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 Center News

Center’s Program on Human 
Trafficking and Forced Labor 
Hosts Conference Examining Obama 
Administration’s Approach to 
Combating Trafficking and Forced 
Labor

The Center for Human Rights and 
Humanitarian Law’s Program on Human 
Trafficking and Forced Labor, along with 
the International Labor Rights Forum 
and the Solidarity Center (AFL-CIO), 
hosted a conference on March 24 entitled 
“Combating Human Trafficking and Forced 
Labor: The Obama Administration’s Global 
Agenda.” The conference focused on cur-
rent efforts to curb the circulation of goods 
made with forced or trafficked labor within 
the United States; gaps in legal protections 
for domestic workers and the possibil-
ity of improving their work conditions in 
the new International Labor Organization 
convention on domestic workers; and new 
strategies for ensuring that programs and 
policies are evidence based and focused 
on reducing the numbers of victims and 
protecting the rights of victims.  A rich 
discussion was held with Ana Avendano 
(Assistant to the President for Immigration 
and Community Action, AFL-CIO),  Carol 
Pier (Associate Deputy Undersecretary, 
Bureau of International Labor Affairs, 
U.S. Labor Department), Antonia Pena 
(domestic worker and leader at Casa de 
Maryland, a non-profit organization pro-
viding legal services to immigrants), Jane 
Sigmon (Senior Coordinator for Programs, 
Office to Monitor and Combat Trafficking 
in Persons, U.S. State Department), 
Matt Friedman (Regional Programme 
Manager, UN Inter-agency Project on 
Human Trafficking (Thailand, China, 
Burma, Laos, Cambodia and Vietnam)), 
Kathy Blakeslee (Director, Women in 
Development, USAID), Marcia Eugenio 
(Director, Office of Child Labor, Forced 
Labor, and Human Trafficking, Bureau 
of International Labor Affairs, U.S. Labor 
Department), Christian Levesque (Conrad 
& Scherer, LLP), and Katerina Karousos 
(Acting Chief, Multilateral Programs 
Unit, Office of International Affairs, 

Immigration and Customs Enforcement, 
U.S. Department of Homeland Security). 
Neha Misra (Solidarity Center, AFL-
CIO), Ann Jordan, (Program Director, 
Center’s Program on Human Trafficking 
and Forced Labor), and Bama Athreya 
(International Labor Rights Forum) served 
as moderators.

U.S.-Israel Civil Liberties Law 
Fellows Program Celebrates 25 
Years; Professor Herman Schwartz 
Honored

To celebrate the 25th anniversary of 
the US-Israel Civil Liberties Law Fellows 
Program, the Washington College of Law 
(WCL) hosted a panel discussion on March 
22 entitled, “Celebrating 25 Years of the 
US-Israel Civil Liberties Law Fellows 
Program: The Future of Human Rights in 
Israel.” Moderated by Center for Human 
Rights and Humanitarian Law Executive 
Director Hadar Harris, this dynamic 
discussion featured four past graduates 
of the program: Joshua Schoffman (for-
mer Deputy Attorney General of Israel), 
Sawsan Zaher (staff attorney, Adalah), 
Moshe Cohen-Eliya (Senior Lecturer at 
Ramat Gan Law School, and Durgham 
Saif (attorney and former faculty at Haifa 
University’s Arab Minority Clinic). A 
moving dinner honoring longtime WCL 
Professor Herman Schwartz, followed the 
roundtable. For more on the Program and a 
profile of Professor Schwartz, please see 
the article in this issue.

Center Hosts Conference on 
Customary (Traditional) Law

On February 15, the Center for Human 
Rights and Humanitarian Law, the Human 
Rights Brief, and the WCL International 
Human Rights Law Clinic hosted an all-
day conference entitled, “Custom, Law 
and Tradition: Alternative Legal Systems 
and Their Impact on Human Rights.” The 
conference explored the underrepresented 
issue of the intersection of customary 
law and human rights in traditional soci-
eties. Panelists discussed different per-
spectives on customary law in transitional 
and aboriginal societies; cultural codes 

of conduct that constitute customary law; 
the place of legal dualism in a mod-
ern constitutional state; intersections of 
customary law and gender, particularly 
with respect to land tenure rights; and the 
inclusion of customary law in national 
and regional courts. Sanele Sibanda, lec-
turer at the University of Witwatersrand 
in South Africa, delivered the keynote 
speech on whether modern conceptions 
of democracy and human rights provide a 
role for customary law in advancing human 
rights or enriching the constitutional state. 
Other speakers included Professor Francis 
Ssekandi (Columbia Law School), 
Caroline Sage (World Bank), Professor 
Christine Zuni Cruz (University of New 
Mexico), Professor Ezra Rosser (WCL), 
Professor Rachel Rebouché (WCL), 
Hadar Harris (Center for Human Rights 
and Humanitarian Law), and Professor 
Todd Eisenstadt (American University 
School of Public Affairs). Please see the 
article by Sanele Sibanda in this issue for 
more information.

