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Since late last year, Castan Centre staff 
and Global Interns have been writing about 
human rights issues and experiences 
on two new blog sites: a main Castan 
Centre blog, and another one dedicated to 
documenting the Centre’s Global Internship 
Program. Over 50 posts have been made in 
the last six months across both blogs which 
have been viewed more than 10,000 times. 

The Castan Centre blog has featured 
posts on topics as varied as humanitarian 
intervention in Libya, same-sex marriage, 
the killing of Osama Bin Laden, Wikileaks, 
the Giffords shooting in Arizona, various 
African human rights issues and the 
High Court’s interpretation of freedom of 
political communication. The blog enables 

our academics and staff to provide timely 
commentary on human rights issues 
without having to wait for the often delayed 
publication of their research in academic 
journals, and to reach a broader audience 
in the process. 

For the first time, the Global Interns 
have been able to document their 
experiences on their own blog site. The 
Global Internship Program runs between 
November and June each year and sends 
ten outstanding Monash Law students 
to organisations in eight countries on four 
continents. During their placements, the 
Global Interns provide updates on their 
work and the issues their organisations 
are dealing with. They also share photos, 

links, and other information with those who 
follow the blog. With most placements for 
the 2011 program completed, the blog will 
start to feature reports from the interns 
outlining their experiences and the impact 
the internships have had on them. The 
Centre will also use the blog to announce 
details of its 2012 program as they come 
to hand.

The sites have been a great success 
since they were launched.

You can find the Castan Centre blog at 
www.castancentre.wordpress.com 
and the Global Interns blog at 
www.castanglobalinterns.wordpress.com. 

The Castan Centre congratulates 
our Deputy Director Dr Paula Gerber 
who was inducted into the 2011 
Victorian Honour Roll of Women. The 
Roll recognises and celebrates the 
achievements of women from all walks 
of life. 

Paula has been honoured because of 
her contribution to the discipline of 
construction law as a champion for 
women working in this male-dominated 
field and as the founder of the National 
Association of Women in Construction. 
She has been a positive role model for 
women working in construction law 
for over 15 years and created the first 
specialist tertiary education course in 
construction law in 2000.

She was also honoured on account 
of her work in human rights which 

involves research and teaching on 
human rights education, same sex 
entitlements, and economic, social 
and cultural rights among other 
human rights issues. She was also 
acknowledged for her work as a 
board member of the Victorian Equal 
Opportunity and Human Rights 
Commission.

Paula was joined on the 2011 list by 
19 other prominent women including 
Indigenous activist Professor Muriel 
Bamblett AM, Director of RMIT’s 
Australian Centre for Human Rights 
Education, Di Sisley, and founder of Our 
Community, Carol Schwartz AM. Since 
2001, 478 pioneers in their field have 
been inducted onto the honour roll. 
Congratulations again to Paula on this 
great achievement.
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One of the world’s leading authorities on 
international criminal law is coming to 
Melbourne to teach in the Monash Law 
Faculty’s postgraduate program, and to deliver 
a public lecture for the Castan Centre. 

Professor William A. Schabas will speak 
on “Victor’s Justice: Selecting the Targets 
of International Tribunals” at a Castan 
Centre event on 1 June 2011. Professor 
Schabas is the Director of the Irish Centre 
for Human Rights at the National University 
of Ireland, Galway, and chair in human rights 
law. In addition to his international criminal 
law expertise, Professor Schabas is an 
internationally respected expert on human 
rights law, genocide the death penalty. He is 
the author of more than 275 journal articles 
and 20 books, including most recently The 
International Criminal Court: A Commentary 
on the Rome Statute, which was published by 
Oxford University Press in 2010. 

Professor Schabas was previously a member 
of the Sierra Leone Truth and Reconciliation 
Commission. He is the chairman of the Board 
of Trustees of the United Nations Voluntary 

Fund for Technical Cooperation in Human 
Rights. He is also an Officer of the Order of 
Canada, a member of the Royal Irish Academy 
and he has been awarded the Vespasian V. 
Pella Medal for International Criminal Justice of 
the Association Internationale de Droit Penal. 

While in Australia, Professor Schabas will 
be participating in the Holding Redlich 
Distinguished Visiting Fellow Program. The 
program was established with the generous 
support of Holding Redlich to attract world 
renowned human rights scholars and experts 
to the Centre. 

Professor Schabas will be lecturing in the 
Monash Law JD/LLM programs on Genocide 
in International Law during the first semester. 
His public lecture will be held at the Monash 
University Law Chambers, 472 Bourke Street, 
Melbourne on 1 June 2010. 

The Distinguished Visiting Fellow Program 
has been sponsored by Holding Redlich 
since 2001.

The Centre is pleased to announce 
that Tania Penovic has been appointed 
a Deputy Director of the Castan 
Centre. Ms Penovic, who has been 
an Associate for the past 4 years will 
be replacing Susan Kneebone who 
has had to move on from her role 
with the Centre (see story on page 9). 
Ms Penovic says that she is thrilled 
about becoming a Deputy Director 
because she loves the Castan Centre.

Ms Penovic has been an active 
member of the Centre and been 
involved in a number of the Centre’s 
programs. She has written numerous 
submissions for the centre on 
topics including civil procedure and 
human rights, regulation of billboard 
advertising, refugee and migration law, 
and abortion rights among others. Ms 
Penovic has assisted in organising the 
annual Human Rights Conference, 
supervised students working in the 
human rights professional practise 
placement program, marked essays 
for our annual Writing for Human 
Rights Essay Competition, and been a 
sounding board on Centre activities. 

Ms Penovic regularly teaches human 
rights in the undergraduate program 
alongside torts and civil procedure. 
When asked which areas of human 
rights interest her she notes ‘I am 
particularly interested in children’s 
and refugee rights as well as the 
mass media’s role in the realisation 
of human rights. I try to take a broad 
approach in my research and teaching 
and avoid compartmentalising 
rights, bearing in mind that 
they are universal, indivisible, 
interdependent and interrelated!’

Centre Director Sarah Joseph told 
Rapporteur that she is thrilled to 
have Ms Penovic on board as a 
Deputy Director. “Her commitment 
to the Centre as an Associate has 
been unwavering and we look 
forward to her having a hands 
on role as a Deputy Director.”

International criminal 
law expert jets in

Castan 
Centre 
welcomes 
a new 
Deputy 
Director

Indigenous students get a taste for the law
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In December 2010, Castan Centre directors 
helped organise sixteen participants of the 
Hands on Monash Indigenous summer 
camp to visit the Dandenong Magistrates’ 
Court. The camp is a fully funded Monash 
University initiative for Indigenous senior 
secondary students and involves all of the 
Monash faculties. The students are given 
the chance to participate in activities run by 
each faculty to gain a better understanding of 
career prospects resulting from tertiary study.

Deputy Directors Ms Melissa Castan and Dr 
Julie Debeljak, along with Senior Lecturer of 
Law Dr Bronwyn Naylor, organised for the 
Koorie students to gain an understanding 
of the court process and possible career 
prospects in the law. The students toured 
the holding cells in the Court and the tunnel 
to the police station. Drawing on the skills, 
experience and enthusiasm of the people 
working at the Dandenong Magistrates’ 
Court, the students were given advice on the 
many and varied career paths with the Court 
and the Department of Justice. Presenters 
included Ms Kelly Drayton, Aboriginal 
Community Engagement Officer from the 
Dandenong Magistrates’ Court and Mr Mark 
McCutchan, Senior Registrar of the Dandenong 
Magistrates’ Court. The students were hosted 
by Magistrate Pauline Spencer, who showed 

the group around and talked about her role 
in the administration of criminal justice and 
how she came to be a Magistrate. She also 
explained the court etiquette, and what to 
expect when they watched cases taking 
place in the court. The role of the lawyers 
and police prosecutors was explained.

Sergeant Gary Gladwell from the Victorian 
Police discussed with the students his 
experience in the Victoria Police and talked 
about building stronger relationships 
between Victoria Police and Indigenous 
communities. Ms Belinda Jose, a Aboriginal 
Community Liaison Officer of Victoria 
Police, told of her own career pathway. 

Following the presentations, the students 
had the chance to observe court. They 
watched a case involving racial tension 
between a migrant family and their (so 
called) ‘Aussie’ neighbours. The Magistrate 
resolved the problem with much common 
sense, fairness and consideration for the 
circumstances, demonstrating to the students 
that going to court does not always have to 
be a negative experience for the accused. 
At the conclusion of the visit the students 
commented on the unexpected variety of 
pathways into working in law and justice, and 
their interest in seeing more cases one day.



The Centre’s academic staff have been 
busy in recent months preparing three new 
books for launch.  The Centre’s Director, 
Professor Sarah Joseph and Centre 
Associate Dr Stephen Gray have produced 
their own monographs, while Deputy 
Director Dr Paula Gerber has co-edited a 
book with Centre Faculty Member Dr Adiva 
Sifris.  The books focus on the diverse 
topics of global trade, Indigenous history 
and same-sex relationships. 

Professor Sarah Joseph’s monograph 
Blame it on the WTO? A Human Rights 
Critique will be launched on 2 August in 
the Melbourne CBD. Tim Costello, CEO 
of World Vision Australia, will be the guest 
speaker at the launch. The book provides 
a human rights critique of the World Trade 
Organisation, incorporating legal arguments 
as well as some economic and political 
science perspectives. 

After introducing 
the respective 
WTO and human 
rights regimes, 
and discussing 
their legal and 
normative 
relationship to 
each other, the 
book embarks 
upon a detailed 
analysis of the 
main human 
rights concerns 
with the WTO. 
For the first time, these issues are brought 
together in a single monograph. The issues 
explored include the impact of WTO rules 
on States’ abilities to impose trade related 
human rights measures, labour rights, 
poverty and development, the right to 
food and the right to health. The book also 
explores the alleged democratic deficit 
within the WTO. 

