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UPCOMING EVENTS 

 
International Women’s Conference  

November 28-29, 2015, London. 
Sponsored by The Haldane Society of 
Socialist Lawyers, the IADL, and the 
European Association of Lawyers for 
Democracy and World Human Rights. 
To view the Save the Date and Concept 
Paper for the Conference, please see 
Annex 1 at p. 1 of Annexes to this 
Bulletin. 
 
Conference on the 70th anniversary of 

the United Nations Charter 
December 4-5, 2015, Paris. Sponsored 
by the IADL. 
 

Update: COLAP VI, Conference of 
Lawyers in the Asia-Pacific 

As a result of the terrible earthquake in 
Nepal COLAP VI was not held as 
planned in Kathmandu, Nepal in June. 
Stay tuned for new dates and location.  
 
 

 

UPDATE ON HAITI 

Developments in Efforts to Seek UN 
Accountability for Cholera in Haiti 

IJDH Update, October 2014-May 2015 

IADL members, led by the Bureau des 
Avocats Internationaux (BAI) and its 
U.S.-based affiliate, the Institute for 
Justice & Democracy in Haiti (IJDH), 
are continuing the fight for justice on 
behalf of victims of the deadly cholera 
epidemic in Haiti. The epidemic, which 
persists to this day, has recently 
worsened, yet the United Nations has 
continued to refuse to take responsibility 
for the outbreak. The need for justice for 
the victims continues to be an urgent 
issue, but a number of pivotal 
developments since October 2014 give 
us ample reason to hope for a just 
outcome.   
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With the help of IADL, IJDH and BAI 
have been engaged in significant 
advocacy efforts on behalf of cholera 
victims. Thanks in part to IADL 
Representative Micòl Savia laying 
important groundwork with the UN 
Human Rights mechanisms in Geneva, 
especially former Special Rapporteur on 
the Human Right to Safe Drinking Water 
and Sanitation, four UN independent 
human rights experts submitted a Letter 
of Allegation to the Secretary-General 
on the human rights violations stemming 
from the cholera outbreak. This 
groundbreaking communication—it is 
the first time a Letter of Allegation has 
been sent to the UN rather than a state—
requested clarification on the victims’ 
attempts to access remedies. Notably, 
the experts expressed "serious concern 
that to this date, allegedly, individuals 
affected by the cholera outbreak have 
been denied access to legal remedies and 
have not received compensation." The 
UN responded with a 34-page letter that 
failed to address the central issue of 
access to remedies and justice for the 
victims.  

In addition, members of the U.S. 
Congress have played a key role in 
advocacy efforts.  In December 2014, 77 
members of the U.S. House of 
Representatives sent a letter to 
Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon urging 
him to immediately provide victims 
access to a fair and impartial mechanism 
for the adjudication of their claims. This 
effort was led by NLG member Rep. 

John Conyers. The UN Secretary-
General responded on February 19, 2015. 
While the organization still maintains 
the untenable position that the victims’ 
claims are not receivable, it is apparent 
that congressional pressure has had an 
effect. Since this response, IJDH and 
BAI have been working closely with 
members of Congress to continue to 
pressure the UN to reverse its position 
and provide the victims with due process. 

In addition to these advocacy 
developments, the ongoing case against 
the United Nations, Georges v. Untied 
Nations, has progressed. Oral argument 
was held in U.S. District Court for the 
Southern District of New York on 
October 23, 2014. Addressing a full 
courtroom, counsel for the Plaintiffs 
argued that the UN should not enjoy 
immunity because it failed to comply 
with its own legal obligations to provide 
victims access to a remedy. The 
Plaintiffs were supported by three 
counsel for amici curiae that submitted 
briefs on the issue. While the District 
Court judge issued a decision holding 
that the UN is immune from suit, the 
case is on appeal in the US Court of 
Appeals for the Second Circuit. 
Plaintiffs will be submitting their 
principal brief at the end of May 2015. 
Once again, the cholera victims will be 
supported by a broad contingent of 
scholars, legal practitioners and human 
rights advocates serving as amici curiae.  

The need for the UN to accept 
responsibility for the outbreak and 
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provide remedies to cholera victims is as 
critical as ever. The situation on the 
ground in Haiti has drastically worsened. 
In the first quarter of 2015, the Haitian 
Government recorded an additional 
10,000 cases, representing a tripling in 
cases over the same period last year. The 
death toll from cholera in Haiti alone is 
now comparable to the toll of Ebola 
worldwide since 2010. To date, more 
than 737,000 Haitians have been 
infected, and over 8,900 have died from 
this preventable disease. This 
underscores the urgent need for remedies 
for the individuals affected. 

Aggravating the persistence of the 
disease is pervasive lack of access to 
clean water and a fragile sanitation 
infrastructure. The Plan for the 
Elimination of Cholera from the Island 
of Hispaniola announced by the UN and 
Haitian Government in 2012 continues 
to be funded at only 13%, thwarting its 
implementation. It is in this context that 
our work for justice has continued, and a 
growing number of allies have joined us 
in calling for a just and adequate 
response from the UN. In a speech in 
November, Stephen Lewis, Former 
Deputy Director of UNICEF and current 
Co-Director of AIDS Free World, stated: 
“There are few things, in the last decade 
of the United Nations, more illegitimate, 
more reprehensible, more despicable 
than the United Nations scurrying for 
cover behind the tattered, discredited 
banner of immunity when applied to the 
cholera tragedy in Haiti....The one thing 

we can collectively not permit is to 
allow the issue to go away.”  

IADL has played an important role in 
these efforts. IADL Bureau member 
Mario Joseph of the BAI leads the work 
in Haiti, while IADL UN Representative 
Beatrice Lindstrom leads the work at 
IJDH.  Many IADL and NLG members 
provide critical advice, legal support and 
encouragement that make all this success 
possible.  

* * * 

UPDATE ON TOGO 

Togo,  élection présidentielle 2015 : 
Faure GNASSINGBE réélu sous fond 
de grogne sociale, de climat politique 

fragile et d’un processus électoral 
contesté 

Reportage de Bernard A. Dodji 
BOKODJIN, Sociologue, Expert en 
observation électorale, Coordinateur 
AFRIQUE de l'AIJD.  

Introduction 

Situé en Afrique Occidentale 
Francophone, le Togo, pays est frontalier 
du Burkina Faso, du Bénin et du Ghana. 
Il a accéder à la souveraineté 
internationale depuis le 27 avril 1960 et 
compte aujourd’hui une population 
d’environ six millions (6 000 000) 
d’habitants 1 avec une superficie de 
56 600km2. Le pays est divisé, du Nord 
au Sud, en 6 régions : Régions des 
Savanes, de la Kara, Centrale, des 
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Plateaux, Maritime et Lomé Commune. 
Le Togo présente un grand nombre 
d’atouts économiques notamment sur le 
plan agricole 2 et une ressource humaine 
abondante. Indépendant depuis le 27 
avril 1960, le Togo a connu le premier 
coup d’état militaire en Afrique noire en 
1963 avec l’assassinat de son premier 
président Sylvanus OLYMPIO. De 1967 
à 2005 le Togo, a été dirigé par le feu 
Général GNASSINGBE Eyadéma. A la 
suite du général, son fils Faure 
GNASSINGBE a été porté au pouvoir 
par l’armée. Contesté par les partis 
politiques, la société civile et la 
communauté internationale, Faure 
GNASSINGBE démissionne pour 
organiser des élections présidentielles 
anticipée qu’il gagne haut les mains. La 
contestation des résultats de cette 
élection par l’opposition a vu la 
répression de l’armée. Au final plus de 
500 morts selon une enquête des Nations 
Unies. Pour apaiser les tensions il signe 
avec l’opposition et la société civile un 
Accord Politique Globale (APG) en 
2006 et crée la Commission Vérité 
Justice et Réconciliation (CVJR) en 
2009 pour trouver des solutions à la crise 
togolaise. Il a été réélu en 2010. Le Togo 
n’a plus connu des élections locales 
depuis plus de 20 ans.  

Contexte de l’élection de 2015 

L’élection présidentielle du 25 avril 
2015 s’est déroulée dans un contexte 
politique et socio-économique crispé. Au 
titre de l’explication de ce contexte se 

trouve la non réalisation des réformes 
que sont la limitation du mandat 
présidentiel à deux quinquennats, et 
l’élection du Chef de l’Etat à un scrutin 
majoritaire à deux tours pourtant 
préconisé par l’Accord Politique Globale 
(APG) et la Commission Vérité Justice 
et Réconciliation (CVJR). Le Togo a 
connu la limitation du mandat 
présidentiel dans une période antérieur. 
En 1992 le peuple Togolais avait adopté 
par référendum une constitution qui 
limitait le mandat présidentielle à 2 
quinquennats et le mode de scrutin à 2 
tours.  Mais en 2002 à la fin de son 2ème 
mandat, le Feu président Eyadéma a fait 
modifier la constitution par l'Assemblée 
Nationale. La modification a ramené le 
mandat illimité et l'élection à un Tour. 
Le Togo et la Gambie sont les 2 seuls 
pays (sur 15 pays) de la Communauté 
Économique des Etats de l'Afrique de 
l'Ouest à ne pas limité le mandat 
présidentiel. 

Par ailleurs, concernant l’élection 2015, 
la classe politique togolaise n’a pu 
réellement s’accorder sur un fichier 
électoral consensuel. Dans le même 
temps, le pays a été secoué par une 
grogne sociale sur fond de 
revendications syndicales. 

Le corps électoral a été convoqué dans 
ces conditions politiques et sociales 
manifestement tendues. A cela il faut 
ajouter la contestation du fichier 
électoral par l’opposition ce qui a 
nécessité une expertise dudit fichier par 
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l’Organisation Internationale de la 
Francophonie qui a déclaré à la fin que 
« le fichier électoral n’est pas bon mais 
consensuel ». La méthode de 
transmission des urnes de vote des 
Centre de Vote vers les Commissions 
Electorales Locales Indépendantes3 
(CELI) et ensuite vers la Commission 
Électorale Nationale Indépendante 
(CENI) n’a pas non plus trouvé de 
consensus auprès des acteurs politiques. 
Là encore sur l’égide de la francophonie 
la classe politique a trouvé un accord le 
24 avril à la veille du scrutin par la mise 
en place d’un comité de suivi des urnes 
des Centre de vote vers la CENI, présidé 
par le Général SANGUARE. C’est dans 
ces conditions que l’élection 
présidentielle, préalablement prévue sur 
le 15 avril a été reporté finalement au 25 
avril sur proposition du président du 
GHANA alors président de la 
Conférence des Chefs d’Etat de la 
Communauté Economique des Etats de 
l’Afrique de l’Ouest (CEDEAO).  

Déroulement du vote et proclamation 
des résultats 

Le scrutin a effectivement eu lieu le 25 
Avril 2015. Les bureau de vote ont 
ouvert à 7h et ont fermé à 16h. Il y a 
avait 5 candidats à cette élection 
notamment Faure GNASSINGBE, le 
président sortant, Jean Pierre FABRE le 
candidat de l’Alliance Nationale pour le 
Changement, le principal parti 
d’opposition considéré comme radicale, 
Gerry TAAMA, du NET, M. 

TCHASSONA Traoré du MCD et le 
professeur Aimé GOGUE du l’ADDI. 
Dans l’ensemble le vote s’est bien 
déroulé sauf que le taux d’abstention 
était autour de 40 pour cent. Cela 
s’explique d’une part par le 
désintéressement des togolais à la chose 
politique, et d’autre part par le fait qu’à 
la veille du scrutin la CENI a procédé au 
désengorgent des Bureaux de vote (BV). 
Toutes les listes électorales par BV ont 
été réduites à 500 électeurs ce qui a 
amené la création de nouvelles BV le 
jour même du scrutin. Conséquence 
beaucoup d’électeur ne retrouvaient plus 
leur nom sur les listes. Fatigué de 
tourner en rond ils sont retournés chez 
eux sans accomplir leur devoir civique.  

Les résultats de cette élection ont été 
proclamé sur fond de crise à la CENI ce 
qui a susciter l’arrivée à Lomé des 
présidents du GHANA et de la COTE 
D’IVOIRE pour s’entretenir avec les 
acteurs politiques et la CENI. La CENI 
est chargée de l'organisation et la 
supervision des opérations électorales et 
référendaires et la proclamation des 
résultats provisoires adressé a la Cour 
Constitutionnelle (voir articles 8,9, 103, 
et104 du Code Electoral Togolais). Les 
résultats proclamés par la CENI donnant 
vainqueur le Candidat Faure 
GNASSINGBE ont été validés par 12 
membres sur 17 de cette institution.4 Ce 
sont les 12 membres appartenant au parti 
au pouvoir et à la société civile qui ont 
signé le procès verbal.  Les cinq autres 
de l’opposition parlementaire ne 
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reconnaissaient pas la validité des 
résultats proclamés.5 Ces résultats ont 
été ensuite validés par la Cour 
Constitutionnelle du Togo. Faure 
GNASSINGBE vient d’être réélu pour 
un troisième mandant de 5 ans à la tête 
du Togo.  

Conclusion 

Certes le Togo vient de connaitre une 
élection présidentielle sans violence et 
violation majeures comme les années 
précédentes, mais beaucoup reste à 
corriger pour arriver à une élection 
transparente, libre, crédible et accepté 
par tous. Le plafond des 500 000 000 
imposés par la Constitution togolaise 
comme plafond à ne pas dépasser pour 
les campagnes ont été dépassés par 
certains candidats. Plus d’un mois après 
les élections, aucun des 5 candidats n’a 
présenté les comptes de ses dépenses 
comme le prévoit le Code Electoral. La 
Haute Autorité de l’Audio Visuel et de 
la Communication (HAAC) n’a pas su 
contrôlé efficacement les  temps 
d’antenne sur les médias publics. Le 
silence électoral6 a été violé par certains 
candidats sans sanction de la HAAC.  

Aujourd’hui, Faure GNASSINGBE 
vient de nommé un nouveau premier 
ministre. On attend la formation du 
nouveau gouvernement pour que les 
priorités que sont les élections locales, 
les réformes, la réconciliation et les 
revendications salariales soient prises en 
compte. 

REPORT ON UN ACTIVITIES 
IN GENEVA 

The report from the Permanent 
Representative in Geneva Micòl Savia 
will be submitted at a later date. Micòl 
has been engaged in sustained advocacy 
on behalf of IADL before the United 
Nations Human Rights Council (HRC) 
in Geneva during its 28th session in 
March and 29th session in June of this 
year.  

IADL Co-Sponsors Whistleblower 
Side Event Featuring Wikileaks 

Micòl co-organized and chaired an HRC 
side event with the Mission of Ecuador 
to the UN on 23 March 2015 on 
prosecution of Western whistleblowers 
and the human rights response. Panel 
members include Wikileaks founder 
Julian Assange via videoconference and 
Spanish judge Baltasar Garzon. The 
flyer for the event is attached (Annex 2 
at p. 4 of Annexes). 

