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Summary of the Readings


Chapter 10 discussed treaty-based global international organizations. UN-sponsored treaty-based organizations try to get countries to be cognizant of human rights by proactive diplomatic and verbal efforts. The main means used by committees such as the Committee on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination, Committee on Economic, Social, and Cultural Rights, and the Committee on the Rights of the Child, to improve human rights is by requiring initial reports from newly ratified countries on measures taken to increase the level of voluntary compliance (Haas 2008, 216). After that, they have periodic reports and make recommendations through concluding observations. Follow-up monitoring is then done to evaluate how the states have responded to their recommendations. Although these reports are supposed to be submitted annually, many countries do not comply.


Each committee has different aims and goals. For example, the Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination Against Women, make efforts to help rape victims in ethnic cleansing cases, like the Bosnian Civil War. They also address issues such as violence against women, disabled women, equality in family relations, and female circumcision. There are debates as to whether female circumcision should be internationally banned, or should the world respect the practice as a cultural right?


To guarantee that human rights violations do not go unnoticed, the UN Security Council set up international tribunals. In the 1990s, incidents such as Rwanda called for prosecution of the guilty, and since the International Court of Justice (ICJ) was not set up at the time, the International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda was instituted. In 1994, approximately 800,000 people died in a civil war between the Tutsis and Hutus (Haas2008, 223). Someone had to be held responsible for this act of genocide. Although an estimated one million people were considered perpetrators of the massacres, only 28 cases have been found guilty thus far (Haas 2008, 224). 


Another international organization is the International Criminal Police Organization, or Interpol. It was founded in 1923 to track down violators of international law. Interpol’s constitution stipulates that “mutual assistance between all criminal police authorities [are to be] within the limits of the laws existing in the different countries and in the spirit of the ‘Universal Declaration of Human Rights’” (Haas 2008, 229). Police organizations world-wide collaborate within the Interpol structure to bring criminals to court. Some areas of priority are fugitives, human traffickers, terrorists, and members of drug or organized crime groups. When Interpol receives international arrest warrants, they place the names of the criminals on a global watchlist. 


Chapter 11 discussed the American approach to international human rights. International law allows a government to respond to abuses inflicted on its own citizens abroad. Like intergovernmental organizations, the US uses diplomatic, legal, economic/humanitarian, and military tools to have an impact on human rights abuses abroad (Haas 2008, 233). A common type of proactive human rights action is to grant political asylum. The UN 1951 Convention Relating to the Status of Refugees states that a refugee is a person who is outside their own countries territory, owing to fear of persecution on protected grounds (race, nationality, religion, political opinions, etc) (Wikipedia 2008). It is these groups of people who are afforded political asylum. On the opposite spectrum is deportation. A country may deport human rights violators. For example, the Office of Special Investigations (OSI) was established to locate accused Nazi war criminals living in the U.S.


Lawsuits filed in one country may bring violators of human rights to justice for acts committed abroad by universal jurisdiction. This principle justified the Nazi prosecution in the Nuremburg Trials, which took place in the American –occupied Germany. The prosecution of persons accused of crimes with universal jurisdiction committed abroad can also take place in American courts (Haas 2008, 236). Extraterritorial jurisdiction allows the Bill of Rights to apply to U.S. citizens accused of crimes on U.S. military bases abroad. 

Over the years, many American laws were established relating to human rights violations abroad. The Neutrality Act stated that American residents cannot militarily take part in a foreign war. The Anti-Terrorism Act of 1990 permits victims of terrorism to sue those aiding the attacks. The Foreign Relations Authorization Act amendment enables a victim of torture to sue the torturer, and the Victims of Trafficking and Violence Protection Act authorizes freezing foreign state assets to compensate victims of terrorism. 

These laws applied to the Filartiga v. Pena-Irala case in 1984. In 1979, Amnesty International USA found out that Americo Norberto Pena-Irala, a former Paraguayan Police Inspector General, was living in New York. Dr. Joel and Dolly Filartiga informed U.S. immigration and Naturalization services that their relative had been tortured to death by that official in 1976. Pena-Irala was arrested and AIU suggested he be put on trial before deportation. The case was based principally on the Alien Tort Claims Act, and also citing the UN charter, the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the UN Declaration Against Torture, and the American Declaration of the Rights and Duties of Man. The plantiffs claimed that torture violates customary international law. In 1984, the court ruled in favor of the plantiffs (Haas 2008, 240). 