Given that some of the most important 
WTO issues concern its impact on poor 
people in developing States, Professor 
Joseph also covers the issue of whether 
rich States have an obligation to the people 
of poorer States to construct a fairer trading 
system that better facilitates the alleviation 
of poverty and development. 

Dr Stephen Gray has just released 
his new book The Protectors: A journey 
through whitefella past. The book explores 
one of the unspoken issues of Australia’s 
history: it looks at the motivations for 
engaging in and the role played by the 
administrators and patrol officers who 
carried out the Indigenous ‘protection’ policies.

When asked about his motivation for 
writing the book, Dr Gray told Rapporteur 
“I have been interested for some time, 
firstly, in the dramatic divergence white 
Australians have in their views about 
their Aboriginal past. The two Apology 
speeches of February 2008 (Kevin Rudd 
PM and Brendan Nelson) seemed to me 
to encapsulate this divergence. On the one 
hand, Rudd alluded to racism, eugenics, 
and the profound wrongness of past 
policies, while Nelson spoke of benign 
intentions, goodness, and even, perhaps, 
hinted that given the same conditions 
we would do the same thing again. Both 
cannot be true – or can they? And what 
did white Australia really mean when it 
apologised for its past?”

“In looking at this”, he continued, “I 
wanted to hear more personally from 
people associated with these past policies, 
especially administrators and patrol officers. 
The voices of these people did not appear 
in the Stolen Generations report, and since 
then some of them have been portrayed as 
hurt and angry at the way history seems to 
be remembering them. I wanted to explore 
what seems to me partly a generational 
issue – how we, the younger generations 
who’ve grown up since these policies, 
should go about judging our past.”

“Mixed with this is a more personal 
concern with the stories white Australians 
tell about their Aboriginal past. Especially 
I am interested in family stories – things 
passed down in ‘pioneer’ families, terse, 
perhaps uniquely Australian anecdotes that 
raise more questions than they answer, to 
a modern ear. Where are the descendants 
of those who set up the early homesteads, 
and, most likely, ‘dispersed’ the blacks? 
What stories do they tell? In such stories as 
I have heard the silences are more eloquent 
than the words – but then, you have to be 
careful not to impute your own prejudices, 
and listen with an open ear.” 

The Protectors is available now through 
Allen & Unwin publishers. 

Dr Paula Gerber and Dr Adiva Sifris’ 
edited publication, Current Trends in the 
Regulation of Same-sex Relationship, was 
launched by The Honourable Catherine 
Branson QC, President of the Australian 
Human Rights Commission on 5 May. 

Dr Gerber 
noted that 
“Hardly a 
week goes by 
without the 
issue of same-
sex marriage 
featuring 
somewhere in 
the media. But 
unfortunately, 
many of the 
opinions 
expressed 
in such 
reports are 
ill-informed. We decided there was a need 
for an up-to-date scholarly analysis of all the 
issues surrounding same-sex relationships, 
including marriage, parenting and potential 
law reform, so as to raise the quality of the 
debate. We hope that this book stimulates 
better informed opinions and discussions 
that culminate in positive law reform.”

The book will also be used as an educative 
tool for politicians. The book’s publisher, 
Federation Press, has kindly agreed to 
increase the print run so the editors can 
send complimentary copies to every federal 
politician, to help inform their views on this 
hot topic.

Three new books released 
by Castan Centre staff

News
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An impressive line-up of speakers is 
guaranteed to inform, enlighten and 
encourage lively debate about domestic 
and international human rights issues at 
the Castan Centre’s annual conference, 
Human Rights 2011. Topics to be explored 
this year include Indigenous rights, military 
justice, euthanasia, drugs and human 
rights, Islamophobia and the International 
Criminal Court.

Confirmed speakers include Mr Jeffrey 
L. Bleich, United States Ambassador to 
Australia, who will present on corporate 
social responsibility and the “right to 
connect”, which is the right to use the 
internet and social media to exercise 
the freedoms of expression and (virtual) 
assembly. Professor Samina Yasmeen, 
Director of the Centre for Muslim States 
and Societies at the University of Western 
Australia, will discuss Islamophobia and 
Multicultural Australia, a topic which has 
received great attention in recent years.

Associate Professor Megan Davis and 
Mr Rex Wild QC will focus on indigenous 
rights. Associate Professor Davis, Director 
of the Indigenous Law Centre at the 
University of New South Wales and a 
member of the United Nations Permanent 
Forum on Indigenous Issues, will examine 
how the Australian Constitution should 
recognise Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander People. Mr Wild, Barrister and co-
author (with Ms Patricia Anderson) of the 
Little Children are Sacred report into child 
abuse in the Northern Territory, will delve 
into Indigenous rights issues arising from 
the Northern Territory Intervention.

Brigadier Lyn McDade, Director of Military 
Prosecutions for the Australian Defence 
Force, will explore the topical issue of 
military justice and human rights. Professor 
Tim McCormack, Professor of Law at the 
Melbourne Law School and the Special 
Adviser on International Humanitarian 
Law to the prosecutor of the International 

Criminal Court in the Hague will discuss 
some of the successes and challenges of 
the International Criminal Court. 

Rounding out the line-up are Dr Alex Wodak 
AM, President of the Australian Drug Law 
Reform Foundation and Director of the 
Alcohol and Drug Service at St Vincent’s 
Hospital in Sydney and Dr Charlie Corke, 
the Senior Specialist in the Intensive 
Care Unit at Geelong Hospital, author 
of the book Saving Lives and subject of 
the recent documentary In the End. Dr 
Wodak will be speaking about a human 
rights approach to drugs, while Dr Corke 
will discuss the controversial topic of 
dysthanasia and euthanasia. Dysthanasia is 
the opposite of euthanasia, and means ‘bad 
death’, involving the concept of artificially 
postponing death.

You can register for the conference at 
www.law.monash.edu.au/castancentre/
events/2011/conference-2011.html

Riding on the success of previous years, 
the Castan Centre for Human Rights Law 
is proud to announce the 2011 Writing 
for Human Rights Secondary Schools 
Essay Competition. This year’s topic is 
‘Social media is free speech gone mad’, a 
particularly relevant topic for the high school 
entrants who are part of the ‘Facebook 
generation’. The competition is open to all 
Victorian secondary students in years 10, 
11 and 12. 

This topic was chosen due to widespread 
media coverage of some of the 
consequences of social media, often 
involving teenagers. Recent news of 
cyber-bullying, Facebook parties, offensive 
comments and employers accessing 
employees’ social media pages illustrate 
how these new communication tools can 
greatly affect people’s lives. Of course, 
social media has been prominently 
discussed in the international context 
as well: the recent revolutions in Egypt 

and Tunisia relied partly on social media 
platforms such as Facebook, Twitter and 
YouTube to mobilise individuals and share 
information with the outside world. 

Social media platforms have made it easier 
for individuals to express their opinions 
while remaining anonymous. Some 
people would suggest that social media 
is too unrestricted and that free speech 
on the internet should be limited. The 
point of the essays should be to explore 
whether restrictions should be placed on 
free speech expressed in social media 
platforms, and if so, which restrictions. 
The competition was launched at Monash 
Law’s Great Law Week Debate on 18 May. 
The participants, who included Supreme 
Court judge the Honourable Lex Lasry QC 
and 2010 World Debating Championship 
winner Fiona Prowse, argued the same 
topic as the essay competition in front of a 
huge audience at the BMW Edge theatre at 
Federation Square. 

Short-listed essays will be assessed by a 
panel of judges from the Castan Centre for 
Human Rights Law in July 2011. Due to 
generous support from Monash University’s 
Office of the Deputy Vice-Chancellor of 
Education, the first prize winner will be 
awarded the new iPad 2 (64gb with wifi/3G) 
and two runners up will each receive the 
smaller iPad 2 (32gb with wifi/3G) at an 
awards ceremony. Additionally, the winning 
essay will be published in Rapporteur.

Information on the Writing for Human 
Rights Essay Competition is available at 
www.law.monash.edu.au/castancentre/
cc-human-writes
Videos from the Great Law Week 
Debate will be available on the Castan 
Centre’s YouTube channel 
(www.youtube.com/CastanCentre)

2011 annual Castan Centre for 
Human Rights Law conference

Write about social media,
win a social media device
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Will the revolution
be tweeted?

Amid the revolutionary fervour sweeping the Arab world, a 
panel of experts gathered in Melbourne recently to debate the 
role of social media in promoting change. The event, co-hosted 
by the Castan Centre and the Human Rights Law Centre, 
featured Castan Centre Director Professor Sarah Joseph, 
GetUp! Campaign and Communications Director Sam McLean, 
Jonathan Green, who edits The Drum website, and Amnesty’s 
Refugee Campaign Coordinator, Alex Pagliaro. It was chaired 
by the Human Rights Law Centre’s Phil Lynch.

The panel focussed on three main issues:

1. How social media can be used by the human rights movement;

2. The impact that social media has on the protection of human 
rights; and

3. Some of the myths and challenges of using social media to 
promote social action.

Professor Joseph opened the panel with a background on the 
ways in which social media is used to influence human rights, and 
outlined various opinions on the effectiveness of this medium. For 
example, Malcolm Gladwell, writing in the New Yorker, argued that 
real social change is brought about by high risk, meaningful activism 
like the civil rights movement in the United States in the 1960s. 
Mr Gladwell says that social media provides weak ties and gives 
people a false idea that they are making a difference when they 
‘like’ something on Facebook or retweet something. In contrast, 
Professor of New Media at NYU, Clay Shirky, argues that social 
media is an unusually effective social tool for promoting human 
rights, as evidenced by the fact that certain governments are 
particularly afraid of it, for example, the Chinese government. 

