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I. Backgrounds 

Despite the increasing demand to analyse human right situations in Asia, Asia 

region is left untouchable in the history of human rights education. In University of 

Essex, postgraduate students with various backgrounds and interests towards Asia 

region have held the student-led academic conference since 2009, entitled Human 

Rights in Asia Conference. 

Past conferences have covered various issues such as, the impacts of the Arab 

Charter on Human Rights, the ethnic minorities in Japan, Freedom of expression 

and access to information, natural disasters, democratisation in Burma, refugees, 

Taiwan studies, the right to health, and human rights defenders. 

The Annual Conference 2019 focuses on economic development and regression on 
human rights situations in Asian countries. With remarkable economic 
development in past 40 years, each Asian country has made significant progress in 
infrastructure development and peace and security. Even though, Asian people 
have faced variety of human rights challenge – both within the framework of ESC 
Rights and CP Rights– which are often caused directly by States however at other 
times by lack of States’ protection.  
The Conference explore and examine the linkages between economic development 

and human rights across Asia, identifying specific issues above and believe our 

conference will contribute raising awareness of human rights situations in Asia. 
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II. Programme of the Day 

09:30-10:00     Registration 
10:00-10:15     Welcoming Speech 
Prof. Lorna McGregor (Professor, Essex School of Law - Human Rights Centre) 
Dr. Sanae Fujita (Fellow, Essex School of Law- Human Rights Centre) 
 
10:15-10:45     Keynote Speech 
Prof. Rhona Smith (Professor, Newcastle University/ UN Special Rapporteur on 
the situation of human rights in Cambodia) 
 
10:45-11:00     Coffee Break 
 
11:00-12:00     Session 1 Business and Human Rights: Fukushima Nuclear Disaster   
Dr. Tara Van Ho (Lecturer, Essex School of Law – Human Rights Centre) 
Ms. Mitsuko Sonoda (Fukushima nuclear accident survivor and evacuee) 
Facilitator: Mr. Luis Yanes De Dominicis (Graduate Teaching Assistant/ Ph.D. 
candidate, Essex School of Law – Human Rights Centre) 
 
12:00-13:00     Lunch break 
 
13:00-14:20     Student Panels: Human Rights Defenders 
Mr. Thant Lwin Htoo (MA Human Rights and Cultural Diversity) 
Ms. Ryangok Ku (LLM International Human Rights Law) 
Mr. Zhang Shuchi (LLM International Human Rights Law) 
Ms. Krizel Patolot Malabanan (LLM International Human Rights Law) 
Facilitator: Mr. Bareesh Hasan Chowdhury (LLM International Human Rights Law) 
 
14:20-14:30     Small Break 
 
14:20-16:00     Session 2 International Development Agency and Human Rights 
Mr. Kazuhiko Sakamoto (Resident Representative, Japan International 
Cooperation Agency [JICA] UK Office) 
Dr. Sanae Fujita (Fellow, Essex School of Law – Human Rights Centre) 
Mr. Luiz Fernando Vieira (The Bretton Woods Project) 
Facilitator: Ms. Sabrina Rau (Senior Research Officer, Essex School of Law - Human 
Rights Centre) 
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16:00-16:15     Coffee break 
 
16:15-17:00     Session 3 Economic Sanction and Human Rights in Iran 
Prof. Javaid Rehman (Professor, Brunel University London/ UN Special Rapporteur 
on the situation of human rights in the Islamic Republic of Iran) 
Dr. Ahmed Shaheed (Senior Lecturer, Essex School of Law – Human Rights Centre 
/ UN Special Rapporteur on Freedom of Religion or Belief) 
 
17:00-17:05     Closing speech 
Ms. Kae Yoshikawa (LLM International Human Rights Law)   
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III. Conference Summary 

 

Welcoming Speech  

Human Rights Centre Representative – Professor Lorna 

McGregor, Director of the Human Rights Centre and PI 

and Director of the ESRC Human Rights, Big Data and 

Technology (HRBDT) project.  

Professor McGregor warmly welcomed students, guests and speakers to the 11th 

Human Rights in Asia Conference 2019. Professor McGregor introduced that this is 

a student-led conference with contributions by supervisor Dr. Sanae Fujita. The 

conference was focused on a specific region, but it was very important to apply the 

lessons learn from this event. In addition, the backlash across the world against 

human rights required rethinking. It was also a good opportunity to think about 

new partners in human rights promotion. Professor McGregor elaborated on the 

guest speakers and panelists of the conference who were from various fields and 

organizations. It was also impressed that there were three UN Special Rapporteurs 

speaking at the conference, so she hoped that all the audiences will take the 

opportunity to effectively learn from this conference. Professor McGregor ended 

her welcome speech by praising the students and Dr, Fujita, the organizers of this 

year’s Conference. 