IADL Delivers Statement 
Condemning Illegalization of 
Communist Party of Ukraine 

On March 17, 2015 Micol delivered an 
oral statement to the HRC on behalf of 
IADL on the illegalization of the 
Communist Party of Ukraine. To see the 
statement please visit 
http://www.iadllaw.org/en/node/493. 
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No Consensus Reached on Preamble 
and Four Articles of Right to Peace in 

April Working Group Meeting 

The Open-ended intergovernmental 
working group on a draft United Nations 
declaration on the right to peace held its 
third session from 20 to 24 April 2015 in 
room XIX, Palais des Nations, Geneva, 
Switzerland (“Working Group”). In 
attendance were lawyer Jun Sasamoto of 
the Japan Lawyers International 
Solidarity Association (JALISA) and 
four additional JALISA lawyers, Micol 
Savia, and IADL bureau member 
Roberto Zamora. The Working Group 
did not reach consensus on the preamble 
and four articles. The agenda will 
continue to be discussed after the 29th 
session of the HRC in June. The 
Chairperson draft distributed before the 
Working Group did not recognize the 
right to peace: draft Article 1 stated 
“everyone is entitled to enjoy peace and 
security…” There was little time to 
focus on this article however because 
discussion of the preamble took too 
much time. Eventually the Chairperson’s 
text to the next HRC in June referred to 
Article 1 as “Everyone has the right to 
enjoy peace such that security is 
maintained…,” language which did not 
achieve consensus among governments. 

Consensus proceeding in the Working 
Group is a disputed point among NGOs 
and IADL participants. Roberto argued 
the risk of this method showing the 

experience of the US’ deceiving attitude 
in the Inter-American human rights 
treaty. Meanwhile other NGOs and 
JALISA member Jun Sasamoto prefer 
consensus as far as possible because it 
can have an effect on big states. NGOs 
including IADL and JALISA issued a 
joint civil society statement to the 
Working Group announcing their 
expectation that Member States reach a 
consensus on the declaration on the 
human right to peace (Annex 3 at p. 6 of 
Annexes).  

The Japan Federation of Bar 
Associations also submitted a statement 
to the 28th HRC emphasizing the 
incorporation of the right to live in peace 
in the codification on the right to peace. 
The statement can be found in Annex 4 
at p. 8 of Annexes).  

The Shiokawa fund in the John Knox 
Center is being used for the IADL 
activity in Geneva of the Working Group 
in April and the Human Rights Council 
in June. 

Minbyun meets with IADL, Issues 
Statement of Opposition to 

Dissolution of South Korean Unified 
Progressive Party 

Micol met with Minbyun-Lawyers for a 
Democratic Society, the South Korean 
pro-democracy lawyers group, in 
Geneva on March 12 regarding 
submission to the HRC of a written 
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statement regarding the dissolution of 
the Unified Progressive Party. For a 
copy of the statement submitted by 
Minbyun please consult Annex 5 at p. 
13 of Annexes.  

IADL Co-Sponsors Delegation to Iraq, 
Turkey, and Syria to Investigate ISIS 
Attacks on Women and Girls; Reports 

Findings to HRC and Special 
Rapporteur 

 
PRESS RELEASE 

 
GENEVE, 22 June 2015 

 
On 16th of June, some members of the 
delegation organized by IADL 
(International Association of Democratic 
Lawyers.http://www.iadllaw.org/), in co-
sponsorship with AED-EDL (European 
Democratic Lawyers. 
http://www.aeud.org/) and  ELDH 
(European Association of Lawyers for 
Democracy and World Human Rights-
http://www.eldh.eu/), met Rashida 
Manjoo, United Nations Special 
Rapporteur on Violence against Women. 
 
On March 2015, the delegation, 
composed by 13 professionals women 
coming from several European Countries 
(Barbara Spinelli (lawyer, IADL, ELDH, 
Giuristi Democratici, Trama di Terre); 
Aurora d’Agostino (lawyer, IADL, 
ELDH, Giuristi Democratici, Italy); 
Simonetta Crisci (lawyer, IADL, AED-
EDL, Giuristi Democratici, Donne diritti 
e giustizia, Italy ); Aişe Acinkli (lawyer, 

ÖHD - Özgürlükçü Hukukçular Derneği, 
Turkey); Gülșen Uzuner (lawyer, IALD, 
ÇHD - Çağdaş Hukukçular Derneği, 
Turkey); Özge Taş (jurist, ELDH, 
Austria); Leyla Boran (jurist, Utamara, 
Hardershipcommission, Germany); Sara 
Montinaro (jurist, YA BASTA, Italy); 
Martina Bianchi (PhD in international 
law University of Pisa Italy); Assunta 
Signorelli (psichiatrician, Trama di Terre, 
Italy); Stefania Spanò (graphic journalist 
and cartoonist, Trama di Terre, Italy); 
Alice Corte (videomaker, Una stanza 
tutta per sé, Italy); Kader Karlidag 
(pharmacist, Austria), visited Iraq, Syria 
and Turkey with the aim to carry on an 
investigation about violations of 
fundamental rights of women and girls 
victim of bloody attacks of ISIS and 
about survivors’ life conditions in tent 
cities and villages. 
 
Given the huge amount of remarkable 
information and interviews collected, 
IADL delegation considers worthwhile 
to go ahead with an in-depth analysis: 
the document submitted to the Special 
Rapporteur on Violence against Women 
represents the base of the report which 
soon will be presented to institutions of 
national and international level and will 
be published and addressed to civil 
society.  
 
The meeting has been set up in Genève 
on occasion of the XXIX° session of 
Human Rights Council of United 
Nations.  
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IADL delegation stressed the main 
breaches of human rights found during 
the mission, pressuring to obtain the 
maximum attention of United Nations 
about these dramatic issues. 
 
At the end of the meeting with Rashida 
Manjoo, members of the delegation gave 
her the abstract of the report: the full 
version will be released in the next 
months. 
 
On 19th of June 2015,  a representative 
of the delegation was invited as speaker 
in the conference  “Femicide and the 
Yezidi women of Sinjar”, which  took 
place at United Nations during the 
annual full-day dedicated to Human 
Rights Council to the discussion on 
women's human rights. During the 
conference, sponsored by Kurdish 
movement of women in Europe (TJKE), 
Kurdish assembly of the Yezidies 
women in Germany, Offices of the 
Kurdish women for the peace (CENI), 
the International Representation of the 
Movement of the Kurdish women and  
Femmes Solidaires, the IADL panelist 
referred about the situation of women, 
refugees and IDPs from the Sinjar region. 
 
For a summary report of the Delegation, 
a press review, and photos please see 
Annex 6 at p. 18 of Annexes to this 
Bulletin. 
 

* * * 
 
 

REPORT ON UN ACTIVITIES 
IN NEW YORK 

 13th Annual Assembly of States 
Parties (ASP) to the Rome Statues of 
the International Criminal Court 
(ICC), 8-17 DECEMBER 2014, UN 
Headquarters, New York 
 
Reports from IADL Alternate 
Representative Beth Lyons and Hitomi 
Takemura, Associate Professor, Aichi 
Prefectural University 
 
Report from Beth Lyons: 
 
IADL’s Delegation included Alternate 
Representatives Claire Gilchrist and 
Beth Lyons, as well as Associate 
Professor Hitomi Takemura, Chief 
Charles A. Taku and Abbe Jolles.  
Unfortunately, IADL Bureau member 
Md. Hasan Tarique Chowdury from 
Bangladesh was denied a visa, and could 
not participate in the ASP.  Special 
thanks to Rose Regina Lawrence for the 
excellent research and assistance she 
provided to try to resolve this issue.   
 

Side Event on Co-operation, Defense 
Perspectives and Clarifying the 

Immunity Debate, 12 December 2014 
 
This event was organized by Africa 
Legal Aid (AFLA) in cooperation with 
the Kenyan Section of the International 
Commission of Jurists (ICJ), and under 
the sponsorship of the Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs of the Kingdom of the 
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Netherlands and the Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs of the Republic of Ghana.   Chief 
Charles A. Taku was a panelist, and 
Alternate Representatives Claire 
Gilchrist and Beth Lyons, and Delegate 
Abbe Jolles attended the event.   
 
The event focused on the relations 
between the ICC and Africa, and 
included diverse perspectives  - from the 
Prosecution, the Defense, victims and a 
civil society organization.   
 
The event was chaired by H.E. Jan 
Lucas van Hoorn , Netherlands 
Ambassador to the International 
Criminal Court (ICC) and the 
Organization for Prohibition of 
Chemical Weapons (OPCW).  H.E. Dr. 
Tony Aidoo, Ambassador of Ghana to 
The Netherlands discussed the fact that 
the bulk of ICC cases are based in Africa, 
creating a perception in Africa of the 
ICC’s inconsistency in the application of 
the rule of law.  Evelyn A. Ankumah, 
Executive Director, Africa Legal Aid 
(AFLA) 
emphasized the value of domestic, 
national and regional courts to prosecute 
international crimes.  Amady Ba, Chief 
of International Cooperation, Office of 
the Prosecutor (OTP), International 
Criminal Court (ICC) discussed the 
OTP’s perspective on co-operation 
challenges.   
 
Chief Charles A. Taku,  Lead Defence 
Counsel at UNICTR, SCSL and the ICC 
explored a fundamental problem:  how 

can the ICC implement fair trial 
guarntees, when the Defence are not 
invited to the table?  He identified the 
inequality of resources allotted to the 
Defence and Prosecution, and the 
presumption of guilt as factors which 
contributed to the lack of fair trial.  He 
also criticized the ICC Registry’s  
ReVision Project proposal to establish a 
new Defence Office (which combines 
the existing Office of the Public Counsel 
for the Defence (OPCD), and the 
Registry’s Counsel Support Section).  
This merger proposal effectively 
eviscerates any independence of the 
Defence office from the administrative 
arm of the ICC.   
 
Chief Taku’s paper, The Marginalized 
Intruder: Defence Perspectives on 
Progressive Development of 
International Justice, is available at 
http://www.africalegalaid.com/news/the-
marginalized-intruder-defence-
perspective.  
 
The issues of victims were addressed by 
H.E. Elisabeth Rehn, Board Member, 
ICC Trust Fund for Victims, Minister of 
State and Former Minister of Defence of 
Finland; James Gondi, Kenyans for 
Peace with Truth and Justice; and Fergal 
Gaynor, Victims' Counsel in Kenyatta 
Case before the ICC.    Gondi criticized 
the “hostility of the Kenya state” in the 
ICC cases, and  Gaynor stressed that 
heads of state should not be immune 
from the ICC’s reach.  
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There was heated debate, from panelists 
and during the question-and-answer 
session, on the role of the Kenyan 
government in the ICC cases.  It was 
striking that some speakers simply 
presumed President Kenyatta’s guilt, and 
ignored that the Prosecution’s case 
against President Kenyatta had collapsed 
only a week or so earlier, and that the 
Prosecution was forced to withdraw its 
charges against him.   
 
On 3 December 2015, the ICC issued 
two key decisions denying relief to the 
Prosecution in President Kenyatta’s case.  
In one decision, the Court denied the 
Prosecution’s application for a finding of 
non-compliance by Kenya with the 
Prosecution’s disclosure request for 
financial and other records related to 
President Kenyatta.  In a second 
Decision, the Court denied the 
Prosecution’s request for an adjournment 
in the case.  On 5 December, in light of 
the evidentiary problems in the Kenya 
cases, including allegations of witness 
tampering by Prosecution intermediaries, 
the Prosecution withdrew the charges 
against President Kenyatta without 
prejudice. 
    
The full program is available at         
http://www.africalegalaid.com/news/afla
-icj-kenya-asp-side-event-program-2014 
and AFLA’s report on the event is found 
at 
http://www.imanager.nl/IManager/Maili
ngWeb/12812/ODf9uXIxz6E0# 
 

Side Event on The ICC and Kenya:  The 
People’s Narrative, 15 December 2014 

 
The Kenya Citizens Coalition sponsored 
a side event, in conjunction with the 
Permanent Mission of the Republic of 
Kenya to the UN, with panelists from 
civil society organizations, including 
victims of the 2007 post-election 
violence. 
 
The panelists were:  Major John Seii, 
Vice- Chair, Kenya National Council of 
Elders; Esther Kagongo, 2007 Post-
Elections Violence Victim; Ronald 
Osumba, Onward Social Platform 
(victims’ status audit); Rose Kisama, 
Women’s Peace Caravan; and Njenga 
Mwangi, Victims’ Lawyer in the Waki 
Commission.  The moderator was 
Ngunjiri Wambugu, Change Associates 
Trust.     
 
It is evident that civil society in Kenya is 
not monolithic.  Some, like Kenyans for 
Peace with Truth and Justice, sided with 
the ICC prosecution of President 
Kenyatta and others; other civil society 
groups (represented at this side event) 
held the position that the ICC 
prosecutions were an obstacle to truth 
and reconciliation.   
 
[NOTE:  IADL issued a Resolution 
opposing the ICC Prosecutor’s Request, 
under Article 15 of the Rome Statute, to 
initiate an investigation into the post-
election violence in Kenya in 2007-2008, 
based, inter alia,  that the criteria for 
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admissibility, in Article 17, were not met 
by the Kenya situation.  This argument 
was echoed in ICC Judge Kaul’s dissent 
in the Decision Authorizing the 
Prosecutor’s Investigation, on 31 March 
2010.] 
 
Report from Hitomi Takemura: 
 
I was honoured to attend the 13th annual 
Assembly of States Parties (ASP) of the 
International Criminal Court (ICC) held 
at the United Nations Headquarters, New 
York, as a delegate of the International 
Association of Democratic Lawyers 
(IADL). The Assembly was held from 
December 8th to 17th, 2014, and I 
attended from the 12th to the 17th.  
 
The Assembly of 2014 will be 
remembered as a series of rounds for the 
election of the six judges of the ICC. 
The first round took place on the first 
day of the election, and the final round, 
the twenty-second round, was on the 
16th December, when the sixth judge 
was elected. The prolonged process of 
electing judges made it difficult for the 
States Parties and the ICC stakeholders 
to discuss important issues before the 
plenary meeting since the election took 
place twenty-two times in the plenary 
meeting. Compared to my experience in 
the ASP last year, many paragraphs in 
the adopted resolutions were discussed 
behind closed doors, and there was little 
room for the NGO side to learn about 
and enter arguments concerning 
resolutions to be adopted.  