Professor Joseph highlighted 
some of the means by which 
social media can affect violations 
of human rights. For example, 
social media is a facilitator of mass 
communication, enabling real-time 
publishing of abuse and brutality 
on the internet where it can be 
accessed instantaneously by 
millions. In addition, the speed 
by which information can be 
shared may result in human 
rights violations immediately 
being condemned.

Mr McLean offered his view that 
social media tools are inherently 
democratic and beneficial to 
society, however he argued that 
‘liking’ something on Facebook 
may be a good first step but is 
not effective enough to promote 
social change. He explained that 
GetUp! provides the public with 
opportunities to take the next step 
to promote human rights after 

expressing an initial interest through social media. 

With a more sceptical eye, Jonathan Green expressed his opinion 
that the experience of social media is more personal than proactive, 
and that indicating an interest in a human rights issue does little 
more than publicise an individual’s opinion. Discussions about the 
impact that social media is having on events such as the conflict 
in Bahrain, according to Mr Green, are only speculative and social 
media as a general rule is not a sufficient medium to bring 
about change.

Ms Pagliaro highlighted some of the ways Amnesty uses social 
media to promote human rights. She used the example that foreign 
governments take notice when Amnesty uses letter-writing to 
highlight human rights violations, and that prisoner treatment has 
been improved as a result of letter-writing campaigns. Ms Pagliaro 
reasoned that governments are therefore probably noticing when 
people use social media to protest actions and encourage change, 
meaning that social media may influence governments to adhere to 
human rights standards.

On the whole, the panel provided a lively debate which was, of 
course, documented and analysed on Twitter in real time. As social 
media is a recent phenomenon that is still picking up steam, it 
remains to be concluded exactly what role it will have on human 
rights. However, it appears that generally the panellists were 
optimistic about the potential of social media.

Video of the event, together with shorter video interviews 
with the participants, are available via the Castan Centre 
website (www.law.monash.edu.au/castancentre) and its 
YouTube channel (www.youtube.com/castancentre).

By Cara Bredebusch, Castan Centre In-house Intern

Castan Centre staff tweet during the event.
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Social Media and
Human Rights

This year, revolutionary fervor has swept the Arab world, and 
the role of social media therein has been widely lauded. But 
does social media deserve those plaudits? 

One prominent sceptic is the New Yorker’s Malcolm Gladwell. He 
argues that social change is brought about by high risk meaningful 
activism, like the civil rights movement in the US. In contrast, he 
says that social media promotes weak ties and low risk activism, 
so-called ‘slactivism’. He also argues that social media generates 
loose networks which lack the hierarchies and strategic direction 
needed to promote significant social or political change.

In contrast, NYU professor Clay Shirky argues that the formation 
of a vibrant civil society and public sphere, essential prerequisites 
to a healthy democratic culture and revolutionary change in an 
autocratic state, is a two-step process. Access to information and 
the media is the first step. The second step, where one forms 
political opinions, is active debate and conversation. Social media 
is a powerful disseminator of information and facilitator of mass 
conversation, as it generates ‘many to many’ communication and 
can be used to synchronize actions by those many. 

The shutting down of social media outlets, such as the internet and 
mobile phones, can also entail great economic costs. Furthermore, 
the ‘cute cat’ theory of digital activism holds that it is difficult for 
governments to shut down popular sites where people share 
photos of cute cats: it can turn the apathetic into the curious and 
into potential activists.

How has social media played out in the Arab uprisings? The general 
cause is mass dissatisfaction with terrible rule and dire economic 
prospects, especially for a massive and increasingly educated and 
tech-savvy youth population. In mid December 2010, Mohammed 
Bouazizi protested the police shutdown of his small business 
by setting himself on fire in the town of Sidi Bou Zid. His plight 
spread all over the net, sparking, in Shirky’s language, outraged 
conversations which grew into the mass demonstrations which 
overthrew Tunisia’s long-standing dictator on January 14. 

From the tweets of the time, one can see a wellspring growing 
from the tag, #sidibouzid, adopted in honour of Bouazizi. Facebook 
users in Tunisia increased by 8% in the first two weeks of January. 
By 14 January everybody was paying attention. On that day came 
a prescient tweet from Al Jazeera journalist Dima Khatib: “no Arab 
leader is sleeping tonight, #sidibouzid has invaded their bedrooms”. 
Twitter was instantly abuzz with a new tag, #jan25, signaling major 
upcoming protests in Egypt and a ‘we can do it too’ attitude. And 
they did, overthrowing Mubarak on February 11. Of course, there 
have also been other, thus far less successful uprisings, erupting 
and persisting (or simmering) in Yemen, Syria, Libya, and Bahrain.

Responding to Gladwell, it is interesting to note that the Arab 
protests have lacked a hierarchy. Traditional opposition bodies, 

like the Muslim Brotherhood in Egypt, had nothing to do with the 
organization of the protests. Instead, the organizers were people 
like Wael Ghonim, administrator of the Facebook page, “We are 
all Khaled Said”, established in honour of a young man beaten to 
death by Egyptian police. Ghonim helped the protests to come 
about and has become a face of the revolution, but he didn’t 
“lead” it. 

Another criticism of social media and revolutions, from people like 
Evgeny Morozov, is that it can be an authoritarian as well as a pro-
democracy tool. For example, Iran, Belarus, and China have used 
the internet to identify, locate and target dissidents. This shows that 
revolution is always a dangerous business, and social media can 
be high-risk, contrary to Gladwell’s assertions. Clearly, a “Twitter 
Revolution” will find it hard to succeed if a regime responds with 
serious brutal force as did Iran in 2009 or Syria right now.

Just as social media conveys information, it can convey 
misinformation. Pro-human rights forces might be matched by 
authoritarian or other unsavoury messages. After all, the platforms 
are neutral and can be used for good and bad causes. In response, 
there is the traditional pro-speech argument that hopefully “good 
speech” drowns out “bad speech”.

A final point to note is that social media platforms are run by 
private businesses. Is it appropriate to place faith in such bodies as 
facilitators of a revolution? After all, the status quo often suits big 
business.

In the Arab revolutions, the behavior of Google has largely been 
praised. With Twitter it set up a ‘speak2tweet’ service to get 
around Egyptian restrictions on the internet in the early days of the 
protests. Twitter has been openly proud of its role in the revolutions 
and in promoting freedom of expression generally. In contrast, 
Facebook has not publicly embraced the revolutions, such as 
Ghonim’s page. Facebook seems ambivalent and perhaps even 
confused about its role regarding human rights and revolution.

Social media played a major role in galvanizing and organizing 
protesters in the Arab world. It helped to break down the 
tight controls that certain States had over information and 
communication. Its ‘weak activism’ has facilitated serious risk-
taking by thousands under some of the world’s most oppressive 
regimes. One cannot say whether the revolutions would have or 
could have happened without social media. I suggest it would have 
been slower, and probably a lot harder.

May 2011

Opinion, by Centre 
Director, Professor 
Sarah Joseph
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Money and politics:  
why it matters to human rights

Money and politics: why is matters to human rights. A lot, 
if you believe the central argument put forward by Dr. Joo-
Cheong Tham, Associate Professor at the Melbourne Law 
School and Sam McLean, the Communications and Campaigns 
Director at GetUp! While in agreement on the general premise, 
their views diverge on the emphasis of reform needed in the 
area. In a robust debate presented by the Castan Centre for 
Human Rights Law, Dr. Tham and Mr McLean challenged each 
other’s perspectives on the relationship between human rights 
and money politics. 

Offering a refreshingly controversial perspective, Dr Tham 
suggested that money politics undermines the democratic integrity 
of the political process, in turn hindering the progressive realisation 
of human rights. Dr Tham questioned the current relationship 
between money politics and human rights organisations, 
suggesting that political donations have a profound (not always 
positive) impact on two important human rights – freedom of 
political association and freedom of political expression. 

To establish his argument Dr Tham presented us with two 
parallel scenarios. The first recounted the corporate power of 
mining companies in the lead up to the 2010 Federal election. 
Mining companies reportedly put aside $100 million to campaign 
against the Labor Government’s proposed super profits tax. 
Advertisements against the tax dominated mainstream media. 
The mining companies then suspended the ads, giving the Gillard 
Government two weeks to reach a deal, or the advertisements 
would resume. The result was a watered down mining tax, a deal 
with the mining companies and an exhibition of the significant 
power of the corporate dollar to influence our politicians. 

Suppose then, that following last year’s National Human Rights 
Consultation, a fictional human rights organisation called Human 
Rights Now (HRN) launched an advertisement campaign to lobby 
the Government to implement a Human Rights Act. Suppose 
also that HRN had a multi-million dollar budget and was able to 
successfully dominate mainstream media to push its agenda. 
In the lead up to the election, following the success of HRN’s 

campaign, the Australian Labor Party expressed its commitment to 
implementing a Human Rights Act and later attributed its political 
win to HRN’s campaign. 

Should we as human rights activists, celebrate or regret this 
development?

For Dr Tham, the appropriate response would be one of regret - not 
because of the outcome, but because of the means with which 
that outcome was achieved. On the other hand it would seem that 
Mr McLean and GetUp! would celebrate the human rights victory. 
Mr McLean made the point, however, that such a scenario is highly 
unlikely and that most non-profit organisations work with small 
budgets (and often have a commensurately small impact). 

For Dr Tham, everyone in the political process, including human 
rights organisations, must be subjected to the same democratic 
principle of fairness. Dr Tham suggested that the culture of political 
donations had unfairly advantaged wealthy actors who were able 
to crowd the finite public space with their own agendas. The result, 
at least for Dr Tham, was that other important social issues did not 
receive the attention they deserve in the public realm due to a lack 
of funding and consequently a lack of air time. 

