
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Andreas Pottakis
Ombudsman, Greece

Andreas Pottakis was elected by the 
Parliament to the position of Greek 
Ombudsman in 2016, for a term of 6 years. 
At the end of 2017, he was elected Regional 
President at the International Ombudsman 
Institute for Europe (IOI-Europe) and, in 2018, 
President of the Association of Mediterranean 
Ombudsmen as of 2019. In the 2019 IOI 
elections, he was elected first among his 
counterparts in the IOI European region, which 
results in his automatic participation in the 
board of the IOI International Network. En 2020 
he was elected to the position of President of 
IOI-Europe.

From 2011 to 2015, Andreas Pottakis was 
legal advisor at the General Secretariat of the 
Hellenic Government, while from 2015 to early 
2016 he was appointed to the position of Head 
of the Legal Office.

He obtained a PhD in European Public Law 
from Oxford University and has taught at 
several European universities (UK, Italy, Turkey 
and Greece), in parallel to his career as a 
lawyer at the Supreme Court since 2001. He 
is also the Deputy Director of the Academy of 
European Public Law. 

He has published extensively in a wide 
range of fields, including European public 
law, comparative law, constitutional and 
administrative law, and the legal protection of 
human rights. 

Charlotte Storgaard
Chief Executive, Independent Police 
Complaints Authority, Denmark 

Charlotte Storgaard is, since 2018, Chief 
Executive of the Danish Independent Police 
Complaints Authority. Prior to this role, she has 
been a head of division at the IPCA for four 
years. 

She graduated with a Master of Law from 
the University of Aarhus in 1999 and has 
since then worked many years as a lawyer 
specialized in labour and employment law 
(Norrborn Vinding Lawfirm from 2003 
to 2005 and LETT Lawfirm from 2007 to 
2014). She also worked as a head of section 
at the Danish Ministry of Justice, first 
focusing on international and EU law then 
on administration and property law, and as a 
Prosecutor.

Pr. Massimiliano Mulone
Searcher, International Centre for 
Comparative Criminology (CICC), Quebec, 
Canada

Massimiliano Mulone is an associate professor 
at the School of Criminology of the University 
of Montreal and a regular researcher at 
the International Centre for Comparative 
Criminology (CICC). He is specialized in police 
and security issues and his current research 
focuses on police deviance and its control (and 
more generally on the analysis of systems of 
control of police deviance), as well as on racial 
profiling and the practice of interpellation 
within the police.  

He also works on the commodification of 
security and the way in which policing is 
progressively privatized, both nationally and 
internationally. Private security industry, 
commercialization of police services and 
private military companies are among his 
interests.  
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Sarah Green
Regional Director for the South East of England 
at the Independent Office for Police Conduct 
(IOPC), United Kingdom

Sarah Green is a regional director of the 
Independent Office for Police Conduct, which 
oversees the police complaints system in 
England and Wales. 

Sarah is currently seconded to act as decision 
maker for complaints against the police arising 
from the Hillsborough stadium disaster in 1989.

Prior to joining the IOPC, she was Head of Legal 
Services at the East of England Development 
Agency. Before that, Sarah Green was an area 
solicitor for the eastern region of the Legal 
Aid Board and then held a number of senior 
management roles nationally within the Legal 
Services Commission. 

Before moving to the public sector, she 
worked as a litigator for a large solicitors’ firm 
representing trade union clients, including 
leading a national team responsible for private 
criminal prosecutions on behalf of public 
sector employees assaulted at work.

Irena Ivanovska
Communication and Coordination Expert, 
European Council of Police Unions (CESP)

Irena Ivanovska is a Trade Union Rights 
Professional with a demonstrated history of 
working for social and economic justice in the 
area of unionism. She is highly specialized 
in the field of international relations, human 
rights, trade union organizing, negotiation, 
promotion and protection of workers’ rights 
with a special focus on police rights. 

Skilled in campaigning, project management, 
community and political organizing, she 
holds a Master Degree on Human Resource 
Management at the Institute of Social, Political 
and Juridical Researches, N. Macedonia.