 
On the first day of the Assembly, 
Senegalese Justice Minister Sidiki Kaba 
was elected by acclamation as the new 
president of the ASP. On the same day, 
the first among six judges, Mr. Chung 
Chang-ho (Republic of Korea), was 
elected by ballot on the first round of 
elections. On the second day, the fourth 
round of the election, Polish candidate 
Mr. Piotr Hofmański was elected. On the 
third day, two candidates from France 
and Germany, Mr. Marc Pierre Perrin de 
Brichambaut and Betram Schmitt 
respectively, were elected. On the 
afternoon of the third day, the fifth judge, 
a candidate from the Democratic 
Republic of the Congo, Mr. Antoine 
Kesia-Mbe Mindua, was elected. The 
election of the sixth judge was in a dead 
heat, and after twelve more rounds, a 
Hungarian candidate, Péter Kovács, was 
elected. Altogether, only male judges 
were elected during these elections, and 
the results may be criticized from the 
point of view of gender equality. 
 
The 13th session adopted five 
resolutions by consensus: on the 2015 
budget of the Court, on permanent 
premises, on cooperation, on victims and 
affected communities, and on the so-
called ‘omnibus resolution’ titled 
‘Strengthening the International 
Criminal Court and the Assembly of 
States Parties’. The omnibus resolution 
is arguably the most important among 
the five resolutions, as it deals with the 
issue of the relationship between the ICC 
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and the United Nations. Recently, the 
prolonged non-execution of arrest 
warrants out of the situations referred by 
the United Nations Security Council to 
the Court is a major concern for the ICC. 
The Security Council tends to refer a 
situation concerning a non-State Party of 
the ICC Statute so that ensuring 
cooperation from a non-State Party 
remains an open issue. The Assembly 
recognized the importance of the follow-
up by the Security Council of the 
Security Council referrals to the ICC, 
such as the cases of Sudan and Libya. 
The omnibus resolution ‘recognizes the 
Security Council’s call regarding the 
importance of State cooperation with the 
Court’.  
 
At the plenary, Palestine was granted 
“observer State” status.  In the General 
Debate, after a delegate from Palestine 
delivered a speech, Israel intervened and 
commented that Israel would never 
recognize Palestine as an observer State.  
Note:  Japan does not recognize 
Palestine as a State, but has indicated 
that it has no intention to oppose the 
observer State status of Palestine. 
 
The 13th Assembly also dealt with 
claims by two judges, Cotte and Nsereko, 
who asked the Court to reconsider the 
pension scheme they should follow. In 
this regard, the Assembly adopted a 
decision along with the aforementioned 
five resolutions. The decision ‘decides to 
reaffirm its decision from its sixth 
session that judges elected at that session 

would hold office subject to the Pension 
Scheme Regulations for Judges, adopted 
by resolution ICC-ASP/6/Res.6’, and 
eventually, the request by the judges to 
reopen the debate over the applicability 
of the new pension scheme, which is at a 
disadvantage compared to the former 
scheme, was turned down. 
 
There were side events organized by 
governments or NGOs during the 13th 
session, as with the case of the previous 
sessions. Compared to last year, most of 
the side events of 2014 here again 
focused on the issue of cooperation and 
efficiency of the Court. However, the 
rights of victims and the issue of 
outreach for victims were hotly debated 
during the side events. The issue of 
defense deserves more attention in side 
events for a fair trial before the ICC. 
 
The 13th session consisted of far more 
informal consultations in comparison to 
last year, and this fact made it difficult 
for me to summarize the 13th session. In 
closing, I would like to thank Ms. Beth 
Lyons and Professor Osamu Niikura for 
their kind support, which enabled my 
trip to the ASP in New York in 2014. 
 
Discussion with former South African 

and US Judges on Applying 
International Jurisprudence to 

National Law, 27 April 2015, NYC 
Bar Association 

 
Alternate Representative Beth Lyons 
attended a Reception and Discussion 
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entitled “From Global to Local: 
Applying International and Foreign Law 
in National Jurisprudence,” moderated 
by Elisa Massimino, President and CEO 
of Human Rights First.   The discussants 
were Justice Richard Goldstone, former 
Judge, South African Constitutional 
Court and Justice Patricia Wald, former 
Chief Judge, U.S. Court of Appeals for 
the District of Columbia.  It was 
sponsored by the Sorensen Center for 
International Peace and Justice, at City 
University of New York (CUNY) Law 
School, where Justice Goldstone is 
currently the Inaugural Scholar-in-
Residence.  The audience included 
CUNY faculty and new student Fellows 
at the Sorenson Center, as well as 
lawyers and others involved with South 
Africa, including the anti-apartheid 
movement.   
 
The IADL representative asked both 
speakers how the International Criminal 
Court could address the criticism of its 
selective focus on Africa.  Justice 
Goldstone refuted the criticism, whereas 
Justice Wald commented that it was 
necessary for the Office of the 
Prosecution to pay attention to the 
evidentiary problems involving third 
parties in obtaining witness testimony, 
which have been identified and criticized 
in ICC decisions.  
 
 
 
 
 

IADL Holds its First Parallel Event 
During the CSW on Gender-based 

Violence in Haiti, 9 March 2015, UN 
Church Centre, New York 

 
At the initiative of IADL’s Permanent 
Representative to Vienna Evelyn 
Duermayer, and through the organizing 
work of NLG member Kerry McLean 
and IADL Alternate Representative to 
the UN in New York Beatrice Lindstrom, 
IADL held its first parallel event to the 
59th Session of the Commission on the 
Status of Women on 9 March 2015 at the 
UN Church Center on Combating 
Gender-Based Violence: Lessons from 
Haiti (flyer in Annex).  The event was 
co-sponsored by the National Lawyers 
Guild, Bureau des Avocats 
Internationaux and Institute for Justice 
and Democracy in Haiti.  The panel was 
moderated by Kerry McLean. 
 
The speakers included Rashida Manjoo, 
Special Rapporteur on Violence Against 
Women, Its Causes and Consequences; 
Eramithe Delva, Co-Founder and Head 
of Komisyon Fanm Viktim pou Viktim 
(KOFAVIV), Port-au-Prince, Haiti; 
Paula Donovan, Co-Founder of AIDS 
Free World and former Senior Envoy on 
HIV/AIDS in Africa; and Mario Joseph, 
IADL Bureau Member and Managing 
Attorney at the Bureau des Avocats 
Internationaux (BAI), Port-au-Prince, 
Haiti.   
 
IADL President Jeanne Mirer, 
Permanent Representative Evelyn 
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Duermayer, IADL Bureau member 
Yasmine Bennamani, Alternate 
Representatives Claire Gilchrist and 
Beth Lyons, IADL volunteer lawyer 
Dana Heitz, AAJ President Vanessa 
Ramos  and NLG President-elect 
Natasha Bannan attended the event.  A 
small dinner followed for the speakers 
and IADL, AAJ and IJDH.   
 

Burundi Conference, 2 May 2015, 
Harlem State Office Building, New 

York City 
 
The 2nd International Conference, 
“Breaking Silence and Uncovering the 
1972 Burundi Genocide against Hutu,” 
was held in New York on 2 May.  The 
aims of the Conference were to a) break 
the silence of the crimes committed 
against Hutus during Tusis regimes in 
Burundi, particularly in 1972; b) present 
a Petition to the UN requesting 
recognition of the Hutu genocide and 
accountability for those responsible 
before a Tribunal; and c) inform the 
public about the injustices and urge the 
UN to take up its task to combat 
impunity to assure peace and stability in 
Burundi and the sub-region. 
 
The Hutu genocide of 1972 in Burundi 
was recognized in the Whitaker Report 
in 1985.  The Report, Revised and 
Updated Report on thè Question of the 
Prevention and Punishment of the Crime 
of Genocide, by Special Rapporteur 
Benjamin Whitaker, was requested from 
the Commission on Human Rights, Sub-

Commission on Prevention of 
Discrimination and Protection of 
Minorities and prepared pursuant to an 
ECOSOC resolution in 1983.   In his 
study, Whitaker identified the Tutsi 
massacre of Hutus in Burundi in 1965 
and 1972, as well as the Ottoman 
massacre of Armenians, and other 
massacres as acts of genocide in the 20th 
century.  
 
The Conference was sponsored by the 
Collective of Survivors and Victims of 
the 1972 Hutu Genocide.  Over 100 
people – from Canada, Europe and the 
U.S. - most of whom were from the 
Burundian community - attended the 
Conference.  More information can be 
found at www.genocidenutu1972.org. 
  
Permanent Representative Lennox Hinds 
was asked to give logistical assistance, 
and Alternate Representative Claire 
Gilchrist  provided outstanding support 
in respect to venue and accommodations. 
 
Alternate Representative Beth S. Lyons 
made a presentation entitled, “Truth 
Commissions: Dealing with the Past and 
Building New Future.”  She focused on 
the lessons of the South African Truth 
and Reconciliation Commission.  Many 
of the concerns raised in the discussion 
in regard to criminal prosecutions vs. 
truth commissions echoed issues which 
are still being debated in South Africa 
and other countries.   Burundi passed 
legislation to establish a Truth and 
Reconciliation Commission in May 2014.   
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Celebration of Stevens, Hinds & 
White, P.C. (SH&W), 24 April 2015, 
SH&W Offices, Harlem, New York 

 
Over 100 people attended an event to 
celebrate Stevens, Hinds and White’s 75 
years of defending the Peoples’ 
movements, nationally and 
internationally and to pay tribute to 
Senior Partner Lennox Hinds.  It was the 
last event to be held in the SH&W 
offices in Harlem, because the firm is 
moving.  Individuals and organizations - 
clients, judges, lawyers, political 
activists, students, politicians, academics, 
liberation movements and others who 
SH&W and Lennox had represented or 
worked with throughout the world 
acknowledged the enormous 
contributions to the major struggles of 
our times.  The Program included 
speakers at the event and video greetings, 
as well as music. It started with a video 
message from Angela Davis, a former 
client of Lennox’s and ended with a 
video message from Lennox’s Korean 
clients, at the New First Thinking 
Academy (Korea).  A video of the event 
will soon be available on YouTube.  
 
IADL President Jeanne Mirer delivered 
remarks on behalf of IADL, thanking 
Lennox for all he has done for IADL to 
preserve our presence and influence in 
the world.  Vanessa Ramos, President of 
American Association of Jurists, also 
thanked him for his contributions.  
Written messages from Jitendra Sharma 
and Evelyn Duermayer and video 

messages from Osamu Niikura and 
Richard Harvey were among the 
messages projected on a screen during 
the Reception.  Alternate Representative 
Beth Lyons represented IADL on the 
Celebration Organizing Committee.   
 
An excellent video of the event is 
available on YouTube, including 
speeches from invited speakers, from 
Lennox, and messages from guests. 
Please simply go to the following web 
address for 
access:  https://youtu.be/Ihn31SR4EHk 

The video is indexed so viewers can skip 
to speakers of their choice by clicking on 
the link in the list (index can be found 
below video on YouTube site). 

NLG Calls for Accountability for 
Police Killings of Black Americans; 

New York City Attorneys Participate 
in Week of Outrage and 11 Days of 

Action Against the Killings 

On 3 December 2014 the U.S. based 
progressive lawyers association the 
National Lawyers Guild (NLG) issued a 
statement drafted by NLG board 
member Kerry McLean condemning the 
failure of a New York grand jury to 
indict New York Police Department 
officer Danny Pantaleo for the murder of 
Staten Island father and husband Eric 
Garner and condemning all extra-judicial 
killing of Black men and women in the 
United States (full statement attached in 
Annex 7 at p. 29 of Annexes).  
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The NLG participated in the “Millions 
March for Justice, NYC” on 13 
December 2014, with legal observation 
organized by Kerry. IADL Alternate 
Representative Claire Gilchrist 
participated in the peaceful march, 
which began in Washington Square 
Park, and which expressed outrage at the 
failure of grand juries to indict police 
officers in the racist killings of both Eric 
Garner and Michael Brown in Ferguson, 
Missouri. Protests and demonstrations 
took place across the United States in a 
growing grass-roots movement 
demanding police and state 
accountability. 

Other 11 Days of Action events- one day 
for each of Eric Garner's cries- included 
a Lawyers Die-in for Eric Garner on 17 
December 2014 at Brooklyn Criminal 
Court, organized by Legal Aid attorneys. 
Claire participated in the die-in, in which 
hundreds of criminal defense and other 
attorneys marched around the court 
building, and then collectively laid down 
on the sidewalk for 7 minutes, to 
represent the 7 minutes in which Mr. 
Garner laid on the ground before anyone 
tried to assist him. Mr. Garner was a 
client of Legal Aid. 

Claire also attended a round-table 
community discussion “Mike Brown 
Eric Garner what's next?” on 8 
December 2014 sponsored by local NYC 
community radio station WBAI and held 
at The Commons, in Brooklyn, in which 
speakers and audience members 

discussed context and strategy for 
further actions to bring an end to police 
murders, brutality, and profiling of 
Black men and women and people of 
color in the United States. Featured 
panelists included Professor Kimberlé 
Williams Crenshaw, professor of law at 
UCLA and Columbia. Crenshaw has 
written in the areas of civil rights, black 
feminist legal theory, and race, racism 
and the law.  

IADL Bureau Member and President 
Discuss Their New Book on Drones 

and Targeted Killing 

On 25 January 2015 IADL bureau 
member and former NLG President 
Marjorie Cohn and IADL President 
Jeanne Mirer discussed their new book, 
Drones and Targeted Killing: Legal, 
Moral, and Geopolitical Issues, at the 
home of Holly Maguigan and Abdeen 
Jabara in New York City. IADL 
alternate representative Claire Gilchrist 
was in attendance as well as IADL 
volunteers Zyad Hammad and Dana 
Heitz. The book explores different 
aspects of targeted kills and resulting 
civilian casualties, and evaluates the 
impact on relations between the U.S. and 
affected countries. Marjorie and Jeanne 
read excerpts of the book, then opened 
the floor for questions. Attendees then 
discussed how to publicize the book and 
the issue of drones. Some suggested 
media contacts to engage. A suggestion 
was also made to outreach to the Black 
Lives Matters movement, which 
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advocates for individuals who are 
current targets of other forms of extra-
judicial killings in the United States. 

Thousands rally to demand nuclear-
free world ahead of NPT 

The 2015 Review Conference of the 
Parties to the Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) 
was held from April 27-May 22 at UN 
Headquarters in New York City. On 
April 26, a mass international rally took 
place in Union Square, followed by a 
march to Dag Hammarskjold Plaza 
where millions of petition signatures 
were presented to UN and NPT officials. 
Activists from around the world – 
including over a thousand from Japan, as 
well as Hibakusha (survivors of the 
atomic bombings of Hiroshima and 
Nagasaki) – gathered to mark their 
demands for a nuclear-free, peaceful, 
just, and sustainable world.  
 

* * * 

 

REPORT ON UN ACTIVITIES 
IN VIENNA 

IADL Permanent Representative to the 
United Nations in Vienna Evelyn 
Dürmayer provides the following report 
on her United Nations activities from 
October 2014 to May 2015. 