So how do we resolve this inequality?

Dr Tham suggested the imposition of political spending limits to 
promote fairness and level the playing field between different 
political actors. For McLean and GetUp! however, the key problem 
was not political spending, but unlimited political donations. 
McLean advocated for a system in which people were given more 
power over politicians, instead of corporations dominating the 
political process by making large, often secret, political donations. 

For McLean however, the issue goes far beyond merely improving 
transparency. As he put it, we don’t want to move from donations 
in a brown paper bag to donations in a clear, zip-lock bag. According 
to McLean, what we require is a limit on how much is in the bag, 
and for corporations that limit should be zero, since corporations, 
who do not have the right to vote, should not be attempting to 
influence the political process by making donations.

In closing, Dr Tham warned us of the need to be vigilant not 
only against the tyranny of the majority, but also against the 
tyranny of the wealthy minority. The question is, are human rights 
organisations in danger of manifesting into a wealthy minority that 
dominates political dialogue to the overall detriment of human 
rights? As the debate between Dr Tham and McLean has shown 
us, the answer is perhaps more complicated than a simple yes 
or no. 

Video of the event is available via the Castan Centre website 
(www.law.monash.edu.au/castancentre) and its YouTube 
channel (www.youtube.com/castancentre).

By Laura John, Castan Centre In-house Intern

Professor Joseph engages in some banter with Associate 
Professor Tham (right) while Sam McLean (centre) listens in.

Rapporteur
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Farewell but not goodbye
Recently I reluctantly made the decision to resign from my 
position as a Deputy Director of the Castan Centre for Human 
Rights Law as I felt that I needed to devote my time to two 
major writing commitments which I have underway, and to 
my other projects. The first that I am working on is a book for 
Routledge entitled Australia’s Response to Human Trafficking, 
Transnational Crime and Human Rights in the Greater Mekong 
Sub-region, which arises from an ARC Linkage grant, for which 
I have an imminent deadline. Secondly, this year I have to 
complete my ARC Discovery Grant on ‘Law, Governance and 
Regulation and Regulation of Labour Migration in Southeast 
Asia’. This requires organisation of a major workshop on 
Exit and Integration Strategies for Labour Migrants in South 
East Asia: Putting Principles into Practices to be held at the 
end of 2011. In addition, I am drafting a monograph on 
Law, Governance and Regulation and Regulation of Labour 
Migration in Southeast Asia. 

Apart from these two projects I am also working on a third ARC 
project ‘Delivering Effective Protection to Victims and Prevention 
of Human Trafficking in the Greater Mekong Sub-Region’ which 
requires international travel and collection of qualitative data. 

I am also co-organising a workshop with Dr Dallal Stevens of 
Warwick University to be held in Prato in May 2011. This small 
invitation-only workshop, which is endorsed by the UNHCR as 
part of its 60th anniversary celebrations, will explore the themes 
of Refugees and The Refugee Convention 60 Years On: Protection 
and Identity. The keynote speakers at the workshop are Ms Erika 
Feller (Assistant High Commissioner to UNHCR) and Professor 
Roger Zetter (Director, RSC, University of Oxford). We are planning 
to publish the papers as an edited collection with a high quality 
publisher. I am writing a paper for the workshop. 

I am also currently supervising seven Higher Degree by Research 
students on refugee, migration and trafficking related topics. Some 
of these supervisees are planning to submit in 2011. 

All these exciting commitments, projects and responsibilities 
unfortunately reduce my time and capacity to fulfil my role as a 
Deputy Director at the level which it requires, and that is why I have   
resigned. However, I intend to continue the close association which 
I have developed with the Castan Centre and to work with them in 
a less formal capacity in the future. 

By Professor Susan Kneebone

May 2011
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Preying on the poor – the impact 
of ‘vulture funds’ on development 
goals and human rights

For heavily indebted developing countries, the practices of 
unscrupulous ‘vulture funds’ pose an insurmountable barrier 
to development and the fulfilment of the basic human rights 
of their people, according to Dr Cephas Lumina, the UN 
Independent Expert on the Effects of Foreign Debt and other 
Related International Financial Obligations on Human Rights. 
‘Vulture funds’ are the debt collectors of the global market 
place, private investment firms that purchase the sovereign 
debts of developing nations at a significant discount so 
that they can pursue the full amount, plus interest, late fees 
and legal costs, through strategic litigation in favourable 
jurisdictions. In February 2011, Dr Lumina addressed a full 
house at an event hosted by the Castan Centre, in conjunction 
with the Human Rights Law Centre, to discuss his recent report 
to the Human Rights Council and expose the workings and 
human rights impacts of these commercial enterprises. 

Dr Lumina’s mandate centres on the debilitating levels of sovereign 
debt owed by developing countries forcing them to divert much-
needed money away from primary services such as health, water, 
sanitation, housing and education. In recognition of this problem, 
the international community has developed a number of debt 
relief schemes that provide for the cancellation in full of debts to 
a number of multilateral financial institutions. Dr Lumina pointed 
to the abolition of primary school fees in Ghana, Malawai and a 
number of African nations, as well as the abolition of user fees 
for health care in Zambia as evidence of the progress enabled by 
such initiatives. However, these programs are voluntary and cannot 
compel commercial creditors to drop their claims. 

The problem, Dr Lumina explained, is that vulture funds seek to 
recover sums vastly greater than the price they pay to the original 
creditor, a price they are under no obligation to disclose. Court 
judgments impose a debt burden far greater than that originally 
incurred, due to interest and penalties. As Dr Lumina noted, $6.5 
million borrowed by Liberia in 1978 soared to $18.4 million when 
a New York court entered default judgement in 2002, and rose 
to over $20 million in 2008 when that judgement was registered 
in a London court. By aggressively pursuing their claims, often in 
multiple jurisdictions, vulture funds also add upwards of hundreds 
of thousands of dollars in legal fees to the existing debt. 

Court awards represent an intolerably high proportion of the GDP 
of indebted countries, ranging from 0.5% to 49% in the case of 
Liberia. Litigation enables the funds to freeze and seize a nation’s 
foreign assets, giving them preference over other creditors, 
and more significantly giving them preference over the nation’s 
impoverished citizens. As the Independent Expert highlighted, 
vulture funds “prevent heavily indebted poor countries from 
using resources freed up by debt relief for their development and 
poverty reduction programmes, and therefore diminish the capacity 
of these countries to create the conditions necessary for the 
realization of human rights for their people.” 

Dr Lumina’s condemnation extended beyond those profiteering 
at the expense of developing states to the developed nations 
who offer ‘creditor-friendly’ jurisdictions in which vulture funds 
can seek to pursue their debts. Developed states purport to 
recognise the inability of heavily indebted countries to repay debt 
by contributing to debt relief programs, yet their courts continue to 
make awards against those countries at the suit of vulture funds. 
Such conduct is not only disingenuous but a waste of taxpayers’ 
money. The solution, at least in the short term, appears to be 
legislation restricting or prohibiting the recovery of such debts in 
the jurisdictions in which heavily indebted countries own assets. 
Dr Lumina endorsed the UK model, also proposed in the US, 
which limits the amount vulture funds can recover to reasonable 
compensation for the amount they outlaid to purchase the debt. 
Such legislation, particularly in jurisdictions favoured by vulture 
funds, would minimise the commercial incentive for the funds and 
reduce the prevalence of unscrupulous activity. Dr Lumina stressed 
that such legislative measures must be met with international 
efforts to tackle tax havens, move toward compulsory debt relief 
schemes, and undertake broader global financial reform.

Video of the event is available via the Castan Centre website 
(www.law.monash.edu.au/castancentre) and its YouTube 
channel (www.youtube.com/castancentre).

By Lisa Harrison, Castan Centre In-House Intern

Dr Lumina explains the impact of vulture funds on human rights. 
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Dissecting the international 
intervention in Libya

A bumper crowd turned out on a cold, wet April night to hear a 
lively debate on one of the hottest international issues. ANU’s 
Professor Donald Rothwell, Monash University’s Associate 
Professor Gideon Boas and Dr Jeff Sparrow, editor of the 
Overland Journal, presented a wide range of views on the 
current intervention in Libya.

The intervention, authorised by the United Nations Security Council, 
was launched by a NATO-led coalition in response to reports 
that the Libyan regime led by Colonel Gadaffi was committing 
widespread human rights violations against its civilian population.

The conflict has raised serious questions about the legitimacy of 
humanitarian interventions, the interrelationship between politics 
and law and the perceived dominance of the United States in the 
international arena. 

Professor Rothwell opened the debate by suggesting that the 
international community had two choices in the face of Colonel 
Gaddafi’s human rights violations: sit back and watch the 
events unfold, or give real effect to the doctrine of humanitarian 
intervention. 

For Professor Rothwell, the right course of action was to adopt 
the latter choice and authorise military intervention in Libya. 
He commended the Security Council’s uncharacteristic speed 
and urgency in passing Resolution 1973 to protect the Libyan 
population from mass crimes. For Professor Rothwell, the 
resolution activated the ‘responsibility to protect’ doctrine and 
legitimised the intervention. 

Associate Professor Boas challenged us to consider ‘why Libya?’ 
Undoubtedly Colonel Gaddafi had committed widespread human 
rights abuses against the civilian population, but these abuses 
have occurred elsewhere without such swift international action. 
Associate Professor Boas suggested that there was an inherently 
political element to this intervention – the United States wanted to 
settle long term scores with its old enemy. 

As Professor Rothwell pointed out, however, 
the United States has only one vote in the 
Security Council and none of the permanent 
five members chose to veto Resolution 1973. 
For Professor Rothwell, this was indicative of 
agreement within the international community 
that action needed to be taken against Colonel 
Gaddafi’s regime. 