Anne-Sophie Simpere
Advocacy Officer, « Freedoms » Program, 
Amnesty International France

Anne-Sophie Simpere is an Advocacy Officer 
in the "Freedoms" program at Amnesty 
International France, where she works in 
particular on issues related to police forces and 
human rights, and the respect of the right to 
protest. 

She has conducted several research projects 
on these issues, among the most recent: 
"Illegal use of force and discriminatory 
practices: analysis of certain practices of 
the police during confinement" (May 2020), 
"Climate of total insecurity: arbitrary arrests of 
peaceful demonstrators on December 12, 2020 
in Paris" (February 2021), "Redon: freeparty of 
repression" (September 2021). 

She has a degree in international and European 
law from the Université René Descartes, 
Paris V, a degree in private law from the 
Katholieke Universiteit of Leuven (Belgium), 
and a Master's degree in political and social 
communication from the Université Panthéon-
Sorbonne. 

Before joining Amnesty International 
France, she worked with several French and 
international organizations, including Oxfam, 
Médecins du Monde or Human Rights Watch 
(campaign against killer robots). She was 
stationed in France, Belgium, Palestine and 
India, and conducted missions in several 
countries in sub-Saharan Africa (Zambia, 
Nigeria, Kenya).    
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Pavlo Pushkar
Head of division, Department for the Execution 
of Judgments of the European Court of 
Human Rights, Directorate General of Human 
Rights and the Rule of Law, Council of Europe

Pavlo Pushkar began his career at the 
Council of Europe in 2002 as a legal officer 
at the Registry of the European Court of 
Human Rights (ECHR), and as a non-judicial 
rapporteur between 2011 and 2016. He was 
then appointed Co-Secretary of the Council of 
Europe mediators by the Secretary General of 
the Council of Europe. 

Prior to joining the Council of Europe, Pavlo 
Pushkar worked in legal practice and public 
service in Ukraine, including at the Supreme 
Court. 

He is a graduate of the Law Faculty of Taras 
Shevchenko National University in Kyiv, the 
Law Faculty of the University of Nottingham, 
the René Cassin International Institute of 
Human Rights and Queens Mary College, 
University of London. He holds a PhD in 
criminal justice and is pursuing doctoral 
research on dispute resolution in international 
law with the Max Planck Institute.

In addition, Mr. Pushkar has participated as 
an expert in the Pompidou Group (Council of 
Europe's International Cooperation Group on 
Drugs and Addiction), human rights and sports, 
the Council of Europe's projects on internally 
displaced persons, criminal justice and judicial 
reform, and media freedom and protection 
of journalists. He is the author of a series of 
publications on human rights and international 
law in Ukrainian, Russian and English.

Justice Mary Ellen Ring
Chairperson, Garda Síochána Ombudsman 
Commission, IPCAN member, Ireland 

Ms Justice Mary Ellen Ring was appointed 
to the Garda Síochána Ombudsman 
Commission (GSOC), an independent 
police oversight body, in August 2015 and 
was re-appointed Chairperson of GSOC in 
December 2016. During Ms Justice Ring’s 
time as chairperson, GSOC made a number 
of significant contributions to the debate on 
the reform of police and police oversight in 
Ireland, including to the Commission on the 
Future of Policing in Ireland. She has also led 
GSOC through its biggest expansion since 
the organisation became operational in 2007. 
Prior to being appointed to GSOC, Ms Justice 
Ring was a barrister who practiced in the 
areas of criminal, administrative and child law. 
She was called to the Inner Bar in 2002 and 
became a judge of the Circuit Court in April 
2012. She was appointed a judge of the High 
Court by President Michael D Higgins in 2015. 
A founding member of the Association for 
Criminal Justice Research and Development 
(ACJRD) and a co-founder of the Children’s 
Legal Centre, Ms Justice Ring has also been 
a member of the Bar Council, a member of 
the National Crime Council, and a Chair of the 
Irish Women Lawyers’ Association. She was 
awarded ‘Woman of the Year’ accolade by the 
Irish Women Lawyers Association (IWLA) in 
2018.
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