During the meetings in October and 
November 2014 the Vienna NGO 
Committee on the Status of Women 

concentrated its efforts on preparing an 
oral statement to the 23rd Session of the 
Commission on Crime Prevention and 
Criminal Justice, held from 4-10 October 
2014, and on prepaing a written and oral 
statement for CSW 2015, finalized 
during the first sessions in 2015. A draft 
of this statement is at Annex 8 at p. 31 
of Annexes. 

16th Annual WAVE Conference: 
Meeting with UN Special Rapporteur 
Rashida Manjoo 

Attending the 16th Annual Conference 
of WAVE, a feminist network promoting 
human rights of women and children, in 
Vienna from 16-19 November 2014, I 
met Rashida Manjoo, one of the keynote 
speakers, and we discussed her 
participation in the parallel event during 
the upcoming CSW, organized by IADL, 
BAI and NLG in New York for 9 March 
2015. We also discussed her 
confirmation to attend the IWC  on 28-
29 November 2015 in London. 

Salon - ''Women´s rights – luxury or 
necessity?'' 

Together with Lilian Hofmeister, the 
IADL alternate representative in Vienna, 
we had our Salon on ''Women´s rights – 
luxury or necessity?'' on 2 December 
2014. The discussion among the 
panelists was centered on analyzing the 
past  work of  and in institutions in 
Austria, the difficulties encountered and 
the hardwon victories.  

The male speaker Albin Dearing, a 
program manager of FRA (European 
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Union Agency for Fundamental Rights 
based in Vienna), presented the first EU 
wide survey conducted in 2014 on 
violence against women.  The results of 
the survey were that one out of three 
women is confronted with gender-based 
violence. The conclustion was that 
action should not be limited to criminal 
law but applied in a broader way to the 
fields of employment, health, and new 
media technologies.  The flyer for this 
event can be seen in Annex 9 at p. 33 of 
Annexes. 

IADL Meets With Director of Vienna 
Bar Association on Endangerement of 

Lawyers in the Phillippines 

On 4 February 2015 Özge Tas, a 
Kurdish colleague and myself, met the 
director of the Vienna Bar Association 
Walther Gatterbauer to inform him about 
the campaign of ''The day of the 
endangered lawyer'' on 4 January 2015, 
providing him with a report on the 
situation of the colleagues in the 
Phillipines. 

Vienna Representative Serves as 
Member of Austrian Governmental 

Delegation to CSW 2015 

At CSW 2015 I participated as a 
member of the Austrian governmental 
delegation and the had the privilege of a 
guided tour of the Austrian Cultural 
Forum by its director Christine Moser. 
The Austrian delegation, composed of 
civil servants of the European Ministry, 

the Foreign Ministry, the Women's 
Ministry, and the Education Ministry, 
and NGO representatives, had different 
opinions on the political declaration of 
the delegation and no agreed conclusions 
were voted on the first day. Some 
thought it was a better solution (as there 
would be no agreed conclusions) and 
others as myself believed that the 
political declaration was minimalistic 
and not meaningful. 

Reflections on This Year's CSW 

It might be interesting to go back to the 
exhibit in the entrance hall of the UN 
main building in New York ''Women 
and Slavery Telling Their Stories'' and 
recall what has been or not achieved 
since Beijing 1995 and what are the new 
challenges. Beginning with Sojourner 
Truth, a freed slave, becoming famous 
with her speech ''Ain´t I a Woman?'' in 
1851 at the First National Women´s 
Rights Convention in Akron (Ohio), 
fighting for the abolition of slavery, for 
the right to vote for black women, 
against racism and sexism, going to 
Eramithe Delva, a victim of violence, 
Co-Founder and Head of Komisyon 
Fanm Viktim(KOFAVIV) at the IADL 
co-sponsored side event ''Combating 
Gender-Based Violence: Lessons from 
Haiti'' on 9 March 2015. 
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CSW Side-Event: Women´s 
Mobilization for Gender-Egalitarian 
Policy Change in the 20 years since 

Beijing 

I attended the side event organized by 
UNRISD and the Rosa Luxemburg 
Foundation ''Women´s Mobilization for 
Gender-Egalitarian Policy Change in the 
20 years since Beijing'' based on the 
research project ''When and Why Do 
States Respond to Women´s Claims? 
Understanding Gender Egalitarian 
Policy Change in Asia'' and found it 
impressive. China, India and Indonesia 
were the countries analyzed 
comparatively to understand how 
women´s organisations and feminist 
movements could influence decision- 
making processes, and what are the 
priorities and strategies of hte 
movements. 

Vienna NGO Committee on Status of 
Women Hold Side Events on Istanbul 
Convention and Non-State Torture at 

24th CCPCJ 

Finally, there were two side events 
planned by the Vienna NGO Committee 
on the Status of Women during the 24th 
session of the CCPCJ held from18-24 
May 2015 in Vienna. The first was a 
discussion regarding the Istanbul 
Convention, which is the first ever 
legally binding instrument to address all 
forms of violence against women in a 
comprehensive way. The second was on 
Elimating Torture in the Private Sphere. 

Jackie Jones, professor for feminist legal 
studies (UK), Elizabeth Gordon, 
survivor of non-state torture (NST) and 
Linda MacDonald and Jeanne Sarson, 
human rights defenders (Canada) 
discussed ways to recognize NST within 
the international legal system, as well as 
support and help for victims and 
awareness raising for concerned law 
officers and the public. Please find the 
flyer for this event at Annex 10 at p. 35 
of Annexes. 
 

* * * 

 

ADDITIONAL UN ADVOCACY – 
The Case of Mary Jane Veloso 

On 9 April 2015 IADL President Jeanne 
Mirer drafted a letter on behalf of the 
IADL to the President of Indonesia 
Istana Merdeka calling for him to 
overturn the death sentence of Mary Jane 
Veloso, a Filipino national and mother 
of two sentenced to death by the 
Indonesian Supreme Court in April 2010 
for drug trafficking. In the letter Jeanne 
details  the international and domestic 
fair trial rights and sentencing principles 
disregarded by the Indonesian 
government in Veloso's case. A copy of 
the letter was sent to Christof Heyns, UN 
Special Rapporteur on extrajudicial 
executions, as well as the President of 
the Philippines. The letter is attached in 
Annex 11 to this Bulletin at p. 37 of 
Annexes. 
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WATCHING United Nations MEETINGS ON 
THE WEB 

If you are interested in a particular United Nations 
event but cannot personally attend, you can watch it 
on WEBTV from the United Nations. You can sign 
up at webtv.un.org/subcribe to receive daily/nightly 
schedules of events to be webcast. 

 

The IADL United Nations Activities Bulletin is 
prepared under the direction of the Permanent 
Representative to the United Nations in New York, 
Professor Lennox S. Hinds.  This issue was edited 
by Claire Gilchrist. Reports were contributed by 
Bernard A. Dodji Bokodjin, Evelyn Dürmayer, 
Claire Gilchrist, Beatrice Lindstrom, Beth Lyons, 
Jun Sasamoto, Barbara Spinelli, and Hitomi 
Takemura. 
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Upcoming United Nations Events and Conferences  

JULY  – DECEMBER 2015 

 

Meeting Title                                                                                                 Venue       Date 

July 2015
 

 

  . Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People, 
International Meeting in Support of Israeli-Palestinian Peace 

Moscow 1 - 2 July 

  

. Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean, 2015 session New York 2 July 

  . Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women, Sixty-first session Geneva 6 - 24 July 

  

. Economic and Social Council, Substantive session, high-level segment, including 
the three-day ministerial meeting of the high-level political forum on sustainable 
development, convened under the auspices of the Council, and the annual 
ministerial review 

New York 6 - 10 July 

  . Human Rights Council, Working Group on Situations, Sixteenth session Geneva 6 - 10 July 

  

. International Law Commission, Sixty-seventh session, second part Geneva 6 July - 7 
August 

  . International Law Seminar, Fifty-first session Geneva 6 - 24 July 

  

. International Seabed Authority, Assembly, Twenty-first session Kingston 6 - 24 July 

  . Open-ended intergovernmental working group to elaborate a legally binding 
instrument on transnational corporations and other business enterprises with respect 
to human rights, First session 

Geneva 6 - 10 July 

  

. UNCTAD, Seventh United Nations Conference to Review all Aspects of the Set of 
Multilaterally Agreed Equitable Principles and Rules for the Control of Restrictive 
Business Practices 

Geneva 6 - 10 July 

  . Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons, Executive Council, Seventy-
ninth session 

The Hague 7 - 10 July 

  

. Independent Audit Advisory Committee, Thirty-first session New York 8 - 10 July 

  . Ad Hoc Committee of the Human Rights Council on the Elaboration of 
Complementary Standards in the Field of Racism, Seventh session 

Geneva 13 - 24 July 

  

. Third international conference on financing for development to assess the progress 
made in the implementation of the Monterrey Consensus and the Doha Declaration 
on Financing for Development 

Addis Ababa 13 - 16 July 

  . Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf, Thirty-eighth session* New York 20 July - 4 
September 

  

. Economic and Social Council, Substantive session, coordination and management 
meeting 

New York 20 - 22 July 

  . Human Rights Council, Expert Mechanism on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, 
Eighth session 

Geneva 20 - 24 July 

  

. Human Rights Council, Working Group on the use of mercenaries as a means of 
violating human rights and impeding the exercise of the right of peoples to self-
determination 

New York 20 - 24 July 



 

24 

  . Intergovernmental negotiations on the post-2015 development agenda: 
intergovernmental negotiations on the outcome document (10 days) 

New York 20 - 31 July 

  

. Investments Committee, 226th meeting Geneva 20 July 

  . United Nations Joint Staff Pension Board, Sixty-second session Geneva 20 - 24 July 

  

. United Nations Board of Auditors, Sixty-ninth regular session New York 22 - 23 July 

  . Economic and Social Council, Organizational session New York 23 - 24 July 

  

. Ad hoc committee on sovereign debt restructuring processes, Third session New York 27 - 28 July 

  . Committee against Torture, Fifty-fifth session Geneva 27 July - 14 
August 

  

. Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women, pre-sessional 
working group, Sixty-third session 

Geneva 27 - 31 July 

 

 

. International Civil Service Commission, Eighty-first session Vienna 27 July - 7 
August

 . United Nations Joint Staff Pension Board, Standing Committee (1 meeting) Geneva July

 

. Working Group on the Financing of the United Nations Relief and Works Agency for 
Palestine Refugees in the Near East 

New York July

  
August 2015 

 

 

. Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination, Eighty-seventh session Geneva 3 - 28 August 

 . Conference on Disarmament, Third part Geneva 3 August - 18 
September 

 

. Committee of Experts on Global Geospatial Information Management, Fifth session New York 5 - 7 August 

 . Group of Governmental Experts to the Convention on the Prohibition of the 
Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin 
Weapons and on Their Destruction 

Geneva 10 - 14 August

 

. Human Rights Council Advisory Committee, Fifteenth session Geneva 10 - 14 August

 . Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities, Fourteenth session Geneva 17 August - 4 
September 

 

. Human Rights Council, Working Group on Communications, Seventeenth session Geneva 17 - 21 August

 . Preparatory Commission for the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty 
Organization, Working Group B and informal/expert meetings, Forty-fifth session 

Vienna 24 August - 4 
September 

 

. Committee on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of 
Their Families, Twenty-third session 

Geneva 31 August - 9 
September 

 . Conference of the States Parties to the United Nations Convention against 
Corruption, Open-ended Intergovernmental Working Group on the Prevention of 
Corruption, Sixth session 

Vienna 31 August - 2 
September 

 

. Executive Board of UNDP/UNFPA/UNOPS, Second regular session New York 31 August - 4 
September 

 . Human Rights Council, Working Group on Arbitrary Detention, Seventy-third session Geneva 31 August - 4 
September 
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 September 2015 
 

 

  . Advisory Committee on Administrative and Budgetary Questions, Fall session New York 1 September - 11 
December 

 

  

. Conference of the States Parties to the United Nations Convention against Corruption, 
Open-ended Intergovernmental Working Group on Asset Recovery, Ninth session 

Vienna 3 - 4 September 
 

  . Committee on Enforced Disappearances, Ninth session Geneva 7 - 18 September 
 

  

. Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities, pre-sessional working group, 
Fourth session 

Geneva 7 - 9 September 
 

  . IAEA, Board of Governors Vienna 7 - 11 September 
 

  

. States parties to the Convention on Cluster Munitions, First Review Conference Dubrovnik, 
Croatia 

7 - 11 September 
 

  . UNCITRAL, Working Group II (Arbitration and Conciliation), Sixty-third session (To be 
confirmed) 

Vienna 7 - 11 September 
 

  

. UNCTAD, Working Party on the Strategic Framework and the Programme Budget, 
Seventy-first session 

Geneva 7 - 9 September 
 

  . Committee on Conferences, Substantive session New York 8 - 14 September 
 

  

. Executive Board of UNICEF, Second regular session New York 8 - 11 September 
 

  . High-level Committee on South-South Cooperation, Special intersessional session New York 8 September 
 

  

. UNWTO, General Assembly, Twenty-first session Medellín, 
Colombia 

12 - 17 September
 

  . Commission on Narcotic Drugs, Meeting of Heads of National Drug Law Enforcement 
Agencies, Africa, Twenty-fifth meeting (To be confirmed) 

Addis Ababa 
or a capital in 
the region 

14 - 18 September
 

  

. Committee on the Rights of the Child, Seventieth session Geneva 14 September - 2 
October 

 

  . Human Rights Council, Thirtieth session Geneva 14 September - 2 
October 

 

  

. Human Rights Council, Working Group on Enforced and Involuntary Disappearances, 
107th session 

Geneva 14 - 18 September
 

  . IAEA, General Conference, Fifty-ninth session Vienna 14 - 18 September
 

  

. UNCTAD, Trade and Development Board, Sixty-second session Geneva 14 - 25 September
 

  . Executive Board of UN-Women, Second regular session** New York 15 - 17 September
 

  

. General Assembly, Seventieth session New York 15 September - 
December 

 

  . IFAD, Executive Board, 115th session Rome 15 - 16 September
 

  

. UN-Habitat, Committee of Permanent Representatives, Fifty-eighth meeting Nairobi 16 September 
 

  . 206th session of the ICAO Council – Committee phase Montreal 
(ICAO 
Headquarter
s) 

21 September - 9 
October 
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. Assembly of States Parties to the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court, 
Committee on Budget and Finance, Twenty-fifth session 

The Hague 21 September - 2 
October 

 

  

. 
Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, Fifty-sixth session Geneva 21 September - 9 

October 
 

  . 
IAEA, Board of Governors Vienna 21 September 

 

  

. International Day for the Total Elimination of Nuclear Weapons (1 meeting) New York 25 September 
 

  . United Nations Summit for the adoption of the post-2015 development agenda New York 25 - 27 September
 

  