For Dr Sparrow, the questionable motives behind 
the intervention were not so easily answered 
and posed serious problems for the overall 
legitimacy of the Libyan intervention. He argued 
that even if the West had only good intentions 
for Libya, without a strategic aim or plan, good 
intentions would not be enough to ensure a 
good outcome. Dr Sparrow also questioned the 
degree of hyperbole involved in humanitarianism 
and the framing of the situation as so urgent that 
it required immediate action.

He suggested that the Libyan conflict had been a social revolution 
and that this was something the US and its allies were keen to 
suppress. The situation was now, he suggested, in danger of 
becoming a brutal civil war that would make it virtually impossible 
to achieve the supposed aims of humanitarian intervention.

Associate Professor Boas also highlighted some of the practical 
problems surrounding the intervention because of the lack of a 
defined mandate. He pointed to the problems that could arise 
if a new regime was just as abusive as Colonel Gaddafi, if the 
revolution turned into a dictatorship and the implications for the 
civilian population if a war on the ground was authorised. 

All of the speakers, in particular Associate Professor Boas, pointed 
to the potential role of the International Criminal Court (ICC) 
in stigmatising and removing Colonel Gaddafi from Libya. As 
Associate Professor Boas noted, however, it is somewhat curious 
that the United States, traditionally opposed to the ICC, is now 
advocating for its use to bring Colonel Gaddafi to trial. 

So what will be the ultimate outcome of the Libyan intervention? 
Our speakers were torn between hope for a better future for the 
Libyan people and the unlikelihood of long term regime change. 
Only time will tell whether Libya becomes a shining example of 
humanitarian intervention, or goes down in history as yet another 
questionable invasion of State sovereignty. 

Video of the event, together with shorter video interviews 
with the participants, are available via the Castan Centre 
website (www.law.monash.edu.au/castancentre) and its 
YouTube channel (www.youtube.com/castancentre).

By Laura John, Castan Centre In-house Intern

Associate Professor Gideon Boas speaks during the forum.
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Do corporations need binding 
human rights obligations?

News from our human rights community: 
Right Now

In June 2011 the Special Representative to the UN Secretary 
General for Business and Human Rights (SRSG), Mr John 
Ruggie, will be presenting his Guiding Principles to the UN 
Human Rights Council. It is a pivotal moment as it marks the end 
of 6 years of work by the SRSG into how the UN should deal 
with the challenges around global business and human rights. 

The Castan Centre was pleased to recently host a presentation by 
Vanessa Zimmerman, Legal Advisor to Mr Ruggie, on their work to 
date and what the future might hold. Reflecting the transnational 
nature of the subject matter, Ms Zimmerman spoke before 
an audience of staff and students at Monash University while 
simultaneously being broadcast live to an audience at the India 
Institute of Technology in Kharagpur.

Since 2005, the SRSG has undertaken comprehensive consultations 
with the many stakeholders interested in the role for international 
law in regulating the human rights dimensions of global business 
operations. This process has generated sustained reflections on a 
range of issues at the intersection of business and human rights. 
Discussions have been on subjects as varied as business in conflict 
zones, corporate and extraterritorial law, export credit agencies, 
supply chains, the extractive industries and more.

In recent years the SRSG has been promoting a ‘Protect, Respect 
and Remedy Framework’ as the overarching guide for future thinking 
and action on business and human rights. The three pillars of the 
Framework refer to the state duty to protect human rights abuses 
by third parties; the corporate responsibility to respect human rights 

through due diligence; and the right of victims of corporate human 
rights abuses to have access to effective remedies. The Guiding 
Principles recommend how to operationalise these goals.

The questions generated by Ms Zimmerman’s presentation 
illustrated that the concerns we have in Melbourne on the subject 
of business and human rights are also at the forefront for scholars 
in India. Questions from both audiences addressed whether the 
SRSG’s conception of the responsibility of corporations to respect 
human rights was strong enough to ensure their compliance with 
human rights. The concern was that without binding legal status 
they are no stronger than existing voluntary initiatives and do not 
go far enough to counteract the business pressures that might see 
corporations cutting corners. Ms Zimmerman pointed out, however, 
that increasingly studies show that businesses pay for failures in 
due diligence with respect to human rights and that to ignore human 
rights hurts their bottom line. Many businesses have taken up the 
SRSG’s Framework in their internal policies and procedures, showing 
support for the model. 

In June 2011, Mr Ruggie will step down due to the term limit given 
to all UN special representatives. There is, however, much work 
still to be done. The goal is to ensure ongoing UN attention to this 
important topic, ideally by expanding beyond the single post of the 
SRSG, given the many challenges that lie ahead.

Materials about the SRSG, as well as submissions and reports, 
are available at www.business-humanrights.org/
SpecialRepPortal/Home

In the past ten years, Melbourne has seen a proliferation of 
organisations dedicated to promoting and protecting human rights. 
From the Castan Centre to the Human Rights Law Centre and the 
Human Rights Arts and Film Festival, these organisations have 
contributed to a vibrant and sustained national conversation on 
human rights and social justice in many different ways. To this list 
you can add Right Now, a volunteer, not-for-profit media organisation 
led by young people. 

Right Now was initially established in 2007 by Melbourne University 
students and provides volunteer opportunities for young people from 
all backgrounds. The organisation provides forums for diverse voices 
to be heard through writing, art and radio that broadens the human 
rights conversation in Australia. In doing so, Right Now moves 
beyond academic and legal analysis to become more engaging 
and accessible.

As might be expected, you can find a fascinating range of writing on 
the Right Now website, addressing both national and international 
issues, and you can also view some of the wonderful art that has 
been submitted to the organisation. If listening is more your style, 
you should tune in to the country’s only dedicated human rights 
radio program, Right Now Radio, which is broadcast every Thursday 
at 6pm on Melbourne community radio station 3CR (855AM). The 
show is also streamed through the 3CR website (www.3cr.org.au). 
Podcasts of the radio show are available for download from our 
website www.rightnow.org.au.

Right Now is currently accepting submissions for its writing and art 
programs. For details, contact submissions@rightnow.org.au. 
The organisation is also looking for volunteers. If you would like to 
volunteer for Right Now, contact info@rightnow.org.au. Both law 
and non-law students are welcome. 

By Joanna Kyriakakis, Castan Centre Associate
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Campaigning for a 
healthy future

Before heading to Mumbai to intern with the United Nations 
Special Rapporteur on the Right to Health for three months, I 
scrambled to find as much information about him as possible. 
I discovered that Anand Grover is a practicing lawyer in the 
Bombay High Court and Supreme Court of India. His firm, 
Lawyer’s Collective, was a true pioneer of HIV/AIDS and human 
rights litigation in India, and was the driving force behind last 
year’s Supreme Court judgment that saw the decriminalisation 
of homosexuality in India. I felt incredibly privileged to be 
given the opportunity to work with and learn from such an 
accomplished team of people. 

The Rapporteur aims to clarify the scope of the right to health; to 
raise awareness of the right to health as a fundamental human 
right; and to provide guidance and support on the operationalisation 
of the right to health. Reading through Mr Grover’s previous 
thematic reports as the Special Rapporteur, which included 
issues such as the decriminalisation of drug use and sex work, I 
quickly realised he was not one to shy away from controversial 
and politically sensitive issues. As with most human rights, it is 
generally the most vulnerable and marginalised groups who are 
frequently denied the right to the highest attainable standard of 
health. It was encouraging, therefore, to see that Mr Grover was 
particularly passionate about bringing attention to right to health 
issues surrounding groups such as women; ethnic minorities; 
people who use drugs; sex workers; prisoners; and lesbian, gay, 
bisexual and transgender individuals. 

The breadth of the Rapporteur’s mandate meant I had the 
opportunity to work on an incredibly diverse range of projects that 
incorporated subject matters ranging from patent law in Kenya 
to the humane treatment of prisoners in the Philippines. A task 

that was frequently assigned to me was the preparation of urgent 
appeals to be sent to countries that are in breach of their obligations 
vis-à-vis the right to health. Issues that seemed to crop up regularly 
in appeals were the treatment of prisoners and of people who use 
drugs. It seemed that ‘vulnerable groups’ was a definite theme of 
the work I was involved with. 

Mr Grover has also initiated the ‘Right to Health Litigation Project’, 
which involves the construction of a comprehensive database of 
worldwide health rights litigation. The task being undertaken is 
monumental and requires the collection of relevant case law from 
every domestic, regional and international jurisdiction worldwide. 
I was assigned to reading judgments and preparing summaries 
to be entered into the database and was reading material from 
jurisdictions as varied as Bangladesh, Nepal and the European 
Court of Human Rights. 

To have Mumbai as the backdrop to the internship made the 
experience truly memorable and unique. It is an inspiring, 
confronting, mind-boggling city that I relished calling my home for 
three short months. Simply going about day-to-day activities is a 
challenge and a learning experience in itself. When carrying out 
the simple task of catching the train to work every morning, I was 
confronted with people sitting atop the carriages; flimsy, ad hoc 
shelters for entire families erected along the edges of the tracks; 
beggars and buskers of every variety; and people (very!) physically 
pushing each other (and me) just to get standing room in a carriage. 
I am incredibly grateful to the Castan Centre for being given the 
opportunity to work with Mr Grover and the passionate staff at 
Lawyer’s Collective. 

You can read more about the Global Interns experiences at 
www.castanglobalinterns.wordpress.com

By Lexi Lachal, 2011 Castan Centre Global Intern

Lexi Lachal (right) joins her supervisor Fiona Lander (centre) and Nonie Tuxen for lunch. Both Noni and Fiona are Monash alumni.