WCL/University of Peshawar 
Collaborative Exchange and 
Capacity Building Program: UP 
Program Director Visits Center, 
Leads Discussion on Gender and 
Human Rights in Pakistan

As part of the Washington College of 
Law-University of Peshawar Collaboration 
Program, administered through the Center 
for Human Rights and Humanitarian 
Law, Professor Nasir Khattak from the 
University of Peshawar (UP), Pakistan, 
visited the Center to discuss the project and 
its next steps. The Collaboration Program, 
which aims to build the capacity of UP fac-
ulty members in the areas of human rights 
and gender studies, has already brought 
four UP faculty members to pursue their 
Ph.D.s throughout American University 
(AU). Two more fellows are expected to 
come to AU in fall 2010.  In addition, 
on March 16, Professor Khattak spoke 
to a packed auditorium at WCL about 
“The Challenges of Supporting Gender and 
Human Rights Education in Peshawar.” He 
discussed the activities and goals of the 
UP’s ground-breaking Human Rights 
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Centre and Gender Studies Department — 
the first of their kind in Pakistan. Professor 
Khattak commented on the difficult reali-
ties of educating about gender and human 
rights in the volatile North-West Frontier 
Province, an area that has experienced 
rampant violence and felt the pressures of 
Talibanization. 

Experiential Learning Project 
Focuses on Education and Immigrant 
Children

The Center’s Student Advisory 
Board (SAB) sponsored a four-session 
Experiential Learning Project (ELP) on 
“Education and Immigrant Children.” The 
ELP is an annual SAB-run project that 
explores a particular human rights issue 
from various angles by taking students 
outside the classroom on site visits in 
the Washington, D.C. area in a series 
of four sessions and follow-up facilitated 
reflective meetings. Despite a significant 
delay in the project due to this winter’s 
epic snowstorms, the students attended 
sessions during which they explored the 
process and experience of immigration, 
English-as-a-second-language programs 
and acculturation, and “civic” education 
through a series of visits to the Center 
for Social Justice Research, Teaching 
and Service at Georgetown University; 
Education Strengthens Families Public 
Charter School; and Liberty’s Promise, a 
non-profit organization in D.C. that works 
with low-income immigrant youth. In 
addition, participants visited the Northern 
Virginia Juvenile Detention Center to learn 
about and discuss the issues surrounding 
detention of undocumented children. Both 
J.D. and LL.M. students participated in the 
initiative.

Center Hosts Discussion on 
Transitional Justice in Nepal

On March 3, the Center hosted a lunch-
time discussion with Dr. Gopal Krishna 
Siwakoti entitled “Peace Dividend and 
Transitional Justice in Nepal.” Dr. Siwakoti 
is the president of Inhured International, 
an international human rights organization 
in Kathmandu. A former political pris-
oner and a torture survivor, Dr. Siwakoti, 
along with other colleagues, rejuvenated an 
amnesty movement in the early 1980s. He 
has been courageously fighting against the 
tyrannical panchayat system in Nepal and 
closely monitoring the decade-long armed 

conflict as well as the atrocities of the dic-
tatorial royal regime under exceptionally 
difficult circumstances. As International 
Advisor of the Hague Appeal for Peace, his 
contribution in the human rights and peace 
movement is also manifested in the ongo-
ing transition and peace process in Nepal. 
During this event, Dr. Siwakoti shared his 
experience in seeking justice and peace in 
Nepal and engaged in a fascinating discus-
sion with the WCL community.

Program on Human Trafficking and 
Forced Labor Holds Discussion on 
Human Trafficking in the Mekong 
Delta Region

On March 22, the Program held a lunch-
and-learn session on “Human Trafficking 
in the Mekong Delta Region” with Matt 
Friedman (Regional Programme Manager, 
UN Inter-agency Project on Human 
Trafficking (Thailand, China, Burma, 
Laos, Cambodia, and Vietnam)). Friedman 
presented a comprehensive overview of 
the innovative work being done by the 
United Nations to document cases, locate 
traffickers, coordinate intergovernmental 
responses and foster new approaches in 
the region.