. Conference of the Parties to the United Nations Convention against Transnational 
Organized Crime, Open-ended Intergovernmental Meeting to Explore All Options 
Regarding an Appropriate and Effective Review Mechanism for UNTOC and the 
Protocols thereto, first session 

Vienna 28 - 30 September
 

  . Human Rights Council, Working Group on the issue of human rights and transnational 
corporations and other business enterprises, Twelfth session 

Geneva 28 September - 2 
October 

 

  

. Preparatory Commission for the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty 
Organization, Advisory Group, Forty-fifth session 

Vienna 28 September - 1 
October 

 

  . 2015 Conference on Facilitating the Entry into Force of the Comprehensive Nuclear-
Test-Ban Treaty 

New York September 
 

  

. Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People, United 
Nations International Meeting on the Question of Palestine (To be confirmed) 

Brussels September 
 

  . UNRWA, Advisory Commission (1 day)** New York September 
 

  

. WIPO, Assemblies of Member States Geneva September/Octob
er 

 

  October 2015 
 

  

. 
Commission on Narcotic Drugs, Meeting of Heads of National Drug Law 
Enforcement Agencies, Latin America and the Caribbean, Twenty-fifth meeting (To 
be confirmed) 

Venue to be 
determined 

5 - 9 October 
 

  . 
Committee on the Rights of the Child, pre-sessional working group, Seventy-second 
session 

Geneva 5 - 9 October 
 

  

. 
Human Rights Council, Intergovernmental Working Group on Effective 
Implementation of the Durban Declaration and Programme of Action, Thirteenth 
session 

Geneva 5 - 16 October 
 

  . 
UNCITRAL, Working Group III (Online Dispute Resolution), Thirty-second session 
(To be confirmed) 

Vienna 5 - 9 October 
 

  

. 
UNHCR, Executive Committee, Sixty-sixth session Geneva 5 - 9 October 

 

  . 
United Nations Voluntary Fund for Victims of Torture, Board of Trustees, Forty-
second session 

Geneva 5 - 9 October 
 

  

. 
Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons, Executive Council, Eightieth 
session 

The Hague 6 - 9 October 
 

  . 
United Nations Regional Cartographic Conference for Asia and the Pacific, Twentieth 
session 

Jeju Island, 
Republic of 
Korea 

6 - 9 October 
 

  

. 
General Assembly, Fifth Committee, Seventieth session New York 7 October - 

December 
 

  . 
General Assembly, First Committee, Seventieth session New York 7 October - 9 

November 
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. 
General Assembly, Fourth Committee, Seventieth session New York 7 October - 17 

November 
 

  . 
General Assembly, Second Committee, Seventieth session New York 7 October - 25 

November 
 

  

. 
General Assembly, Third Committee, Seventieth session New York 7 October - 25 

November 
 

  . 
States parties to the Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or 
Degrading Treatment or Punishment, Fifteenth session 

Geneva 8 October 
 

  

. 
Annual meetings of the Boards of Governors of the World Bank Group and IMF, Fall 
meetings 

Lima 9 - 11 October 
 

  . 
Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf, Thirty-ninth session*** New York 12 October - 27 

November 
 

  

. 
Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, pre-sessional working group, 
Fifty-sixth session 

Geneva 12 - 16 October 
 

  . 
General Assembly, Sixth Committee, Seventieth session New York 12 October - 20 

November 
 

  

. 
Human Rights Committee, pre-sessional Working Group on Communications, 115th 
session 

Geneva 12 - 16 October 
 

  . 
UNCITRAL, Working Group VI (Security Interests), Twenty-eighth session (To be 
confirmed) 

Vienna 12 - 16 October 
 

  

. 
Working Group on Discrimination against Women in Law and in Practice, Fourteenth 
session 

Geneva 12 - 16 October 
 

  . 
Advisory Committee on the United Nations Programme of Assistance in the 
Teaching, Study, Dissemination and Wider Appreciation of International Law, Fiftieth 
session 

New York 13 October 
 

  

. 
UNESCO, Executive Board, 197th session Paris 14 - 27 October 

 

  

.
 

Commission on Narcotic Drugs, Meeting of Heads of National Drug Law Enforcement 
Agencies, Asia and the Pacific, Thirty-ninth meeting (To be confirmed) 

Bangkok or a 
capital in the 
region 

19 - 23 October 
 

  .
 

Committee of Experts on International Cooperation in Tax Matters, Eleventh session Geneva 19 - 23 October 
 

  

.
 

Human Rights Committee, 115th session Geneva 19 October - 6 
November 

 

  .
 

UNCITRAL, Working Group I (Micro-, Small- and Medium-sized Enterprises), Twenty-
fifth session (To be confirmed) 

Vienna 19 - 23 October 
 

  

.
 

Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women, Working Group on 
Communications under the Optional Protocol to the Convention, Thirty-third session 

Geneva 21 - 23 October 
 

  .
 

Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women, Sixty-second 
session 

Geneva 26 October - 20 
November 

 

  

.
 

UNEP, Annual Subcommittee of the Committee of Permanent Representatives, Third 
session 

Nairobi 26 - 30 October 
 

  .
 

UPU, Council of Administration Berne 26 October - 13 
November 

 

  

.
 

Conference of the Parties to the UN Convention against Transnational Organized 
Crime, Working Group on International Cooperation, sixth session 

Vienna 27 - 28 October 
 

  .
 

International Narcotics Control Board, 114th session Vienna 27 October - 13 
November 

 

  

.
 

Preparatory Commission for the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty 
Organization, Working Group A and informal/expert meetings, Forty-eighth session 

Vienna 27 - 29 October 
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  .
 

ILO, Governing Body and its committees, 325th session Geneva 29 October - 12 
November 

 

  

.
 

UNEP, Committee of Permanent Representatives, 132nd meeting Nairobi 30 October 
 

  .
 

UNCCD, Conference of the Parties to the Convention and meetings of subsidiary 
bodies, Twelfth session (10 days) 

Ankara October 
 

  

.
 

UNWTO, Executive Council, 101st session Venue to be 
determined 

October/Novembe
r 

 

  .
 

UNWTO, Executive Council, 102nd session Venue to be 
determined 

October/Novembe
r 

 

 

November 2015 
 

 

  . 
Conference of the States Parties to the United Nations Convention against 
Corruption, Sixth session (To be confirmed) 

Saint 
Petersburg 

2 - 6 November 
 

  

. 
Human Rights Council, Working Group on the Universal Periodic Review, Twenty-
third session 

Geneva 2 - 13 November 
 

  . 
UNESCO, General Conference, Thirty-eighth session Paris 3 - 18 November 

 

  

. 
UNCTAD, Intergovernmental Working Group of Experts on International Standards of 
Accounting and Reporting, Thirty-second session 

Geneva 4 - 6 November 
 

  . 
206th session of the ICAO Council – Council phase Montreal 

(ICAO 
Headquarter
s) 

9 - 20 November 
 

  

. 
Commission on Narcotic Drugs, Subcommission on Illicit Drug Traffic and Related 
Matters in the Near and Middle East, Fiftieth session (To be confirmed) 

Venue to be 
determined 

9 - 13 November 
 

  . 
Committee against Torture, Fifty-sixth session Geneva 9 November - 9 

December 
 

  

. 
Conference of the High Contracting Parties to Protocol V to the Convention on 
Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Weapons Which May 
Be Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate Effects, Ninth 
conference 

Geneva 9 - 10 November 
 

  . 
Human Rights Council, open-ended intergovernmental working group on the rights of 
peasants and other people working in rural areas, Third session 

Geneva 9 - 13 November 
 

  

. 
Investments Committee, 227th meeting New York 9 November 

 

  . 
UNCITRAL, Working Group IV (Electronic Commerce), Fifty-second session (To be 
confirmed) 

Vienna 9 - 13 November 
 

  

. 
United Nations Pledging Conference for Development Activities New York 9 November 

 

  . 
WFP, Executive Board, Second regular session Rome 9 - 13 November 

 

  

. 
Annual Conference of the High Contracting Parties to Amended Protocol II to the 
Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional 
Weapons Which May Be Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have 
Indiscriminate Effects, Seventeenth annual conference 

Geneva 11 November 
 

  . 
Conference of the High Contracting Parties to the Convention on Prohibitions or 
Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Weapons Which May Be Deemed to 
Be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate Effects 

Geneva 12 - 13 November
 

  

. 
Committee against Torture, Subcommittee on Prevention of Torture and Other Cruel, 
Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment, Twenty-seventh session 

Geneva 16 - 20 November
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  . 
Conference of the Parties to the United Nations Convention against Transnational 
Organized Crime, Working Group on Trafficking in Persons, sixth session 

Vienna 16 - 18 November
 

  

. 
Human Rights Council, Forum on Business and Human Rights, Fourth session Geneva 16 - 18 November

 

  . 
Preparatory Commission for the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty 
Organization, Forty-fifth session 

Vienna 16 - 18 November
 

  

. 
Assembly of States Parties to the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court, 
Fourteenth session 

The Hague 18 - 26 November
 

  . 
Conference of the Parties to the United Nations Convention against Transnational 
Organized Crime, Working Group on Smuggling of Migrants, third session 

Vienna 18 - 20 November
 

  

. 
United Nations Staff Pension Committee New York 18 November 

  

.
 

United Nations System Chief Executives Board for Coordination, Second regular 
session** 

New York 18 - 19 
November 

 

  .
 

Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women, pre-sessional 
working group, Sixty-fourth session 

Geneva 23 - 27 
November 

 

  

.
 

Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination, Eighty-eighth session Geneva 23 November - 
11 December 

 

  .
 

Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People, 
Special Meeting in Observance of the International Day of Solidarity with the 
Palestinian People 

New York 23 November 
 

  

.
 

Human Rights Council, Working Group of Experts on People of African Descent, 
Seventeenth session 

Geneva 23 - 27 
November 

 

  .
 

IAEA, Board of Governors, Technical Assistance and Cooperation Committee Vienna 23 - 25 
November 

 

  

.
 

IMO, Assembly, Twenty-ninth session London 23 November - 2 
December 

 

  .
 

United Nations Voluntary Trust Fund on Contemporary Forms of Slavery, Board of 
Trustees, Twentieth session 

Geneva 23 - 27 
November 

 

  

.
 

Human Rights Council, Forum on Minority Issues, Eighth session Geneva 24 - 25 
November 

 

  .
 

IAEA, Board of Governors Vienna 26 - 27 
November 

 

  

.
 

UNESCO, Executive Board, 198th session Paris 27 November 
 

  .
 

Conference of the States Parties to the Convention on the Prohibition of Chemical 
Weapons, Twentieth session 

The Hague 30 November - 4 
December 

 

  

.
 

FAO, Council, 153rd session Rome 30 November - 4 
December 

 

  .
 

Human Rights Council, Working Group on Arbitrary Detention, Seventy-fourth 
session 

Geneva 30 November - 4 
December 

 

  

.
 

Human Rights Council, Working Group on the use of mercenaries as a means of 
violating human rights and impeding the exercise of the right of peoples to self-
determination, Twenty-sixth session 

Geneva 30 November - 4 
December 

 

  .
 

States parties to the Convention on the Prohibition of the Use, Stockpiling, 
Production and Transfer of Anti-personnel Mines and on Their Destruction, 
Fourteenth session 

Geneva 30 November - 4 
December 

 

  

.
 

Subcommittee of Experts on the Transport of Dangerous Goods, Forty-eighth 
session 

Geneva 30 November - 9 
December 

 

  .
 

UNCTAD, Working Party on the Strategic Framework and the Programme Budget, 
Seventy-second session 

Geneva 30 November - 4 
December 
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.
 

UNFCCC, Conference of the Parties to the Convention and meetings of subsidiary 
bodies, Twenty-first session 

Paris 30 November - 
11 December 

 

  .
 

UNIDO, General Conference, Sixteenth session Vienna 30 November - 4 
December 

 

 
 December 2015 
  
 

 

  

. Security Council, Governing Council of the United Nations Compensation 
Commission established pursuant to Security Council resolution 692 (1991), 
Eightieth session 

Geneva 2 - 3 December 
 

  . UN-Habitat, Committee of Permanent Representatives, Fifty-ninth meeting Nairobi 2 December 
 

  

. IMO, Council, 115th session London 3 December 
 

  . Panel of External Auditors of the United Nations, the Specialized Agencies and the 
International Atomic Energy Agency, Fifty-sixth regular session 

Geneva 7 - 8 December 
 

  

. Ad Hoc Committee of the General Assembly for the Announcement of Voluntary 
Contributions to the Programme of the United Nations High Commissioner for 
Refugees, Pledging Conference 

Geneva 8 December 
 

  . United Nations Board of Auditors, Forty-fifth special session (1 meeting) Geneva 8 December 
 

  

. Independent Audit Advisory Committee, Thirty-second session** New York 9 - 11 December
 

  . Subcommittee of Experts on the Globally Harmonized System of Classification and 
Labelling of Chemicals, Thirtieth session 

Geneva 9 - 11 December
 

  

. UNCTAD, Trade and Development Board, 62nd Executive session (Least 
Developed Countries) 

Geneva 9 - 11 December
 

  . Commission on Narcotic Drugs and Commission on Crime Prevention and Criminal 
Justice, Joint meetings of the Commission on Narcotic Drugs, reconvened fifty-
eighth session, and Commission on Crime Prevention and Criminal Justice, 
reconvened twenty-fourth session 

Vienna 10 December 
 

  

. Commission on Crime Prevention and Criminal Justice, Reconvened twenty-fourth 
session 

Vienna 11 December 
 

  . Commission on Narcotic Drugs, Reconvened fifty-eighth session Vienna 11 December 
 

  

. Meeting of the States Parties to the Convention on the Prohibition of the 
Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin 
Weapons and on Their Destruction (1 week) 

Geneva 14 - 18 
December 

 

  . UNCITRAL, Working Group V (Insolvency Law), Forty-eighth session (To be 
confirmed) 

Vienna 14 - 18 
December 

 

  

. IFAD, Executive Board, 116th session Rome 16 - 17 
December 

 

  . Ad Hoc Committee of the General Assembly for the Announcement of Voluntary 
Contributions to the United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees 
in the Near East** 

New York December 
 

  

. Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People, 
United Nations International Meeting on the Question of Palestine (To be confirmed) 

Jakarta December 
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Saturday 28th & Sunday 29th
November 2015
London South Bank University
103 Borough Road, London SE10AA

For more information secretary@haldane.org

supported by:

International

Women
fightingback:
international
andlegal
perspectives

Conference2015

Haldane Society of Socialist Lawyers

International
Women’s
Conference

Haldane
Societyof
Socialist
Lawyers

Organised by:
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PROGRAMME 
 

 
Saturday 28 November 2015 
 
09:30 – 10:00  Registration/Coffee 
10:00 – 10:30  Welcome 
10:30 – 12:00  Panel Discussion: Women in the age of austerity 
12:00 – 13:00  Workshop 
13:00 – 14:00  Lunch 
14:00 – 14:30 Keynote Session – Rashida Manjoo, UN Special Rapporteur on Violence 

against Women 
14:30 -  16:00  Panel Discussion: Violence against Women 
16:00 – 16:30  Break 
16:30 -  18:00  Panel Discussion: Women in peace processes 
 
Evening   Entertainment 
 
 
Sunday 29 November 2015 
 
09:30 – 10:00  Coffee 
10:00 – 11:30  Panel Discussion: Migrant Women 
11:30 – 12:30  Workshop 
12:30 – 13:30  Lunch 
13:30 – 14:30  Workshop 
14:30 – 14:45  Coffee 
14:45 – 16:15  Panel Discussion: Women in work 
16:15 – 16:30  Concluding remarks 
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western
persecution

Is the HRC equipped to 
protect refugees from the West?