May 2011
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Experiencing life 
in the deep end

After attending training 
sessions in Johannesburg 
and at Oxfam headquarters in 
Durban I commenced my six 
week placement at Lawyers 
for Human Rights in January 
2011. On my first day I was 
thrown straight into reception 
where my role was to greet 
clients and process intakes. The 
Durban office of Lawyers for 
Human Rights was focused on 
the Refugee and Migrant Rights 
project, which meant that all our 
clients were refugees.

My first ‘client’ was a twelve-year-
old girl who had travelled from 
the DRC through Zambia and 
Zimbabwe to arrive in South Africa 
by herself. Our clients seek refuge 
from many different countries, 
primarily the DRC, Zimbabwe and 
Ethiopia, but we also had files 
from Iran, Kyrgyzstan, and China 
amongst other places. The bulk of 
the work that I undertook at Lawyers for Human Rights involved 
drafting grounds of appeal for clients who had had their refugee 
status revoked.

Refugee law in South Africa is quite different to Australia in that 
every person who crosses into South Africa to seek asylum 
will immediately be granted a temporary asylum seeker permit. 
This entitles the asylum seeker to work and study within the 
community. Their application for refugee status is then processed 
by the Department of Home Affairs, and, depending on whether or 
not they fit the criteria, they will be deported or granted a temporary 
refugee permit, which is periodically reviewed.

One of the challenging aspects of the placement was realizing the 
gap between what a law seems to say and what its actual effect 
is. According to South African law, to be classified as a refugee one 
must be outside their country of origin and have a well founded 
fear of persecution based on at least one of six characteristics; 
race, tribe, religion, nationality, political opinion or membership to 
a social group. Although this definition seems likely to cover most 
people escaping the desperate violence and poverty that exists in 
many African villages, less than 1% of our clients would succeed in 
proving their claim.

Most asylum seekers are unable to satisfy the heavy burden of 
proof to show they had a ‘well founded’ fear of persecution and 
that this persecution was based on one of the above-mentioned 
attributes. Many asylum seekers, despite the horrible stories of 
witnessing mass rape and violence, ultimately come to South Africa 
for a better life and are thus labelled economic migrants who do not 
satisfy the requisite criteria to be classified as a refugee.

My six weeks at LHR was really just an introduction into refugee 
law and life in South Africa. Every day refugees explained to 
me why they left their country of origin and these stories of 
brutalization by their own neighbours confronted me with man’s 
ability to dehumanize and destroy. 

I was also challenged to consider what the role of ‘foreigners’ 
is in development aid. Could I come into South Africa with my 
own inherent biases and really effect any change? How can 
a government that is struggling to support its own citizens be 
expected to also support the hundreds of refugees that arrive every 
day? Should change be on a macro or micro level? By attempting to 
help are we simultaneously supporting the current system? 

During my placement at LHR I did not find the answers to these 
questions but I was frequently encouraged to debate these issues, 
and I was exposed to many different views and opinions. Although 
I see no solutions to the problems facing South Africa, which has 
an official unemployment rate of 24% (the unofficial rate is said to 
be more like 45%) and with almost 40% of people in the province 
I worked in affected by HIV AIDS, I am far from disheartened. The 
experience has allowed me to work with inspiring and dedicated 
people and to work for strong and resilient clients. The central 
character of our office book club book ‘Little Bee,’ a Nigerian 
refugee girl, explained that she was “carrying two cargoes. Yes, 
one of them was horror, but the other one was hope.” The number 
of people working to improve human rights in Southern Africa 
means that there is much hope for the refugees of Africa.

By Vanessa Lamborn, 2011 Castan Centre Global Intern

Vanessa works on one of her files. 
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Defending human rights 
in the chaos of Ghana

On a sweaty and humid Saturday night, after a 26-hour plane 
flight, I finally arrived in Accra, Ghana to begin a three-month 
internship at the Human Rights Advocacy Centre (HRAC). 
Arriving in Africa alone was somewhat daunting; especially 
as I had no idea where the actual place was that I was to be 
working. Ghanaians do not work with street addresses. Instead, 
they will tell you what something is near. Thankfully, some 
friendly locals were able to tell me the location of the office so I 
arrived on time for my first day of work. 

Established by Nana Oye Lithur in 2008, the HRAC is a locally run 
NGO that works in many different areas of human rights law. Some 
of the areas of law include the right to information, gender policy 
in education, mental health and women’s rights. During my three 
months at the HRAC, I worked alongside both local and volunteer 
staff. Volunteers came from all around the world; some were from 
New York University, some from the University of Ottawa and even 
some from the Australian Youth Ambassador for Development 
(AYAD) program.

At the HRAC, I had a chance to do a variety of different things. 
One of the great aspects of the organization is that I was able to 
work in both policy and grass roots human rights. Every day there 
was something different to do. It was very nerve wracking at first, 
getting used to the way the legal system works in another country. 
Luckily, Ghana as a former British Colony has a legal system quite 
similar to ours. I worked predominantly in the human rights clinic 
at the office, where locals would 
come in with claims of human 
rights abuse and the HRAC would 
act for them for free. During my 
internship I was the case officer 
for up to 15 clients with problems 
ranging from property disputes 
to criminal offences. Under the 
direction of Nana Oye Lithur, I 
would do everything from the 
initial client interview to preparing 
documents for court, like affidavits 
and motions on notice. Working 
in the human rights clinic meant I 
was able to gain some insight into 
the reality of human rights 
in Ghana. 

Aside from working in the clinic, 
I also helped out on a number of 
different things. On any given day 
one of the staff would ask me to 
do something new. For example, I 
was asked to write press releases, 

legal opinions, prepare presentations and enter data on sex workers 
for a UN report. In addition, there were many opportunities to 
attend various human rights conferences at other organisations. As 
Accra is a hub for volunteer organisations and has a large United 
Nations presence there were many conferences around the city. 
I was lucky enough to attend a TedX Women Empowerment 
Conference and the National AIDS Dissemination Meeting run by 
UNAIDS in conjunction with the West African Project to Combat 
Aids/STI’s (WAPCAS). Attending these events allowed me to 
observe what was being done at a national level in human rights. 
The HRAC was also very vocal in demonstrating: during my time 
there, the office ran and participated in the Barefoot March against 
Poverty and a protest against the slow progress of the Right to 
Information Bill through Parliament. 

Work aside, living in Accra is a fun yet chaotic experience. 
The city is hot, steamy and loud. It is extremely difficult to find 
accommodation, so I spent the first two weeks living in a prison-
like guesthouse before, by some stroke of luck, I found an 
apartment with two other volunteers. As the city is so hectic, on 
the weekends I would often escape the city and travel to various 
places around the country with other volunteers. 

Overall, my time in Ghana was a great learning experience. I 
now feel I have a greater understanding of the challenges and 
realities of working in human rights in a developing country. I highly 
recommend the internship to anyone considering a career in this field.

By Hester Kelly, 2011 Castan Centre Global Intern

Hester Kelly observes an elephant while on a trip to Mole National Park in Ghana.
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Getting into international 
humanitarian law

Law students, community activists and humanitarian law 
enthusiasts packed out the Monash Law Chambers recently 
to hear stories and share experiences about gaining practical 
work experience in international criminal tribunals. Hosted by 
the Castan Centre, in partnership with Friends of International 
Humanitarian Law (affiliated with the Australian Red Cross), 
the public forum gave students an insight into overseas 
work placements and opportunities for further study in other 
jurisdictions. 

Guest speakers Stephen Muirhead, Heidi Edwards and a third 
student shared their diverse experiences working with the United 
Nations international criminal courts and revealed some insider tips 
on how to score an overseas internship.

Steven recounted living in the ‘international law capital of the world’, 
The Hague, while interning for five months at the International 
Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia (ICTY).The ICTY 
was established by the United Nations in 1993 and prosecutes 
perpetrators of war crimes committed during the 1990s conflicts 
in the Balkans. 

Steven interned in the French-language Chambers, undertaking 
evidence analysis and drafting minor legal decisions. Highlights for 
Steven included the great social atmosphere working with 100 other 
interns and the opportunity to improve his legal skills. Lowlights were 
not being able to work directly with the judges on legal issues and 
not witnessing court proceedings (since the case he was assigned to 
was in its judgement stage). 

Heidi shared her experiences interning with the International 
Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda (ICTR) in 2009, and the Extraordinary 
Chambers in the Courts of Cambodia (ECCC) last year. The ICTR was 
established by the United Nations to prosecute perpetrators of war 
crimes committed in Rwanda during the conflict in 1994. The ECCC, 
although performing a similar function in relation to Cambodian 
conflicts, is also a permanent part of the Cambodian court system. 

For Heidi, highlights included working closely with the ECCC judges 
and developing critical legal thinking. Lowlights were the initial 
cross-cultural challenges working in a patriarchal workplace and 
struggling to find the balance between being professional and being 
compassionate when dealing with victims of war crimes. 

The last student, in contrast, shared her diverse experiences 
completing a Masters in Law at Colombia University in the USA. 
She recalled learning alongside Mongolian diplomats, French 
academics and Japanese judges with students from all around the 
world. She noted that there were only highlights to her time in New 
York, including easy access to human rights institutes and non-
governmental organisations and the opportunity to work with the 
United Nations Liaison Office - which included a run in with Nicholas 
Cage (somewhat unusual) and Ban Ki Moon, UN Secretary General 
(not so unusual). 

All three gained valuable experiences from their overseas 
placements. The general message seems to be – do it! It’s likely 
to be an experience you won’t forget and could give you that extra 
competitive edge when it comes to finding employment. 

The third presenter has asked that her name be withheld.

By Neda Monshat

Heidi Edwards answers a question from the audience.

Top five tips for gaining an overseas work placement:
1. Be persistent – Heidi recounted calling the ICTR daily 

before finding out that she was successful in getting a 
work placement. 

2. Do your research – Heidi and Steven stressed the importance 
of researching where you want to intern before applying. It’s 
not going to be a great experience if the Court you’re interning 
with isn’t dealing with any cases at the time of your placement. 