Center Welcomes New Student 
Advisory Board for 2010-2011

The Center for Human Rights and 
Humanitarian Law finalized the new mem-
bers of its 2010-2011 Student Advisory 
Board (SAB). The SAB is a group of 
highly qualified and committed students 
interested in human rights and humani-
tarian law who work closely with the 
Center over the course of a year. The SAB 
focuses on assisting the Center in devel-
oping programming that reflects student 
interests and priorities. SAB members also 
participate in specialized skills-develop-
ment workshops and meet weekly with 
Center Executive Director Hadar Harris. 
The 2010-2011 SAB members are: Ashly 
Hinmon, Maanasa Reddy, Shubra Ohri, 
Andrew Maki, Anna Maitland, and 
Bhavani (Bhanu) Raveendran.

Center’s Assistant Director and 
WCL Students Bring Niagara 
International Moot Court Cup To 
WCL

Four WCL students, Ari Levin, Lindsey 
Siegel, Nutal Patel, and Sara Kang, 

coached by the Center’s Assistant Director, 
Matias Hernandez, won the Niagara 
International Moot Court Competition, an 
international law competition that this year 
drew fifteen law schools from Canada and 
the United States. The team from WCL 
also won the following awards: Best Team 
Argument — Applicant (Nutan Patel and 
Ari Levin), Runner-Up Team Memorial 
— Respondent (Lindsey Siegel and Sara 
Kang), 4th Place Advocate (Sara Kang), 
and 5th Place Advocate (Lindsey Siegel).

Faculty and Staff Updates

Claudio Grossman is the WCL Dean 
and a Co-Director of the Center for Human 
Rights and Humanitarian Law. In February, 
Dean Grossman served as moderator and 
commentator for a WCL event on “Special 
Mandates on Freedom of Expression: Ten 
Key Threats to this Fundamental Right,” 
which included panelists Catalina Botero 
(Special Rapporteur on Freedom of 
Expression, Inter-American Commission 
on Human Rights), Frank La Rue (Special 
Rapporteur on the promotion and protec-
tion of the right to freedom of opinion and 
expression, OHCHR), and Toby Mendel 
(Senior Legal Counselor, Article 19 (Global 
Campaign for Freedom of Expression)). 
The following month, Dean Grossman was 
awarded the 2010 Henry W. Edgerton Civil 
Liberties Award from the American Civil 
Liberties Union of the National Capital 
Area at the 47th Bill of Rights Awards 
Dinner, in recognition of exceptional life-
time achievements related to the advance-
ment and defense of human rights and civil 
liberties. He also co-organized a full-day 
conference with Amnesty International 
on “Strengthening the Prohibition 
Against Torture: The Evolution of the UN 
Committee against Torture,” serving as 
moderator for the panel on “Ensuring 
Reparations for Victims of Torture and 
Other Ill-Treatment” and introducing the 
keynote speaker, Assistant Secretary of 
State for the Bureau of Democracy, Human 
Rights and Labor, the Honorable Michael 
Posner.

Dean Grossman also participated in 
the “Thirteenth Annual Hispanic Law 
Conference,” sponsored by WCL’s Latino/a 
Law Students’ Association, WCL’s Latino/a 
Alumni Association, the Hispanic National 
Bar Association, and the Hispanic Bar 
Associations of the District of Columbia, 
Maryland, and Virginia, moderating a panel 
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on “Immigration Reform: A Dialogue.” 
Additionally, Dean Grossman participated 
in a faculty colloquium at the University 
of Pretoria in South Africa, presenting 
a lecture to the Human Rights LL.M. 
Program regarding the prohibition of tor-
ture under international law and contribut-
ing to a Roundtable on Impact Litigation 
at the Constitutional Court of South 
Africa, which was co-organized by the 
University of Pretoria’s Centre of Human 
Rights and the South African Institute 
for Advanced Constitutional Studies. 
Dean Grossman also served as a luncheon 
speaker for “Litigation before International 
Human Rights Tribunals: Law School 
Opportunities and Existing Initiatives in 
the Americas,” which brought together 
more than 24 institutions from South, 
Central, and North America, and was co-
sponsored by Utrecht University and the 
Network of Latin American Public Interest 
Clinics. That same month, Dean Grossman 
participated in a Meeting of Experts on 
Freedom of Expression in the Americas 
in Washington, D.C., co-sponsored by the 
United Nations and the Organization of 
American States, moderating a panel on 
“Vulnerable Groups, Freedom of Opinion 
and Expression, and the Fight against 
Discrimination.” He also participated 
in a panel discussion on “Freedom of 
Expression in Venezuela: The Work of 
Student Activists, Journalists, Human 
Right Defenders and the International 
Community,” which was organized by 
Venezuela Perspectives in Washington, 
D.C. Dean Grossman moderated a special 
session on “New Voices” in international 
law at the 104th Annual Meeting of the 
American Society of International Law in 
Washington, D.C.