UN HRC SIDE EVENT
Organized by: the Mission of Ecuador to the UN and the International Association of Democratic Lawyers 

Chaired by: Mic l Savia (Permanent Representative of IADL at the UN Geneva)

JULIAN ASSANGE 
Founder of WikiLeaks from his asylum at the 
Ecuadorian embassy in London (video link)

BALTASAR GARZON REAL 
Spanish judge

H.E. MARIA FERNANDA ESPINOSA 
Ambassador, Permanent Representative of Ecua-
dor to the UN in Geneva

ALFRED DE ZAYAS 
Independent Expert on the Promotion of a 
Democratic and Equitable International Order

EVA JOLY 
Member of the European Parliament (Greens) and 
former French judge

GLENN GREENWALD
Journalist and founding member of The Intercept

Julian Assange, Edward Snowden, 
Chelsea Manning, Antoine Deltour, 
Herve Falciani… The increasing 
attacks on Western whistleblowers, 
journalists and publishers pose a 
serious threat to democracy and human 
rights. Who are the whistleblowers? 
Why are their revelations important? 
Do they deserve protection? What role 
should Human Rights mechanisms,
regional bodies, states and NGO’s 
play in this struggle? 

NGE 
aks from hiiiiissss sss asasasasasasssylum m m mm mmmm atatatatatatatta  the 
y in Looooooondndndndndndnddononononononnn ((((((((videdededededededeeooo oo linkkkkkkk)))))))))

ARRRRRRRZZZZZZZZOOOOOOOONNNNNNNNN RRRRRRRREEEEEEEEEAAAAAALLLLLLLLL 

FFFFEEEEEEEEEERRRRRRRRRNNNNNNNAAAAAAAAANNNNNNNNNDDAAAAAAAAA ESSSSSSSSSPPPPPPPPIIIIIIIIIINNNNNNNNNOOOOOOOSAAAAAAAA 
ananaaaaaa enenenenenenentt t t tttt ReRRRReReReRR prprprprprrprpreseeeee entataaaaaaatitititititt ve oooooof f ff f ff EcEcEcEcEcEcEcuauauauauauauauua-----
nnnnnnnevvvvvvvaaaaaaa

AAAAAAAAYYYYYYYYYYAAAAAAAAASSSSSSSS
oooooon nnnnn thththththththhheeeee Prrrrrrrromomomomomomomomo ototototototototion nnnnn ofofofoffofoffo aaaa 

uitababaabababababablelelele IIIIIIIInttttttttererererereree nanananananan titititititititit ononooonooo alalalalalall OOOOOOOOOrderr

opean PPPPPParararararararara lilililililliamamamamamamma enenenennenennt ttttt (G(G(G(GGGGGreenenenenenenns)s)s)s)s)s)s)s aaaaaandndndnndndndnd 
e

NWALD
ding member of ThThThThThhhhe IIIIIInteeercrcrcrcrcrrcrrceepepepepee t

JJJJJJJJJuuliiiiiiiiaaaaaannnnnnnn AAAsssssssssssssaaaaaaaannnnnnnnnggggggge, E
CCCCCCCChhheeeeeeeellllllsssssseeeeeeeaaaaaaa MMMMMMMMMaaaaaaaaannnnnnnnnnnnnnnniiiiiiiinnnnnnnng, 
HHHHHHHHeeeeeeeeeerrrrrrrrvvvvvvvveeeeeee FFFFFFFallllllllcccccccciiiaaaaaaannnnnnnniiiiiiiii…………………… T
aaaaaaaattttttttttttttttttaaaacccccccckkkkkkkkks oooooooonnnnnn WWWWWWWWeeeeeeesssstttttttteeeeeeeerrrrnnnnnnnn w
journnnnnnnnnaaaaaaaaaalisttttttttts aaaaaaaannnnnnnndddddddd ppppppppuuuuuuuubbbbbbbbllllllllliiiiii
seriooooooouuuuuuuuusssssss thhhhhhhhrrrrrrrrreaaaaaaaaattttttttt tooooooo dddddddddeeeeeeeeemmmmmmmm
rrrrrrigggggggghhhhhhhhhtttttttssssssss. WWWWWWWWWhoooooooo  aaaaaaaarrrrrrrreeeeeeee ttttttthhhhhhhheeeeeee
WWWWWWWWWWhhhhhhhhhyyyyyyy aaaaaaaaarrrrrrrree tttthhhhhhhheeeeeiiiiiirrrrrrrr rrrrrrrrreeeeeeeeevvvvveeeeeeeel
Do tttthhhhhhhheeeeeeeeyyyyy dddddddeeeeeeesssssssseeeeeeerrrrrrrrvvvvvvvveeeeeee  ppppppppprrrrrrrrrot
ssssssshhhhhhhhoooooooullllllddddddddd HHHHHHHHHHuuuuuuuummmmmmmaaaaaaannnnnnn RRRRRRRRRiiiiiigh
rrrrrrrrreeeeeeeeggggggggiiiiiiooooonnnnnnnaaaaaaaalllllll bbbbbbbboooooooddddddddiiiiiiiieeeeeeees, st
pppppppplllllllaaaaaaaayyyyyyyy iiiiiiiiinnnnnnn ttttthhhhhhhiiiiiiiisssssss ssstruggle?

DATE:  23 March 2015 
VENUE: Room XXIV – Palais de Nations, Geneva, Switzerland 
TIME: 3 – 5 pm

?
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GE.15-02853 (E) 



Human Rights Council 
Twenty-eighth session 
Agenda item 5 
Human rights bodies and mechanisms

  Written statement* submitted by the Japan Federation of Bar 
Associations, a non-governmental organization in special 
consultative status 

The Secretary-General has received the following written statement which is circulated in 
accordance with Economic and Social Council resolution 1996/31. 

[13 February 2015] 

* This written statement is issued, unedited, in the language(s) received from the submitting non-
governmental organization(s). 

United Nations A/HRC/28/NGO/12

General Assembly Distr.: General
18 February 2015

English only
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A/HRC/28/NGO/12 

2

Opinion concerning the draft United Nations declaration on 
the right to peace 

Purpose of the opinion 

The Japan Federation of Bar Associations (the “JFBA”) expresses its opinions concerning the draft declaration on the 
right to peace which is currently under deliberation at the United Nations Human Rights Council, taking its stance of 
agreeing with the draft made by the United Nations Human Rights Council Advisory Committee on which the ongoing 
deliberation is based: 

1. peace should be considered not only as a principle or a purpose of the international community, but also as rights 
of individuals; 

2. the declaration on the right to peace should be determined by the United Nations Human Rights Council, and be 
adopted by the General Assembly of the United Nations (the “UN”); and

3. the draft declaration on the right to peace should include details of human rights concerning peaceful life which 
have not been mentioned in other existing international human rights treaties. 

Reasons for the JFBA’s opinions

1. Development of peace as rights of individuals to demand peace as well as its consideration as a principle and a 
purpose 

Some say that international peace should be addressed by other UN agencies and be left to intergovernmental 
consultations, and thus is not necessary to be structured as rights. 

However, since national governments tend to give priority to national interest and diplomatic relations, 
individuals’ interests may be disregarded if international peace is only addressed by other UN agencies, and is left to 
intergovernmental consultations. 

In light of the lessons learned from the World War II which was provoked by the action of the government, the 
Constitution of Japan declared the right to live in peace as the right of all peoples of the world in its Preamble: “[w]e,
the Japanese people, (partially omitted) resolved that never again shall we be visited with the horrors of war through 
the action of government, do proclaim that sovereign power resides with the people and do firmly establish this 
Constitution”. This clearly shows the manifestation of importance in establishing the right of individuals to live in 
peace, free from fear and want, in order not to repeat the horrors of war. 

This is based on the belief that war can be deterred if the right to live in peace is established for individuals who 
are potential victims of war. 

The Preamble of the Constitution, which declares that all peoples of the world have the right to live in peace, 
shows that peace should be regarded as rights for attaining international peace at the international level. 

2. Adoption of the UN declaration on the right to peace 

The right to peace was affirmed in the UN decisions, including a resolution of the “Declaration on the Preparation 
of Societies for Life in Peace” adopted by the General Assembly in 19781, a resolution of the “Right of peoples to 
peace” adopted by the General Assembly in 19842, and resolutions of promotion on the right of peoples to peace 
which were adopted by the UN Human Rights Council since 20083. 

Some believe that the peace issues should be addressed solely at the UN Security Council. The problem here is 
that although it is individuals who are most affected by destruction of peace, the UN Security Council is a 

1 “Declaration on the Preparation of Societies for Life in Peace” (A/RES/33/73).
2 “Right of peoples to peace” (A/RES/39/11).
3 “Promotion on the right of peoples to peace” (A/HRC/RES/8/9, A/HRC/RES/11/4, A/HRC/RES/14/3, 

A/HRC/RES/17/16, A/HRC/RES/20/15, A/HRC/RES/23/16). 
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mechanism that discusses and determines maintenance and realization of peace among nations, and thus does not 
directly reflect viewpoints and interests of individuals. Guaranteeing the right to peace as a right of individuals has 
great significance in that it makes possible the attainment of peace through a democratic process based on the will of 
those individuals calling for peace. 

The declaration on the right to peace should be thus determined by the UN Human Rights Council, and be adopted 
by the General Assembly of the UN. 

3. Inclusion of details of human rights concerning peaceful life in the draft declaration on the right to peace which 
have not been mentioned in other existing international human rights treaties 

The right to live in peace without a threat of war or other horrors has been long recognized as one of fundamental 
freedoms in international laws of human rights as well. Prior to the establishment of the UN, United States President 
Franklin Roosevelt proposed “freedom from fear” as one of fundamental freedoms for people in the 1941 State of the 
Union address known as the Four Freedoms speech. Also, in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights adopted by 
the UN General Assembly in 1948, the preamble evidently declares “the advent of a world in which human beings 
shall enjoy freedom of speech and belief and freedom from fear and want has been proclaimed as the highest 
aspiration of the common people”. Around the same time, this trend was followed by the Constitution of Japan which 
provides in the Preamble that “[w]e recognize that all peoples of the world have the right to live in peace, free from 
fear and want”.

Meanwhile, “freedom from fear” was not mentioned in detail in human rights treaties, including the International 
Covenants which was expected to embody the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. In order for people to be free 
from fear, it is vital to implement a number of human rights such as the right to urge a government not to wage war, 
the right not to be involved in war that a government commences, the right to urge a government to act for 
prevention and termination of conflicts, and the right to receive relief for war damage. However, these rights 
concerning peaceful life with unique values have not been elaborated in international conventions pertaining to 
human rights. 

In order to achieve “freedom from fear”, it is therefore essential to draft and approve a declaration which 
proclaims “the right to live in peace” and detailed human rights which derive from such right. This has been 
supported by practice in the international community and in each country. 

The practice in the international community includes: the adoption of the Istanbul Declaration which proclaimed 
the right to lasting peace as a human right at the Red Cross international conference in 19694; the resolution of the 
then-UN Commission on Human Rights in 1976 which declared the right to live in peace, stating that “everyone has 
the right to live in conditions of international peace and security”5; and, subsequently, the approval of resolutions 
pertaining to the right to live in peace by the UN General Assembly in 19786 and in 19827. 

The practice of domestic cases can be seen in court cases in Japan where the right to live in peace was recognized 
as a concrete right. 

In the Naganuma case where residents around bases of the Self Defense Forces (the “SDF”) argued that the 
existence of the SDF bases infringed on the right of residents to live in peace, the Sapporo District Court ruled that 
the right to live in peace was a constitutional right in 19738. 

In a lawsuit challenging the constitutionality of the deployment of the SDF to Iraq, although the Nagoya High 
Court did not recognize the infringement of the right to live in peace, it made a proactive ruling concerning the right 
to live in peace in 20089, stating that “from the fact that the fundamental human rights presently guaranteed by the 
Constitution could not exist without a foundation of peace, the right to peaceful existence is a fundamental right 

4 21st International Conference of the Red Cross and Red Crescent, Resolution 19: Istanbul Declaration, Istanbul, 
1969, at 104 International Review of the Red Cross, pp. 620-621. 

5 UN Commission on Human Rights, Resolution 5 (XXXII), 27 February 1976. 
6 See supra note 1. 
7 “Human Rights and Scientific and Technological Developments,” UN Doc A/RES/37/189 A, 18 December 1982, 

para. 6.
8 The judgment of the Sapporo District Court dated September 9, 1973. Legal standing was denied on the appeal 

court. 
9 The judgment of the Nagoya High Court dated April 17, 2008. It became a final judgment without being appealed. 
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which underlies all basic human rights and by virtue of which we can enjoy those right”. It further affirmed that the 
right to peaceful existence included the right not to take part in war as well as the right not to be involved in war. 

Also, according to the ruling of a similar case concerning the deployment of the SDF to Iraq by the Okayama 
District Court in 2009, the court provided further substance of the right to peaceful existence, including the right to 
refuse conscription, the right to refuse military service for reasons of conscience, and the right to refuse labor in the 
munitions industry10. 

Thus, as seen in the examples of the practice in Japan, some court cases show that the right to live in peace is 
enforceable as a standard for legal judgment. 

The right to live in peace and detailed rights that derive from such right, which were recognized in the lawsuits in 
Japan, should be affirmed as rights which can add unique value to the human rights already recognized in the 
international conventions pertaining to human rights. The draft declaration on the right of peoples to peace should 
include such details of human rights concerning peaceful life which have not been mentioned in other existing 
international human rights treaties. 

    

10 The judgment of the Okayama District Court dated February 24, 2009. It became a final judgment without being 
appealed. 
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Human Rights Council 
Twenty-eighth session 
Agenda item 3 
Promotion and protection of all human rights, civil, 
Political, economic, social and cultural rights,
Including the right to development

  Written statement* submitted the Minbyun-Lawyers for a 
Democratic Society, a non-governmental organization in 
special consultative status 

The Secretary-General has received the following written statement which is circulated in 
accordance with Economic and Social Council resolution 1996/31. 

[16 February 2015] 

* This written statement is issued, unedited, in the language(s) received from the submitting non-
governmental organization(s). 