3. It’s okay if you can only speak English – although it’s definitely a 
positive to know another language, Steven assured us that it’s 
not essential (and he interned in the French Chamber of 
the ICTY!)

4. Don’t get too stressed about logistics – your visa and housing 
issues can and will be resolved. Heidi admitted that she 
organised most of her accommodation in-country after she 
arrived in Tanzania. 

5. Don’t let your bank balance be a barrier – the speakers 
suggested applying for scholarships and sourcing funding from 
local organisations. The Foundation for Young Australians, 
Monash Awards, Fullbright and Lionel Murphy all offer 
scholarships to assist with travelling overseas. Your local 
rotary club is also a good place to source funds to support 
your internship.
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Eight questions 
for: Castan 
Centre Associate

Joanna 
Kyriakakis

What were you doing before starting work on your SJD?
I was working as a solicitor in South Australia on legal aid criminal and 
family law matters, as well as some accident compensation cases.

What made you decide to do an SJD?
I wanted the intellectual challenge, to change my specialisation 
towards human rights law and to retreat into a cave (only kidding – 
sort of).

What was the topic of your thesis?
After interning with Oxfam Australia’s Mining Unit, I became 
interested in the problem of transnational mining companies involved 
in serious human rights violations, like torture and forcible relocations. 
My thesis argued that the International Criminal Court should be able 
to hear cases against such companies. They otherwise often avoid 
accountability. Since then there has been a surge of interest in this 
topic at an international level, so hopefully we will soon see some 
positive developments. 

What area of human rights law are you most 
passionate about?
I think many of the key human rights challenges for Australia revolve 
around improving equality and tolerance. Ending mandatory detention 
of refugees, legally entrenched discrimination against same-sex 
couples and discriminatory policies against Indigenous communities 
such as the NT intervention are all issues that most Australians I think 
are particularly passionate about. 

What do you enjoy most about teaching? 
What it teaches me: about the subjects I teach and about 
the people I teach, and how we are all here – students 
and teachers alike – in the pursuit of learning. 

You teach torts law… do you find a significant cross 
over between torts and human rights law?
Absolutely. Many torts protect the same interests that are also the 
subjects of human rights law. This means torts can be used to litigate 
human rights abuses using more familiar domestic legal tools. In the 
US an interesting recent trend are creative ‘climate change’ nuisance 
cases against large-scale carbon emitters in order to protect rights to 
health and a healthy environment. 

What do you enjoy most about your role as an Associate? 
Being part of a community of people passionate and informed 
about human rights and contributing to human rights 
becoming a greater part of the Australian legal landscape. 

We hear you are a Port Adelaide supporter, what do 
you think their chances are this year? 
We recently lost to the Gold Coast Suns. Need I say more? 

Dr Kirsten McKillop, a former PhD student under the 
supervision of Deputy Director Melissa Castan, Centre 
Associate David Yarrow and Dr Sarah Middleton has 
been awarded the Mollie Holman Doctoral Medal 
for her doctoral thesis Providing effectively for 
indigenous customary law: New Zealand, Canada 
and Australia and Indigenous customary adoptions. 

The Mollie Holman Doctoral Medal is awarded to the 
Doctoral candidate in each faculty of Monash University 
judged to have presented the best thesis of the year. The 
medal is named in honour of Professor Mollie Holman, 
who has made a long and distinguished contribution 
to the University and has been a vigorous champion of 
postgraduate education. 

Kirsten’s thesis considered how the legal systems 
of Canada, New Zealand and Australia provide for 
Indigenous customary law. It provided theoretical as well 
as pragmatic approaches to this issue. The thesis used 
a case study approach, comparing the legal provision for 
customary adoptions in the three countries. At a concrete 
level it suggested the best approach to providing for 
Indigenous customary adoptions is to provide legislative 
recognition, without codifying the content of this law. The 
study was timely and relevant because the Queensland 
Government was considering legislative changes to 
adoption law, which affects the customary adoption 
practices of Torres Strait Islanders

When asked about this great honour, Kirsten noted 
that she was “really pleased and excited to receive 
the award.”Kirsten’s supervisor, Melissa Castan, told 
Rapporteur that “Kirsten’s research has contributed 
greatly to the international dialogue on how western 
legal systems can provide for Indigenous customary 
law. Utilizing case studies on customary adoptions in 
particular helped highlight the different approaches 
states have taken, and what they might learn from 
each other.” The Centre congratulates Kirsten on 
this great achievement.

To learn more about Higher Degrees by Research 
in law at Monash, go to 
www.law.monash.edu.au/research/hdr/main.html

Mollie Holman 
Doctoral Medal 
awarded for 
thesis on 
Indigenous 
customary law
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Heli Askola

Book chapters

‘Human Rights and Globalisation’, in A. 
Rahman Chowdhury & Jahid Hossain 
Bhuiyan, eds. Introduction to International 
Human Rights Law (Brill, 2010)

Articles

‘“Illegal Migrants”, Gender and Vulnerability: 
The Case of the EU’s Returns Directive’ 
(2010) Feminist Legal Studies 18(2), 
159-178

Gideon Boas

Book chapters

‘Omission Liability in International Criminal 
Law – A Case for Reform’, in Shane Darcy 
and Joseph Powderly, Judicial Creativity at 
the International Criminal Tribunals (Oxford 
University Press, in press 2010), 15 pages

‘Command Responsibility for the Failure 
to Stop Atrocities: The Legacy of the 
Tokyo Tribunal’ in Yuki Tanaka, Timothy 
LH McCormack and Gerry Simpson (eds), 
Beyond Victors’ Justice? The Tokyo War 
Crimes Trial Revisited (Martinus Nijhoff, in 
press 2010), 163-173

‘The difficulty with individual criminal 
responsibility in international criminal law’ 
in Carsten Stahn and Larissa van den Herik 
(eds.), Future Perspectives on International 
Criminal Justice (Cambridge University 
Press, 2010), 501-519

‘Commentary’ – contempt, false testimony 
and misconduct , in Andre Klip and Goran 
Sluiter (eds), Annotated Leading Cases 
of international Criminal Tribunals: The 
Special Court for Sierra Leone 2004-2006 
(Intersentia, 2010), 676-682

Articles

‘Self-representation before the ICTY: a case 
for reform’ (2010) 5 Journal of International 
Criminal Justice, 1-31

‘War Crimes prosecutions in Australia 
and other common law countries: some 
observations’ (2010) 21 Criminal Law 
Forum, 313-330.

Melissa Castan

Articles

‘Law, advocacy and the Brave New World’ 
(2010) 35(4) Alternative Law Journal

‘Remembering the Rule of Law’ (2010) 
35(4) Alternative Law Journal

‘First Year Law students: an empirical 
study of expectations and realities’ with 
Jeannie Paterson et al vol 20 (2) 2010 Legal 
Education Review 1

Lead Editor for (2011) 36 (1) Alternative Law 
Journal

Media

Interview on ABC 7pm news on Aboriginal 
Community in Lake Tyres return of 
democracy, 18 March 2011

Blogs

‘The High Court and the Freedom of Political 
Communication’, Castan Centre for Human 
Rights Law Blog, WordPress, 5 December 2010

‘Remembering the Rule of Law’, Castan 
Centre for Human Rights Law Blog, 
WordPress, 16 November 2010

Erica Contini

Submissions

E. Contini and S. Joseph, Castan Centre 
for Human Rights Law, Submission to the 
Tasmanian Community Consultation, A 
charter of human rights and responsibilities 
for Tasmania, 30 November 2010

Blogs

‘Debunking a scare campaign: an exchange 
between a US Senator and his US 
constituent over the Gitmo trials’ Castan 
Centre for Human Rights Law Blog, 
WordPress, 20 January 2011

Julie Debeljak

Article

‘Who Is Sovereign Now? The Momcilovic 
Court Hands Back Power Over Human 
Rights That Parliament Intended It To Have’ 
(2011) 22(1) Public Law Review 15-51

Submissions

Submission on the Directions Paper of 
the Department of Justice of Tasmania, A 
charter of human rights and responsibilities 
for Tasmania, 29 November 2010, 1-34

Patrick Emerton

Submission

Submission to the Senate Legal and 
Constitutional Affairs Committee, Inquiry 
into the Telecommunications Interception 
and Intelligence Services Legislation 
Amendment Bill 2010, November 2010

Paula Gerber

Book

P. Gerber and A. Sifris (eds), Current Trends 
in the Regulation of Same-sex Relationships 
(2010) Federation Press, Sydney

Book chapters

‘The Best Interests of the Child in Same-sex 
Families’ in Gerber, Paula and Sifris, Adiva 
(eds) Current Trends in the Regulation of 
Same-Sex Relationships (2010) Federation 
Press, Sydney, 28-42

‘The Winds of Change are Blowing’ in Gerber, 
Paula and Sifris, Adiva (eds) Current Trends 
in the Regulation of Same-Sex Relationships 
(2010) Federation Press, Sydney, 1-7

Articles

P. Gerber and B. Chen, ‘Recognition of 
the Human Right to Water: Has the Tide 
Turned?’ (2011) 36(1) Alternative Law 
Journal 21-26

Conference Paper:

‘The Case for Same-sex Marriage’ at 
Progressive Law Network: Legal (r)
Evolution, Melbourne, 19 March 2011

Submissions

Submission to the Tasmanian Community 
Consultation, A charter of human rights and 
responsibilities for Tasmania, Dec 2010

Blog

‘Opening up Marriage to Same-Sex 
Couples’, Castan Centre for Human Rights 
Law Blog, WordPress, 17 November 2010

Stephen Gray

Book

The Protectors, Allen & Unwin, 2011

Book chapters

‘The Albino and the Story-teller: Eugenics 
and the Best of Intentions in 1930s Darwin’, 
in Russell West-Pavlov and Jennifer 
Wawrzinek (eds), ‘Frontier Skirmishes: 
Literary and Cultural Debates in Australia 
after 1992’, Universitatsverlag Heidelberg, 
2010, pp. 295-311.