In April, Dean Grossman spoke on a 
“Deans’ Roundtable on the International 

Legal System and its Place in the New 
Millennium” at the American Bar 
Association (ABA) Section of International 
Law Spring Meeting in New York City. He 
also participated in the Miami Conference 
on “Practicing Law in an Interconnected 
World: Exploring Trends and Facilitating 
Dialogue,” sponsored by WCL in coopera-
tion with AU’s Kogod School of Business, 
and served as the facilitator of the discus-
sion group on human rights and as a dis-
cussant for the final session exploring the 
next steps in promoting interconnectedness 
in law practice. Recent media interviews 
include one on Oppenheimer Presenta 
regarding the case of Guillermo Farinas, 
a dissident Cuban journalist on a hunger 
strike to demand the freedom of 26 politi-
cal prisoners in ill health.

Juan E. Méndez is a Visiting Professor 
of Law at WCL. On April 1 and 2, he 
visited the campus of the University of 
Illinois at Urbana-Champaign where he 
gave a lecture on “Human Rights Trials 
and Truth Commission: What the United 
States can learn from Latin America,” 
as part of their prestigious, campus-wide 
MillerComm series. He also appeared on a 
radio talk show on the campus NPR affili-
ate on the issue, and gave two presentations 
at the law school. One of them was part of 
a conference called “What Would Lincoln 
Do,” in which Méndez spoke on a panel 
about participation and access to justice.

On March 25, 2010, Méndez was 
awarded the Goler T. Butcher Medal at 104th 
Annual Meeting of the American Society 
of International Law in Washington, D.C. 
In addition, on April 14, Méndez received 
the Rafael Lemkin Award for Contributions 
to the Prevention of Genocide, presented 
by the Auschwitz Institute for Peace and 
Reconciliation at a conference jointly 

sponsored by the Institute in Buenos Aires 
and the Foreign Ministry of Argentina. 
Méndez participated by video conference.

Diego Rodríguez-Pinzón is a 
Professorial Lecturer in Residence at 
WCL and Co-Director of the Academy 
on Human Rights and Humanitarian Law. 
On March 5, 2010, he taught a course 
on the Inter-American Commission on 
Human Rights as part of the masters pro-
gram at Facultad de Derecho, Universidad 
Sergio Arboleda (Bogotá, Colombia). On 
March 23, he gave a presentation on “The 
Inter-American Human Rights System 
and Transitional Processes” at a round-
table seminar, “Transitional Jurisprudence 
and the European Court on Human 
Rights: Comparative Perspectives,” at 
the Transitional Justice Institute at the 
University of Ulster, (Belfast, Ireland). 
On April 9, Rodríguez-Pinzón was inter-
viewed on CNN Spanish regarding the 
retirement of Justice Stevens from the U.S. 
Supreme Court and the political and legal 
importance of the upcoming selection and 
confirmation process.