United Nations A/HRC/28/NGO/72

General Assembly Distr.: General
24 February 2015

English only
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The Human Rights Condition in the Republic of Korea

1. The human rights conditions in the Republic of Korea (“ROK”) have been dramatically deteriorated over the last 
decade. In particular, the right to freedom of speech, peaceful assembly and association, the right to freedom of opinion 
and conscience, and the right to due process of law have been significantly infringed, for which Minbyun-Lawyers for a 
Democratic Society (“Minbyun”) urges the Human rights Council to join in actions to improve the conditions. 

Dissolution of a Political Party 

2. On 19 December 2014 the Constitutional Court of ROK (“Court”) ordered dissolution of the Unified Progressive 
Party (“UPP”), the second largest opposition party.  The Court held that the UPP had sought to undermine the ROK’s 
liberal democracy and were intent on pursuing the North Korea-style socialism. Ever since, the investigation agency has 
extended investigations over the individual members of the UPP for possible indictment. 

3. However, the Court decision is in contravention to the guidelines on prohibition and dissolution of political 
parties and analogous measures of the Venice commission and is in violation of the right to freedom of association and 
speech.  First, the UPP did not advocate the use of violence as a political means to overthrow the democratic 
constitutional order.  Instead, the UPP promoted peaceful resolution between the Democratic People’s Republic of 
Korea (“DPRK”) and the ROK when incidents happened that posed a risk of undermining or undermined peace.   

4. Second, the objectives or activities of the UPP cannot be identified with those of one or some of its members 
who, the government believes, are deemed to be a leading core or group of the UPP that was allegedly conspiring 
insurrection according to the Court decision.  In fact, the UPP never authorized such activities.  Plus, the Supreme Court 
of ROK held on 22 January 2015, two months after the Court ordered the dissolution of the UPP that a lawmaker Seok-
gi LEE who the Court believes to be the head of the leading core is not guilty of conspiracy of insurrection to overthrow 
the government by forming an underground organization.   

5. Third, the Court decision is not necessary in a democratic society. The trial for the Court-identified threat to 
democracy was at pending at the Supreme Court when the Court rendered the dissolution.  There is no sufficient 
evidence that there was imminent threat or danger to the democratic constitutional order in the ROK.  It means that 
there was less restrictive means to prevent such alleged danger, if any.  In addition, the Court applied the principle of 
‘civil procedure’ instead of that of ‘criminal procedure’ in determining the unconstitutionality of the UPP.  It means that 
the government became less burdensome in proving the UPP’s unconstitutionality.  Also, less strict rules of evidence 
applied to the Court decision. 

Infringement on Independence of Human Rights Lawyers 

6. On 31 October 2014 the Prosecutors’ Office submitted to the Korean Bar Association the application for 
commencement of the disciplinary action against seven Minbyun member lawyers.  The government claimed in the 
applications that the lawyers violated a provision of professional ethics stipulated in Attorney-at-Law Act that prohibits 
the lawyers from damaging their dignity as attorney on and off duty when two lawyers are defending their clients and 
five lawyers participated in the assemblies and obstructed performance of the official duties. 

7. First of all, however, one lawyer advised the client to plead the right to remain silent during the interrogation 
process in an effort to defend the best interest of a protestor who assaulted the police officer during the protest.  Also, 
another lawyer advised to the client nothing related to the alleged fact that the lawyer advised the client a North Korean 
escapee to conceal the truth and make false statement.  The truth is that the interrogation still focus almost solely on 
getting a confession from the accused and thus, the defense lawyer’s advice to the accused to remain silence obstructs 
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the interrogation process to get that confession. Plus, the government has targeted the lawyer who has engaged in many 
high profile cases against fake espionage indictments as well as mistreatment that took place in the governmental 
detention facility particularly committing North Korean escapees.  

8. Second, five lawyers were calling for the right of peaceful assembly to be guaranteed in front of the gate of the 
Deok-su Palace in Seoul since the police prohibited assemblies from taking place for no valid reasons despite the court 
decision and the recommendation of the National Human Rights Commission of Korea that allowed the assembly to be 
guaranteed in front of the gate.  When the police officer interfered with the assembly by entering into the site in front of 
the gate and trying to argue with lawyers, the lawyers escorted the officer out of the site.  At some point, the lawyers 
grabbed the shoulder and arms of the officer for which the prosecution claims that the lawyers violated the professional 
ethics.  In fact, the site was used by the dismissed workers of Ssangyong Motors Company who wished to exercise their 
right to freedom of expression and the lawyers were hosting the assemblies in front of the gate of the Deok-su Palace in 
an effort to protect the right of such workers.  

9. The Asian Human Rights Commission released the statement titled ‘Reprisals against lawyers in a civilized 
society’ to mention that “if the lawyers who advised the clients to exercise the right are subject to disciplinary actions 
by the Korean Bar Association, the practical effect would be to deprive the defendant of knowledge of his/her rights and 
to prevent him/her from exercising their rights at all.”

10. There is serious concern that Minbyun lawyers are being targeted for their legitimate work as a lawyer.  Acting 
in the best interest of their clients cannot be interpreted as infringement of professional ethics.  This is in contravention 
to the ROK government’s obligations under domestic and international law, particularly Article 16 of the United 
Nations Basic Principles on the Role of Lawyers, which states clearly that governments shall ensure that lawyers are 
able to perform all of their professional functions without intimidation, hindrance, harassment or improper interference 
and that they shall not suffer, or be threatened with, prosecution or administrative, economics or other sanctions for any 
action taken in accordance with recognized professional duties, standards and ethics. 

Human Rights Abuse based on the National Security Law 

11. The UN Human Rights Committee recommended in the first country review in 1999 that the ROK government 
abolish the National Security Act (“Act”).  The UN Special Rapporteurs also recommended its abolishment.  So did the 
Amnesty International.   

12. However, the number of people charged for violations of the Act simply for expressing their opinions has rapidly 
increased since 2008.  46 people were charged with violations of the Act in 2008, 57 in 2009, 97 in 2010, 90 in 2011, 
112 in 2012, and 79 as of September 2013 according to the 2014 parliamentary inspection data submitted by the 
Ministry of Justice.   

13. Recently, the government has punished the citizens for posting messages on-line sympathized with North Korea 
and retweeting them.  There has been a case report that the prosecution arrested for investigation and indicted a person 
who followed the DPRK government on Twitter and retweeted.  The government has used the Act to restrict the 
freedom of expression on- and off-line and to suppress the dissenters against it. 

14. Furthermore, there has been increasing number of the espionage cases on the grounds of the Act against the 
North Korean escapees that turned out to be fabricated by the National Intelligence Service and/or the prosecution.  The 
Woo-sung YU case and the Kang-chul HONG case are cases in point.  The appeals in relation to such cases are at 
pending as of now. 
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Recommendation 

15. Minbyun expresses grave concern about the situation of the human rights in the ROK and urges:  

 The Human Rights Council to recommend the ROK government to implement duties and obligations under the 
international human rights treaties to which it has been the state party; and 

 The Special Rapporteurs on the rights to freedom of peaceful assembly and of association, on the promotion and 
the protection of the right to freedom of opinion and expression, on the situation of the human rights defenders, 
and on the independence of judges and lawyers to pay special attention to the developments of situations in 
relation to the human rights issues as stated hereinabove.  
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The aim of the delegation

In the last five years, the International Association of Democratic Lawyers (IADL) has worked on raising 
awareness about feminicide as a violation of human rights.
IADL, on invitation of International Kurdish Women Movement, organized an international delegation 
in order to investigate alleged violations of rights of IDPs and refugees women victim of the bloody at-
tacks of the so called Islamic State of Iraq and Syria – ISIS – (henceforward mentioned with the Arabic 
acronym Dāʿish).

Thirteen women professionals, coming from Italy, Austria, Germany, and Turkey, composed IADL del-
egation. Members are:
Barbara Spinelli, lawyer, chair of the delegation, IADL, ELDH, Giuristi Democratici; 
Aurora d’Agostino, lawyer, Giuristi Democratici, Italy;
Simonetta Crisci, lawyer, AED, Italy;
Aişe Acinkli, lawyer, ÖHD - Özgürlükçü Hukukçular Derneği, Turkey; 
Gülșen Uzuner, lawyer, ÇHD - Çağdaş Hukukçular Derneği, Turkey; 
Özge Taş, jurist, ELDH, Austria; 
Leyla Boran, jurist, Utamara, Hardershipcommission, Berlin, Germany;
Sara Montinaro, jurist, Ya Basta Bologna, Italy;
Martina Bianchi, Phd candidate in international and E.U. law, University of Pisa, Italia;
Assunta Signorelli, psychiatrician, Trama di Terre, Italy;
Stefania Spanò, graphic journalist and cartoonist, Trama di Terre, Italy; 
Alice Corte, videomaker, Una stanza tutta per sé, Italy;
Kader Karlidag, farmacist, Austria.

On March 2015, the delegation visited Kurdish areas of Turkey, Iraq and Syria, all areas where thou-
sands of civilians on the run from Dāʿish are currently living. Members of the delegation conducted 
legal researches and in-depth investigations in Istanbul as well as in cities and villages in the districts of 
Mardin and Sanliurfa.

Members of the delegation visited tent-cities and other provisional accommodations of refugees in 
Şanlıurfa province (Turkey) and Cizire region (Syria), and of IDPs in Zakho district (Iraq), gathering 
many interviews with refugees and IDPs: the majority were ethnic Kurds coming from Sinjar area (Iraq) 
and from ‘Ain al-‘Arab district - known as Kobane - (Syria). Furthermore, the delegation had official meet-
ings with representatives of local institutions, camps’ managers and armed forces members. Dialogues 
were also held with women and lawyers’ associations as well as with members of civil society. At the end 
of the mission, information and data by phones, mail and online video-calls were collected too.
Before circulating the final report, this abstract has been published as a matter of urgency. This, con-
sidering the compelling needs of women and girls who escaped Dāʿish and those who are still fleeding, 
as well as those living in villages under threath by Dāʿish offensive, in order to raise awareness on the 
actual situation: the risk of genocide, further war crimes and human rights violations to women held by 
Dāʿish.
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Dāʿish use feminicide as a tool of genocide
Feminicide is the most extreme form of violence against women perpetrated or tolerated by both private 
and public actors by action or omission. 
Marcela Lagarde defined the feminicide as “a series of crimes against humanity, including murders, ab-
ductions and disappearances of girls and women, in a context of institutional collapse. It is a rule-of-law 
crisis, which favours impunity. Feminicide is a State crime.”
Indeed, feminicide represents the maximum level of a series of deep and serious violations of funda-
mental human rights of women. 
In this context, they determine the annihilation of the possibility for women to enjoy their fundamental 
humans rights, through the imposition of patriarchal rules in territory occupied by Dāʿish. The violation of 
these rules implies torture as a consequence and as a sanction: systemic kidnapping of Yazidi women, 
captivity, forced prostitution, sexual slavery, forced marriages and female genital mutilations. 
Girls and women, due to the mental and sexual harms, commit suicide to escape their brutal destiny or, 
upon their rescue, because of the stigma in front of their families and communities, making impossible 
for them to create a new life.
The delegation collected a number of evidences demonstrating that femicidal acts committed by Dāʿish 
during the attacks of villages are part of the “Islamic state” policy. It consists in a widespread practice 
to target women and girls, using intentionally sexual, physical and psychological violence as a weapon 
against ethnic and religious minorities.
As reported in several interviews conducted by the members of delegation, Dāʿish fighters use to an-
nounce their arrival in the villages when in their proximity, in order to spread terror among women. Non-
Muslim men, elderly and disabled people are killed while women and children are captured: there are 
not safe places or escape routes. Reportedly, women are being taken in detention centers before to be 
forcedly married to jiyadists or to be sold to foreigners. 
The atrocities committed by Dāʿish against Kurdish, Yezidi, Turkmans, Assyrian women and girls are 
perpetuated with the deliberate intent to exterminate them as ethnical and religious groups. 
According to international law, in conflict areas States have the duty to respect, protect and promote 
fundamental human rights. In particular, States must ensure the right of women not to be subjected to 
torture or other cruel, inhuman, or degrading treatment as stated by CEDAW and its General Recom-
mendation n. 30. Iraq, Syria and Turkey all ratified the CEDAW and the Convention on the Prevention 
and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide too.
When feminicidal acts are systematically used as tools of genocide, United Nations and all member 
States have to be addressed to undertake all necessary steps to stop and prevent war crimes and viola-
tions of human rights, to protect victims and to punish the perpetrators.

Situation of women and girls fled from Dāʿish
In all tent cities visited, members of the delegation found that basic needs of refugees and IDPs are 
not adequately provided for. In many cases, the supply of humanitarian aids is gravely limited or totally 
absent, also considering the blockade of delivery of food and medicines through the borders. This lack 
has a tragic impact on the right of life and other fundamental human rights of children, disabled people 
and women, who are the first victims dramatically affected among all civilians.
Indeed, despite women and girls represent the majority of civilians fled from Dāʿish, the system of hu-
manitarian assistance is not oriented and managed considering their specific needs. 
In particular:
•  Due to the lack of food, the delegation witnessed several cases of malnutrition of children and infants, 

because of the inappropriate alimentation of mothers.
•  Medical services aimed to support specific needs of women are exiguous or totally absent; inter alia, 

any specific psychological counseling or assistance focusing on survivals is provided for.
Generally, guidelines on Gender-Based Violence Intervention in Humanitarian Settings are not well 
known and implemented. Notwithstanding this, where empowerment of women is promoted by their 
active participation in the management and the self-organisation of tent cities, life conditions of women 
are considerably improved.
In light of the above, waiting the publication of the final report with its conclusions and recommenda-
tions, members of IADL delegation call upon the United Nations Special Rapporteur on Violence 
Against Women to address the issue of the protection of fundamental human rights of women and girls 
victims of Dāʿish as a matter of urgency.
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The full report will be published on the following websites:

http://www.iadllaw.org/ 
http://www.eldh.eu/home/ 
http://www.aeud.org
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Italian 
 

 
 
Spanish 
 
 http://desinformemonos.org.mx/2015/06/en-el-kurdistan-las-mujeres-son-el-horizonte-para-el-camino/
 
www.rebelion.org/noticia.php?id=199934
 
http://revistahashtag.net/reportajes/item/698-en-el-kurdistan-las-mujeres-son-el-horizonte-para-el-camino 
 
UN MEETINGS 
 
Turkish and kurdish 

http://www.ozgur-gundem.com/haber/136992/bmde-sengalli-kadinlar-icin-konferans 

http://www.firatnews.com/kadin/bm-de-ezidi-kadinlari-konulu-konferans-duzenlenecek 

http://anfkurdi.com/jin/li-ny-ji-bo-jinen-sengali-konferans 

http://azadiyawelat.biz/li-nyye-ji-bo-jinen-sengali-konferans/ 

http://www.pukmedia.com/EN/KK_Direje.aspx?Jimare=29805 

http://www.firatnews.com/kadin/bm-de-sengalli-kadinlar-icin-konferans 
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NATIONAL 
LAWYERS 
GUILD 
New York City Chapter 
113 University Place - 8th Floor 
New York, NY  10003 
Telephone: 212-679-6018 
Facsimile: 212-679-6178 
Website: www.nlgnyc.org 
Email: nlgnyc@igc.org 
 
PRESIDENT 
Elena L. Cohen  
VICE PRESIDENTS 
Carl Lipscombe 
Mark Taylor 
TREASURER 
Rose Regina Lawrence 
 
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 
Bina Ahmad 
Danny Alterman    
Bruce K. Bentley 
Jorge Cisneros 
Marco Conner    
Hillary Exter 
Cristina Gallo 
Lauren Gazzola 
Emily Jane Goodman 
Andy Izenson               
Susan C. Howard     ___   ___  ___ 
Joel R. Kupferman 
Jackelyn Mariano 
Colleen McCormack-Maitland         ___ 
Devin McDougall      ___   ___ 
Ben Meyers  
Daniel L. Meyers 
Kerry McLean        ___   ___ 
Ann M. Schneider 
Martin R. Stolar 
Jonathan Stribling-Uss 
 
Representatives from   ___Representatives from  
New York City Law Schools 
 

Susan C. Howard 
Chapter Coordinator 
 
 

National Lawyers Guild – New York City Chapter (NLG-NYC) Condemns Failure 
to Indict NYPD Officer for Murder of Eric Garner

For Immediate Release

December 3, 2014 – New York – The National Lawyers Guild – New York City 
Chapter (NLG-NYC) condemns the failure of a New York grand jury to indict 
NYPD officer Danny Pantaleo for the murder of Staten Island father and husband 
Eric Garner. Though Officer Pantaleo was caught on tape using a chokehold on 
Mr. Garner -a dangerous technique that the NYPD banned in 1993 after numerous 
people were killed in police custody- the grand jury found that there was no 
probable cause to charge Pantaleo.

