QUESTION 1 – GROUP 2 
1. It was agreed that investigations centred around the victim face many difficulties.  In addition, they offer little guarantee that the processes will lead to successful investigations and sentences.  The following difficulties should be highlighted: in general, victims of trafficking have diminished capabilities to cooperate effectively with legal proceedings, as a result of the traumatic experience and due to the existence of coercion and/or threats.  Furthermore, it is often difficult to make the interests and protection of victims of trafficking compatible with the respect for the judicial guarantees of the accused.
For these and other reasons, it was agreed that investigations of cases of trafficking in persons should NOT be centred around the testimony of victims as the primary element of evidence.  Other additional investigation mechanisms should be implemented.
2. Notwithstanding the above, it is considered necessary to differentiate between investigation processes centred around the victim of trafficking – that are not recommended – and processes aimed at ensuring respect for and the best interest of the victim. 
3. It was discussed that often the reforms of criminal types are not accompanied by judicial reforms adjusted to the characteristics of the crime, including the availability of enough time to implement proactive investigation processes and allowing sufficient time for reflection to victims of trafficking to encourage them to eventually cooperate in the process.
4. The general lack of resources (human, financial, technological) and expertise in the investigation units limits the possibility to carry out proactive investigations and apply a variety of investigation techniques recommended, among others, by the Palermo Protocol and the UNODC Model Law against Trafficking in Persons.
5. Given the above, it is urgent that Governments allocate more resources to prosecuting these types of crimes.
6. The following strategies are suggested as an alternative to investigation centred around the victim:
· To promote proactive investigation in all cases.
· In investigations in flagrancy, procedural terms reduce the time even further to prepare victims who do not wish to testify for a variety of reasons.  In those cases, the mechanisms or techniques to investigate cases of trafficking in persons should be refined. 

· To draw on the testimony of the victim of trafficking and the information provided by the victim to implement investigation processes oriented towards dismantling the criminal structures and identifying persons who participated in the criminal process.
· To expand the profile of investigations by linking the cases with other criminal practices which could have been committed as well, such as drug smuggling and migrant smuggling.  To investigate them as organized crime.
· To foster prosecution of other related crimes – such as money laundering – in cases where it is difficult to produce evidence of trafficking in persons. 
· To strengthen cooperation and collaboration between the units of the Public Prosecutor’s Office in countries in the region.
· To consider the testimony of the victim of trafficking as a complementary element to strengthen investigation, and not as the core element.
· For victims of trafficking who have returned to their country of origin and who wish to collaborate in the process, to promote testimony at the country’s Consulates.  This would require relevant training of accredited consular officers. 
· To consider that trafficking in persons is a crime that is not only associated to organized crime but also, to other types of criminal networks and even individual actors – relatives and others.  In any case, this situation should not be a hindrance to implementing investigation techniques developed to combat organized crime.
QUESTION 2
1) As a starting point, we consider that the assistance and protection for victims of trafficking should not be dependent upon a sentence of compensation for harm.
2) The following difficulties have been identified in implementing compensation for harm: a) Very few sentences include compensation for harm; b) some sentences that do include compensation for harm are abstract and require a subsequent civil proceeding to try to obtain compensation; c) the majority of victims of trafficking do not become plaintiffs in proceedings; d) in many countries, the civil actors are private agents who not always appropriately defend the interests of victims of trafficking; and e) The accused does not have the required resources.  
3) The following suggestions are made to improve the effectiveness of compensation for harm caused to victims of trafficking:

· To promote comprehensive compensation for harm.
· To correlate other aspects, such as confiscation and seizure of assets or the precedence of rights.

· To prioritize in cases of moral persons for compensation purposes. 
· To promote the representation of victims of trafficking by district attorney in civil proceedings, through the possibilities of delegation stipulated in relevant legislation and an adequate allocation of resources to enable these institutions to take on this additional role, with the aim of avoiding the obligatory presence of a private civil attorney. 
· To promote increased international cooperation relating to the seizure of the assets of delinquents.
· To adjust national regulations to the stipulations of the Palermo Protocol relating to compensation for harm.
· To legislate regarding matters relating to the right of the State to repeat, that is, that the State can charge the accused for assistance to victims.
QUESTION 3
1)
The mechanism of evidence produced before trial is an indispensable instrument in cases of trafficking in persons when victims agree to make a denouncement, particularly in cases of foreign nationals.
2)
In addition, the mechanism of evidence produced before trial ensures the existence of evidence in view of the possibility of retraction of the victim of trafficking, threats by traffickers, etc.
Furthermore, it is a mechanism to separate victims of trafficking from criminal proceedings, in which most of them do not wish to participate, thus ensuring the protection and return – if required – of the victim.  Moreover, this mechanism is a means for the investigation to continue  ex officio.

3)
The effective implementation of the mechanism of evidence produced before trial requires extensive training for judges and other judicial officers.