Rodríguez-Pinzón also delivered 
keynote speeches at two conferences. 
On February 25, 2010, he addressed 
“Globalization and Human Rights” as key-
note speaker for the International Congress 
on Constitutional Law, “Retos del constitu-
cionalismo en contextos de pobreza,” at the 
Universidad de Nariño (Pasto, Colombia). 
In addition, he delivered a keynote entitled 
“Human Rights, and Humanitarian Law in 
the Hemisphere: Terrorism, Armed Forces 
and Public Security” at the Inter-American 
Defense College (Washington, D.C.) semi-
nar, “Human Rights and Humanitarian 
Law and their Globalizing Influence in the 
Context of the Inter-American System” on 
March 17. 	 HRB
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relevant department or ministry is responsible for implementation. 
Should the order be addressed to the central government, however, 
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population estimated by civil society to be poor or unable to access 
adequate levels of food. While the Indian government assesses the 
BPL population to be at 27.5 percent, the National Sample Survey 
Organization (NSSO) reports a far higher number of persons unable 
to access a basic nutritional intake. According to this report, 70.1 
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Nat’l Sample Survey Org., Ministry of Statistics and Programme 
Implementation, Perceived Adequacy of Food Consumption in 
Indian Households (2007).
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prevents people from doing so. The Right to Food Campaign should 
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41	  Interview with Dipa Sinha, Supreme Court Commissioner, in New 
Delhi, India (Jan. 21, 2010) (transcript on file with author) (stating that 
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deaths than ever, and that the level of urgency is reaching or is at the 
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11	  The 2006 RFK Human Rights Laureate Sonia Pierre from 
the Dominican Republic received the RFK Center award for her 
work on behalf of Dominican children of Haitian descent who are 
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12	  Supra note 5.
13	  RFK Center, Right to Education of Afro-descendants 
and Indigenous Peoples in the Americas (2008), available at 
http://www.rfkcenter.org/files/20090907_rt2ed_ENG.pdf (a 
report prepared for a thematic hearing before the Inter-American 
Commission on Human Rights) [hereinafter Right to Education 
Report].
14	  Id.
15	  Id.
16	  Id.
17	  Right to Education Report, supra note 13, at 48.
18	  The author and the RFK Center Right to Education team 
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eventually gets to the Inter-American Court.
20	  The author will not elaborate further in order not to infringe 
on client–partner confidentiality.
21	  Right to Education Report, supra note 13, at 58.
22	  American Declaration of the Rights and Duties of Man, 

O.A.S. Res. XXX, Apr. 1948, reprinted in Basic Documents 
Pertaining to Human Rights in the Inter-American System, OAS/
Ser.L/V/I.4 Rev. 9 (2003) [hereinafter American Declaration].
23	  American Convention, supra note 2, art. 26.
24	  Id. art. 21.
25	  Protocol of San Salvador, supra note 2, art. 13.
26	  Id. art. 16.
27	  Id. art. 3.
28	  Inter-American Democratic Charter art. 13, Sep. 11, 2001, 40 
I.L.M. 1289.
29	  Universal Declaration of Human Rights, G.A. Res. 217A, at 71, 
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1948).
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rights is to be achieved progressively according to Article 26 of 
the American Convention, analyzed in connection with Article1, 
the obligation to “adopt measures” is immediately binding upon 
States Parties.
32	  Although international human rights law does not define the 
scope of “primary education,” international organizations such 
as UNESCO have developed guidelines for understanding the 
concept. See Fons Coomans, Content and Scope of the Right to 
Education as a Human Right and Obstacles to Its Realization, 
in Human Rights in Education, Science and Culture: Legal 
Developments and Challenges 183, 198 (Yvonne Donders & 
Vladimir Volodin eds., 2007) (“Primary education relates to the 
first layer of a formal school system: it usually begins between 
the ages of five and seven and lasts approximately six years, but 
in any case no fewer than four years.”).
33	  See American Convention, supra note 2, arts. 1, 24, 26; 
Protocol of San Salvador, supra note 2, arts. 1, 3, 13, 16.
34	  Milton García Fajardo v. Nicaragua, Case 11.281, Inter-Am. 
C.H.R., Report No. 100/01, OEA/Ser.L./V/II.114, doc. 5 rev. 1 ¶ 
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Indigenous Cmty. v. Paraguay, 2002 Inter-Am. Ct. H.R. (ser. C) 
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Inter-Am. C.H.R., OEA/Ser.L./V/II.129, doc. 5, ¶¶ 30–32 
[hereinafter Guidelines].
43	  Report on Indicators for Monitoring Compliance with 
International Human Rights Instruments, ¶ 7, U.N. Doc. HRI/
MC/2006/7 (May 11, 2006).
44	  Kalantry, supra note 40, at 257. To learn more about this pro-
posed methodology for using indicators to measure compliance 
with ESC rights, see id. at 259-310.
45	  Protocol of San Salvador, supra note 2.
46	  Id. arts. 13, 16.
47	  Id. art. 3; American Convention, supra note 2, arts. 1, 19, 24; 
Inter-American Convention on the Prevention, Punishment and 
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