Articles

‘Ferdinand von Schirach, Crime’, in (2011) 
36:1 Alternative Law Journal  72

‘“Far too little Flogging”: Chinese and the 
Criminal Justice System in the Northern 
Territory’, (2011) 22 Journal of Northern 
Territory History 1-34.

Publications and other activities 
by centre faculty members

Rapporteur
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Book reviews

‘A Culture Condemned: review of Gary 
Johns, ‘Aboriginal Self-Determination: The 
Whiteman’s Dream’, Weekend Australian 
Review, 30 April 2011

Bryan Horrigan

Submissions

Public submission to the Senate Legal 
and Constitutional Affairs References 
Committee for its inquiry into the Australian 
Law Reform Commission, cited by the 
Committee in its final report (April 2011).

Submission to the Senate Scrutiny of Bills 
Committee for its inquiry into its own future 
and functions, in light of the proposed joint 
parliamentary committee on human rights.

Sarah Joseph

Book 

Blame it on the WTO: A Human Rights 
Critique (OUP, Oxford, 2011)

Book chapters

‘Civil and Political Rights’, in Mashood 
Baderin and Manisuli Ssenyonjo (eds), 
International Human Rights Law: Six 
Decades after the UDHR, (Ashgate, 2010), 
89-106

‘Scope of Application’, in D. Moeckli, 
S. Shah and S. Sivakumaran (eds), 
International Human Rights Law (OUP, 
2010) 150-170

‘United Nations Treaty Bodies and Labour 
Rights’, in C. Fenwick and T. Novitz (eds), 
Human Rights at Work: Perspectives on 
Law and Regulation (Hart, Oxford, 2010) 
331-358

Articles

‘Sport and Human Rights: Closer than you 
Think’, (2010) 35 Alternative Law Journal, 
Vol 4, 235-236

‘Social media and human rights’, Law 
Matters, May 2011

‘Social media and human rights’, Human 
Rights Law Centre Bulletin, May 2011

Submissions

S. Joseph and A. McBeth, Submission to 
the Office of the High Commissioner for 
Human Rights on behalf of the Castan 
Centre for Human Rights Law on The Draft 
Guiding Principles on Business and Human 
Rights, January 2011

S. Joseph, Submission to the Office 
of the High Commissioner for Human 
Rights on behalf the Castan Centre on the 
Human Rights Committee’s Draft General 
Comment 34 on Freedom of Expression, 
January 2011

S. Joseph (main author), Submission 
to the Attorney-General’s Department 
on Australia’s response to the 
recommendations received in its Universal 
Periodic Review, March 2011

S. Joseph, Submission to the 
Commonwealth Parliament on the 
Australian Capital Territory (Self 
Government) Amendment Bill, March 2011

Seminar

‘Tweeting the revolution: social media and 
human rights’, Castan Centre/Human Rights 
Law Review Seminar, Monash University 
Law Chambers, 5 April 2011

Blogs

‘The UN, Executions, and GLBT rights’, 
Castan Centre for Human Rights Law Blog, 
WordPress, 23 November 2010

‘Defamation, Twitter and Free Speech’, 
Castan Centre for Human Rights Law Blog, 
WordPress, 28 November 2010

‘Developments in Twitter Defamation 
Case’, Castan Centre for Human Rights 
Law Blog, WordPress, 1 December 2010

‘Reflections on WikiLeaks’, Castan Centre 
for Human Rights Law Blog, WordPress, 10 
December 2010

‘The Giffords shooting: a view from the 
Antipodes’ Castan Centre for Human Rights 
Law Blog, WordPress, 11 January 2011, 
(reprinted in Online Opinion on 14 January 
at its editor’s request)

‘Tweeting human rights and two 
Revolutions (so far)’ Castan Centre for 
Human Rights Law Blog, WordPress, 12 
February 2011

‘Chris Mitchell should put up rather than 
shut up’ Castan Centre for Human Rights 
Law Blog, WordPress, 3 March 2011

‘Humanitarian Intervention in Libya’ Castan 
Centre for Human Rights Law Blog, Word 
Press, 18 March 2011, (reprinted in Online 
Opinion on 23 March at its editor’s request)

‘The dilemma of humanitarian intervention’, 
E-International Relations, guest blog, 27 
March 2011

Susan Kneebone

Book chapters

S. Kneebone and M. O’Sullivan, 
‘Commentary on Article 1C’ for Andreas 
Zimmermann ed, The 1951 Convention 
Relating to the Status of Refugees and its 
1967 Protocol: A Commentary (OUP, 2010)

S. Kneebone and N. Ca’ami, ‘Immigration 
Laws’ in Markus, A. and Semyonov, M. 
eds., Immigrants and Nation Building: 
Australia and Israel Compared (Edward 
Elgar 2011), Chapter 2, pp. 46-68

Conference

Panel member on refugee rights for 
Progressive Law Network conference with 
Julian Burnside QC and Brian Maters QC on 
19 March 2011

Other

Guest Editor of a Special Edition of 
Refugee Survey Quarterly on ‘Governance 
Beyond Boundaries’

Bronwyn Naylor

Articles

‘Effective Justice for Victims of Sexual 
Assault: Taking up the Debate on Alternative 
Pathways’ (2010) 33(2) University of New 
South Wales Law Journal 662-684

‘Criminal Records and Rehabilitation in 
Australia’ (2011) 3/1 European Journal of 
Probation 79-96

Paper

‘Law reform and justice for victims of 
sexual assault: the case for alternative 
pathways’ Progressive Law Network ‘Legal 
(r)Evolution’ Symposium 19 March 2011

Submission

Submission (invited) to Standing Committee 
on Law and Justice, Parliament of NSW, 
Spent convictions for juvenile offenders 
(Report July 2010)

Media

‘Comment on Defensive Homicide’ Radio 
National PM, 4 March 2011 

Tania Penovic

Book Review

Human Rights and the Unborn Child, Rita 
Joseph, (Martinus Nijhoff, 2009), Human 
Rights Quarterly 33 (2011) 229-242

Submission

Submission to House of Representatives 
Standing Committee on Social Policy and 
Legal Affairs into the Regulation of Billboard 
and Outdoor Advertising, February 2011

Appearance before House of 
Representatives Standing Committee 
on Social Policy and Legal Affairs into 
the Regulation of Billboard and Outdoor 
Advertising, 4 April 2011

Roundtable

Harvard-Australia symposium on media 
use and children’s well-being, participant in 
round table consultations, April 2011 

Marius Smith

Submissions

M. Smith and E. Contini, Submission to 
the Attorney General’s Department, A new 
National Human Rights Action Plan for 
Australia, Background Paper, 11 February 
2011

Blogs

‘Eritrea: All that potential, and so little to 
show for it’, Castan Centre for Human 
Rights Law Blog, WordPress, 14 December 
2010

“Swaziland, where it’s good to be the king’, 
Castan Centre for Human Rights Law Blog, 
WordPress, 29 April 2011
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education and training and academic research.

The organisation hosts many of the world’s pre-eminent human 
rights figures each year and creates pressure for the legal protection 
of human rights through its engagement with the Australian 
parliament and international human rights bodies.

Its commitment to nurturing the next generation of human rights 
scholars has resulted in a strong and growing human rights 
internship program which sends outstanding law students to some 
of the world’s leading human rights institutions.

To make a tax-deductible donation, go to
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Human Rights 2011
The Annual Castan Centre for Human Rights Law Conference
Friday 22 July, 2011 – Spring Street Conference Centre

Mr Jeffrey L. Bleich, United States Ambassador to Australia
‘Corporate Social Responsibility and the Right to Connect (to websites, to the 
internet and to each other)’

Associate Professor Megan Davis, Director of the Indigenous Law Centre 
at the University of New South Wales and member of the United Nations 
Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues.
‘Recognising Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander People in the Constitution’

Mr Rex Wild QC, Barrister and co-author of the Little Children are Sacred 
report into child abuse in the Northern Territory
‘Intervention, Interference or Invasion? Dealing with Indigenous rights in the 
Northern Territory, 2007-2011’

Brigadier Lyn McDade, Director of Military Prosecutions for the Australian 
Defence Force
‘Military justice and human rights’

Dr Charlie Corke, Senior Specialist in the Intensive Care Unit at Geelong 
Hospital, author of the book Saving Lives and subject of the recent 
documentary In the End.
‘Avoiding dysthanasia - not striving for euthanasia’

Dr Alex Wodak AM, President of Australian Drug Law Reform Foundation 
and Director of the Alcohol and Drug Service at St Vincent’s Hospital in 
Sydney.
‘A Human Rights Approach to Drugs’

Professor Samina Yasmeen, Director of the Centre for Muslim States and 
Societies at the University of Western Australia.
‘Islamophobia and Multicultural Australia’

Professor Tim McCormack, Professor of Law at the Melbourne Law 
School and the Special Adviser on International Humanitarian Law to the 
prosecutor of the International Criminal Court in The Hague.
‘The international criminal court: successes and challenges’

Facebook: www.facebook.com/TheCastanCentre
Twitter: www.twitter.com/castancentre
Blog: http://castancentre.wordpress.com
YouTube: www.youtube.com/user/CastanCentre

Registration:
Full price $200
NGO price $100 (multiple tickets $80)
Student price $50

Details:
For full details, go to 
www.law.monash.edu.au/castancentre/
events/2011/conference-2011.html 
or call 03 9905 3327

Major sponsor Conf Bag Sponsor

Supporters

Lunch Sponsor Sponsor