"As a former NYS Supreme Court Judge it is disheartening to know that in our 
system of justice a man can be strangled in the street and there are 
no consequences to the perpetrators,” said retired New York judge and NLG-NYC 
board member Emily Jane Goodman. 

The police accosted Mr. Garner because they claimed that he was selling loose 
cigarettes. Mr. Garner’s death is yet another tragedy that evidences the failure of 
the neoconservative “broken windows” theory. New York Police Commissioner 
William Bratton embraces that theory, though it has only resulted in the over-
policing of Black and Latino communities, and the incarceration of people in these 
communities for relatively minor infractions. The Chapter expresses its deepest 
condolences to the family of Mr. Garner.

The killing of Mr. Garner is no anomaly. The NYPD and police departments 
around the country routinely terrorize communities of color. The announcement by 
the grand jury in this case comes only a week after the grand jury decision in the 
Michael Brown case, which sparked protests around the country and around the 
world. This passionate response is not merely in response to one man murdered, 
but to a legacy of extrajudicial killing of Black men and women in the United 
States. In 2012 the advocacy group Malcolm X Grassroots Movement published a 
report titled Every 28 Hours which documents the almost daily extrajudicial killing 
of Black people by police, security guards and vigilantes in the United States.

The NLG-NYC calls on the Department of Justice to bring charges against Officer 
Pantaleo. Further, the NLG-NYC demands that the NYPD respect the rights of 
people to protest.

The National Lawyers Guild, founded in 1937, is the oldest and largest public 
interest/human rights bar organization in the United States. 
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Draft Oral Statement:  CSW59 “Beijing+20” 
 

Presented by the International Association of Democratic Lawyers and the Member 
Organisations of the Vienna NGO Committee on the Status of Women to the participants 
of the 59th Commission on the Status of Women: 

Considering the political declaration of CSW59 2015;  

Considering the urgency of unrestricted implementation of the Beijing Platform for 
Action in the UN Member States; 

Considering in particular Security Council Resolutions 1325 and 1820 dealing with 
women in armed conflicts; 

Considering the Synthesis Report of Secretary General Ban Ki-Moon: “The Road to 
Dignity 2030”;

Convinced that all forms of violence, especially violence against women and girls, must 
be eliminated in order to guarantee universal Human Rights; 

The Member Organisations of the Vienna NGO Committee on the Status of Women: 

Support the Report and the SDGs aiming to achieve a world of equality and respect for 
Human Rights for all nations; 

Emphasize in particular SDG 5: “Achieve gender equality and empower all women and 
girls“ as critical to mainstreaming gender equality in the achievement of all of the SDGs;

Demand a wholistic approach to achieving equality, to include, in addition to the goal on 
gender equality, SDG 1: “End poverty in all its forms everywhere”; SDG 4: ”Ensure 
inclusive and equitable quality education and promote lifelong learning opportunities for 
all” and SDG 16: “Promote peaceful and inclusive societies for sustainable development, 
provide access to justice for all and build effective, accountable and inclusive institutions 
at all levels.” These goals are prerequisites for achieving all of the other SDGs.

Expect UN Member States to fully implement CEDAW and consider creating a new 
internationally-binding legal instrument to eliminate all forms of violence against women. 

Call upon Member States to provide adequate funding and resources to ensure that the 
SDGs are achieved.  
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Juristischer Salon  
 
in der ARTLOUNGE des Cafe KORB 
1010 Wien, Brandstätte 9 

 
a m  D i e n s t a g ,  2 . 1 2 . 2 0 1 4 ,  1 8 . 0 0  U h r ,  
 
 

 
F R A U E N R E C H T E   

 
 heute - 

 
Luxus oder Notwendigkeit ? 

 
 
 
 
 
Es diskutieren: 
 
Christine STROMBERGER, 
Psychologin und frauenpolitische Expertin 
 
Albin DEARING, 
Menschenrechte, FRA 
 
 
Moderation: 
 
Lilian HOFMEISTER,  
gewähltes österreichisches Mitglied des CEDAW-Ausschusses / 
Genf 
 
 
 
Begrüßung:  
 
Evelyn DÜRMAYER, 
International Association of Democratic Lawyers (IADL) 
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Rue Brialmont 211210 Brussels, Belgium    Tel./Fax: (322) 223.33.10    Website: http://www.iallaw.org 

 
Office of the President: 1700 Broadway, 21st Floor, New York, NY 10019    Tel: (212) 231.2235    jeanne@jmirerlaw.com 

 

Page 1 of 2 

9 April 2015 

H.E. President of the Republic of Indonesia Joko Widodo 
Istana Merdeka  
Jakarta Pusat 10110, Indonesia  
Fax: +62 21 386 4816 /+62 21 344 2233  
Email: ppid@setkab.go.id 

Re:  Opposition to Death Sentence 
for Mary Jane Veloso 

Dear Hon. President Widodo: 

I write as the President of the International Association of Democratic Lawyers (IADL) in regard 
to the case of Mary Jane Veloso, a Filipino national and mother of two sentenced to death by the 
Indonesian Supreme Court in April 2010 for drug trafficking. We are gravely concerned about 
her case because of the numerous reported violations of the Veloso’s human rights, including the 
right to a fair trial and due process as guaranteed under both domestic and international law.  

IADL understands that Ms. Veloso was forced by economic circumstance to seek work outside 
of her country. Her intention was not to smuggle heroin into Indonesia. She only found out that 
was used to smuggle the contraband after arrival and arrest. Her sole intention was to find 
employment but fell victim to drug traffickers. IADL further understands that Ms. Veloso did not 
receive sufficient legal services or the right to translators, and had no legal representation at all 
stages of her trials.  

We hope that the Government of Indonesia and its Courts will carefully consider this letter and 
other evidence put before it in respect of these violations. 

Background of the IADL 

41



Re:  Mary Jane Veloso 

Page 2 of 4 

The International Association of Democratic Lawyers (IADL) is an authority on human rights, 
international law and United Nations (UN) regulations. An association of lawyers and jurists 
from 90 countries around the world, IADL has consultative status to the UN Economic and 
Social Council (ECOSOC) and the UN Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organization 
(UNESCO).  

The IADL was the first UN-accredited non-governmental organization (NGO) and its first 
President, Mr. Rene Cassin, was a principal author of the Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights. Since its founding in 1946, IADL has sought to defend and promote human and people’s 
rights; to struggle for strict adherence to the rule of law and the independence of the judiciary 
and legal profession; to restore, defend and develop democratic rights and liberties in legislation 
and in practice; and to ensure due process of law. The IADL strives for the integration of 
international covenants on human rights, criminal law principles and humanitarian law into 
domestic law.  

International Law Relevant to Ms. Veloso’s Situation

It is fundamental to the entire capital sentencing framework that sentencing discretion is 
available to judges or courts. This discretion exists in recognition of the unique and final nature 
of the death penalty and the widely accepted principles that the death penalty should be reserved 
only for the most serious cases and that no individual should be arbitrarily deprived of his or her 
life.   

It is equally important that this discretion be exercised in accordance with certain fundamental 
sentencing principles, in regard to the death penalty and in general. These principles can be 
elicited from international treaties, in particular the International Covenant on Civil and Political 
Rights (ICCPR), and from the practice of domestic courts.  he principles are based on several 
fundamental human rights, including the right to equality before the courts and to a ‘fair and 
public hearing by a competent, independent and impartial tribunal’ (Article 14 of the ICCPR), to 
not be “arbitrarily” deprived of one’s life (Article 6 of the ICCPR), and to non-discrimination of 
any kind such as race, colour, sex, language, religion, political or other opinion, national or 
social origin, property, birth or other status (Articles 2 and 26 of the ICCPR). 

The IADL wishes to highlight the following principles of International Law in regards to the 
Death Penalty in Ms. Veloso’s case: 

1. Primacy of gravity: The seriousness or gravity of the crime is a crucial sentencing 
consideration, and should determine the severity of the sentence.  

Under international law, in particular, Article 6 of the ICCPR and the UN ECOSOC Safeguards 
Guaranteeing Protection of the Rights of Those Facing the Death Penalty, the imposition of the 
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death penalty should be limited to the “most serious crimes”, that is, “intentional crimes with 
lethal or other extremely grave consequences”.  

The UN Human Rights Committee has emphasized that the expression “most serious crimes” 
must be read restrictively to mean that the death penalty should be “an exceptional measure”.1 It
is widely accepted by international human rights bodies and other entities within the UN system 
that drug-related offences fall outside the scope of the “most serious crimes” for which the death 
penalty may be imposed. This position has been expressed by, among others, the UN Human 
Rights Committee,2 UN Special Rapporteur on Extrajudicial, Summary or Arbitrary Executions,3

and UN Special Rapporteur on torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or 
punishment.4

2. Proportionality: The sentence must be proportionate to the gravity of the crime (both the 
harmfulness of the offence and, crucially, the offender’s culpability).  

The death penalty is widely considered to be a disproportionate penalty for drug-related 
offences.5Even if one does not accept the argument that international law does not sanction the 
imposition of the death penalty for drugs offences, the principle of the primacy of gravity 
requires that the offender’s culpability should be taken into account. The reservation of the death 
penalty for only the “most serious crimes”, as set out above, necessarily means that the death 
penalty should not be imposed where the offender’s culpability – i.e. level of participation – was 
anything short of maximal. 

                                                            

1  General Comment on Article 6, para 7.4. 

2  HRC (8 July 2005) Concluding observations: Thailand, CCPR/CO/84/THA, para. 14; HRC (29 
August 2007) Concluding observations: Sudan, CCPR/C/SDN/CO/3, para. 19. 

3  UN Commission on Human Rights (24 December 1996) Extrajudicial, summary or arbitrary 
executions: report by the Special Rapporteur, submitted pursuant to Commission on Human Rights 
Resolution 1996/74, E/CN.4/1997/60; UN Human Rights Council (29 January 2007) Report of the 
Special Rapporteur on extrajudicial, summary or arbitrary executions, A/HRC/4/20, paras. 51–52; HRC 
(18 June 2010) Report of the Special Rapporteur on extrajudicial, summary or arbitrary executions, 
Addendum : Communications to and from governments, A/HRC/14/24/Add.1, pp. 45–46. 

4  UN Human Rights Council (14 January 2009) Report of the Special Rapporteur on torture and 
other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment, A/HRC/10/44, para. 66. 

5  Lai, Gloria, Drugs, Crime and Punishment: Proportionality of sentencing for drug offences,
Transnational Institute and International Drug Policy Consortium (June 2012), available at 
http://www.undrugcontrol.info/images/stories/documents/dlr20.pdf  
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3. Individualization: The court must consider and assess the personal circumstances of the 
defendant – that is, aggravating and mitigating circumstances.  

International jurisprudence is unambiguous on the issue of the need for individualized sentencing 
before the death penalty can ever be imposed. Under the principle of individualized sentencing, 
the personal circumstances of the offender are relevant in determining their sentence.   

The death penalty is uniquely different from all other penalties – it is final, irreversible, and 
engages the most fundamental of all human rights, namely, the right to life. Sentencing a 
defendant to death by reference to the category of the offence rather than the individual 
circumstances of the offender (as well as the offence) is arbitrary, disproportionate and contrary 
to the basic norms of due process.  

Central to the principle of an individualized sentencing is the consideration of mitigating 
evidence. The evolving standards concerning the application of the death penalty under 
Indonesian law, domestic laws of foreign jurisdictions, as well as the practice of international 
and regional bodies no longer allow for the imposition of a death sentence without consideration 
of mitigating circumstances.   

A mitigating circumstance is a fact or situation that does not bear on the question of a 
defendant’s guilt but is considered at the stage of imposing punishment and especially in 
lessening the severity of a sentence. Failure to consider mitigating circumstances when deciding 
an appropriate sentence violates an individual’s right to not be arbitrarily deprived of one’s life, 
to be free from inhuman and degrading punishment, to a fair trial, and to access to justice.   

Conclusion 

The need for individualized sentencing in every capital case, taking into account all aggravating 
and mitigating factors relating to both the offence and offender and resulting in a just and 
proportionate sentence, is inherent in any functioning criminal justice system.  

As noted above, Ms. Veloso was forced by economic circumstance to seek work outside of her 
country. Her intention was not to smuggle heroin into Indonesia. She only found out that was 
used to smuggle the contraband after arrival and arrest. Her sole intention was to find 
employment.   Ms. Veloso did not receive sufficient legal services or the right to translators, and 
had no legal representation at all stages of their trials.  

For the reasons outlined above, we urge you to overturn her death sentence.  

Sincerely, 
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Jeanne Mirer
President, IADL 

CC: Benigno Aquino III, President of the Republic of the Philippines 
Christof Heyns, UN Special Rapporteur on extrajudicial executions 
Save the Life of Mary Jane Veloso 
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