Another American approach can be foreign aid. This is a proactive approach to achieve economic and social rights. While aid sanctions tend to be microeconomic, trade-related measures imposed on an entire country or an economic sector of that country can have a macroeconomic effect (Haas 2008, 258). World Trade Organization members have normal trade relations (NTR) with one another, and the U.S. implemented a generalized system of preferences (GSP), with low tariffs for certain goods imported from Third World countries. Punitive trade measures that restrict trade benefits are sanctions. The most severe sanction is an embargo, which bans imports and exports. 
Later, we discussed the European approach to international human rights. In 1949, the Council of Europe was adopted by the Statute of the Council of Europe. The purpose of this organization is to “achieve a greater unity between its members for the purpose of safeguarding and realizing the ideals and principles which are their common heritage and facilitating their economic and social progress” (Haas 2008, 274). Since 1999, the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe (PACE) elects a Commissioner for Human Rights. The Commissioner is responsible for four things: promoting human rights awareness, assisting the national human rights bodies, identifying gaps in human rights law and practice, and promoting the full enjoyment of human rights in member countries (Haas 2008, 274). To monitor human rights and help provide aid, many organizations and charters have been established. These include the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe, NATO, the Nordic Council, and the Council of the Baltic Sea States. It seems that the European approach is one that prefers proactive measures. 

After discussing the American and European approach, the only one left is the Third World approach to international human rights. In the Americas, the Charter of the Organization of American States was adopted, and diplomacy regarding human rights has mostly taken place within this forum. Argentina has chosen the legal approach to human rights in seeking justice for Operation Condor, which was a “multi-country program to murder Latin American leftists” (Haas 2008, 296). The U.S. has received strong criticism in the region for their military actions. 

The Middle East has established the League of Arab States, the Cooperation Council for the Arab States, and the Arab Cooperation Council, etc., with the potential to address human rights issues. However, because of traditional views such as the role of women, it has been complicated and therefore progressive groups have begun to form nongovernmental organizations.  In regards to civil and political rights in Third World countries, it seems that multi-purpose regional bodies are more effective than single purpose organizations (Haas 2008, 318). 


In Chapter 14, Haas tied the book up by discussing new dimensions and challenges. Two popular issues at the moment are environmental rights and the rights of gays, lesbians, bisexuals, and transgendered. There is also the debate of animal rights. For example, should battery hen production, deer hunting with hounds, or animal experimentation be allowed? 

My Opinions

In regard to foreign assistance, I was surprised to find out that although the UN’s Millennium Development goals encourage developed nations to devote .7% of their gross national income, the U.S. public and private contributions only total about .2% and are the lowest among industrialized nations. I always thought that we provided more foreign aid than any other nation in the world, but apparently I was wrong. 
Also, in discussing treaty-based global international organizations, such as the Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination Against Women, I was shocked to learn that some countries practiced female circumcision. It seems rather tragic and cruel to me. It’s a very dangerous practice that can lead to long-term medical and psychological problems. I was also surprised that if a woman moved to a country where the practice is illegal, that the families often make them return to their homeland to get it done still. It may be a cultural practice, but it shouldn’t become a cultural right. That seems like a huge violation of women’s rights. 

It pleases me to know that in cases such as the Filartiga v. Pena-Irala case for example, human rights violators can be caught and tried, even if they flee the country where they committed the offense. This is thanks to the efforts of all these wonderful organizations such as Amnesty International, Interpol, etc. that makes things like this possible. 

My Question
Do you think that American foreign policy is NATO’s top priority?

Chat Summary
The participants in the chat on [date] were [names]. Samantha asked, “Which approach is better, the EU proactive foreign aid approach or the economic sanctions approach?” We discussed how economic sanctions sometimes do more harm than good. For example, it usually causes more damage to the normal population rather than the human right violator, and other non-aligned countries may be willing to sell whatever is being denied to the country anyways. We agreed though, that in some instances sanctions are needed, but should try to be avoided if at all possible. As Soo said, “you need both and use them wisely when appropriate”. 

Cesare also asked a very good question: Some Japanese publishing companies produce textbooks that omit or alter historical facts regarding the violence perpetuated by the Japanese army over Chinese and Korean civilians in the first half of the 20th century. Is this a Japan-only phenomenon? What do you think about it?
Everyone agreed that it is not only a phenomenon that occurs in Japan. The U.S. does it in regards to the Philippines and Hawaii, Korea and China do it as well. However, Germany is surprisingly an exception. They seem very eagerly critical of their past and strictly educate German citizens not to repeat it. 

Justin was the last one to pose a question since he was the host: Human rights was on the forefront of concern when the US constitution was written, but do you think that now that the US is a superpower that we still have the same regards to human rights? I think most of us agreed that if it is of U.S. interest then we have regards to them, otherwise we usually have a lot less concern. I agree with Soo when he said that he didn’t believe the U.S. human rights standard is optimum at all. In fact, in terms of economic and social rights, it is pretty bad. Cesare told us all that the last presidential debate touched on this issue. Unfortunately, I was unable to view it, but he also gave us some very interesting links to look up in regards to our debates last night. 
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