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The United States of America does not employ Private Security Companies in combat or as a substitute for combat troops in major combat operations. PSCs are employed in contingency areas where the rule of law has been subverted, whether through natural disaster, war, corruption, or government collapse. In these environments the proper role of private security firms is to protect people, places, and things from criminal conduct and other unlawful violence not associated with planned combat operations.


The Department of Defense views PSCs as a special category of contractor accompanying the force in a complex contingency, and believes that commercial and other civil law is adequate to hold PSCs, their officers, and their employees accountable.  

We believe that the best way to enforce the rule of law and promote the concept of the government monopoly of organized armed force is through legislation at the national level – laws promulgated and enforced by the sending state and that in which the PSC operates. We believe that national regulation is also the best means to protect the individual rights of PSCs as individuals and corporations under US law.


That does not mean that unique attributes of armed contractors do not merit additional regulation.  The directives of the United States vis a vis Private Security Companies are ordered to promote compliance with the law of war, maintain governmental authority regarding the use of armed force, and to avoid placing PSC employees in the position of acting in a manner inconsistent with their civilian status. Within the Department of Defense, DODI 3020.41 specifically addresses armed contractors accompanying the force, providing directives covering vetting, training, compliance with the general orders of the field commander and the law of war.  These standards are generally consistent with standards and laws within the United States covering armed security personnel and are also intended to support the laws of the country where these US Government contracted companies operate. 
That said, there are some weaknesses in the national regulation approach:

At the moment, regulations only cover DOD contractors.  Several HRs and SBs have been introduced recently to ensure uniformity of PSC regulation throughout the USG, based on the DOD model.
Condition of the rule of law in the state where we are operating


Legal system may not conform to US standards regarding rights and protections


Investigative system may not be able to operate effectively

Corruption

Not all armed contractors will be under contract to the USG.

Coalition


Local government


HROs

Private Corporations


Irresponsible operations of PSCs employed by any of these entities affect the ability of USG contracted PSCs to operate effectively and will affect the perception of the local populace and world community towards the United States.
Organized criminal organizations or terrorists


- Uniforms and common markings and SA will help, but not eliminate this threat. But even these measures will require some international agreement beyond purely national regulation.

Five years after the introduction of USG contracted PSCs into Afghanistan, operational procedures and regulations regarding armed contractors continue to develop, mostly through experience in the field, just as our military doctrine and national policy is developing in response to the Long War. PSCs provide essential security services that are either infeasible or unsuitable for our armed forces, in an environment where local national police and other security structures are unable to provide security for humanitarian relief and reconstruction.


The Department of Defense believes that the effective use of PSCs requires some level on consensus on the international level, and certainly among the sending states in any complex contingency. This consensus and international standards must be based on operational requirements, international law, to include the law of war - and experience - not speculation.