 

Introduction to the conference  

Dr. Sanae Fujita, Fellow, Essex School of Law-Human Rights 

Center.   

Dr. Fujita welcomed and thanked all the students who came 

to the conference the day after term ended. Then she 

explained that the conference was started in 2008 as a 
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student led-project and idea. 

Since then, the conference was 

carried on by different batches of 

students, including those not 

from the region. The fact that 

there was no academic module 

covering human rights issues in 

Asia, and the desire to learn 

more, was the beginning of this 

student-led conference. Since 

then, she has been an advisor and has supported the event as a supervisor. She 

explained how despite containing a significantly large population, Asia, in 

comparison to Europe, the ratification of UN human rights conventions remains 

very low and there is still a no regional human rights mechanism. Dr. Fujita 

highlighted this year’s topic “Development” because students would like to build 

the bridge and fill the gap of human rights issues in Asia. Finally, she expressed her 

appreciation to organizers, all the guest speakers and hope everyone enjoys the 

conference. 

 

Keynote Speech  

Human Rights and Economic Development in the context of 
Cambodia 

Prof Rhona Smith (Professor, Newcastle University/ UN Special 

Rapporteur on the Situation of Human Rights in Cambodia)  

Professor Smith firstly explained that Cambodia is one of the oldest 
UN Special Rapporteur assignments to study the human rights situation in the 
country. Cambodia has recorded dramatic economic development with the 
aspiration to becoming a higher income country by the year 2050. The main driver 
of the economy is agriculture; mainly sugar, textile, and rice. However, there is a 
concern as to the Human Rights situation in the country. 
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She also pointed out that Cambodia has 
experienced several foreign 
occupations and civil conflicts. It 
experienced the highest number of 
IDPs, where every single person in the 
country became either an IDP and 
refugees. The internal conflict led to the 
point where Cambodia had to be 
governed by the UN through a 
representative appointed by the UN 
Secretary General. Cambodia has the 
highest number of ratifications of 
human right treaties in Southeast Asia. 
Yet the country continues to grapple with the so-called Asian Values debate and in 
Cambodia the focus is on peace and stability rather than economic growth or 
human rights. 

Her work found that human rights challenges can be seen with refugees, the sugar 
plantations that caused native Cambodians lose their plots of land, the construction 
of the Lower Sambor Hydro-Power dam that has caused indigenous people around 
the dam to live in homes that are under water and flooded with no plot of land to 
farm. The Chinese Company Director in the areas working around there claims to 
have no idea about the UN standards of Business and Human Rights, therefore, 
there are translation works being done to introduce the standards in Mandarin.  

Finally, she argued that Human Rights-based approaches should be applied in 
Cambodia’s development process by giving due regard to national policies, 
international human rights standards, the Agenda 30 and the SDGs. In Cambodia 

there are still grave human rights violations; 
the victims include; detainees, ethnic 
Vietnamese, indigenous peoples, opposition 
parties, Civil societies organizations, activists, 
human right defenders, women, children, 
people with disabilities, media. 

Even with the issue of transition in the air, a 
relative peace and security has been 
achieved. Human rights violations are still 
ongoing in Cambodia and the development 
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process should give due consideration to human rights-based approaches and 
place human rights at the centre of the development plan as well as not only 
selectively respecting human rights. 

 

Session 1 Business and Human Rights: The Fukushima Nuclear Disaster 

Tara Van Ho (Lecturer, School of Law and Human Rights Centre, 

University of Essex) 

Dr. Tara Van Ho started her discussion by explaining state 

obligations to regulate transnational business activities, albeit the 

norms of such are being progressively developed. A state has a 

positive obligation to take proactive measures to avert serious 

damage. This falls under ‘due diligence’ - an obligation to take 

measures to identify, prevent, mitigate and account for how a company addresses 

its adverse human rights impacts. Under international human rights law, this is a 

central obligation of states to regulate the impacts of transnational business 

activities as well as to provide reparation for any human rights abuses. Some of the 

specific violations she mentioned as possibly connected to the Fukushima incident 

were violations of the Right to Health as well as protections for Internally Displaced 

Peoples (or IDPs). The protections for IDPs is a 

little unclear in the jurisprudence. Under IHL, 

serious negligence that leads to displacement 

can constitute war crimes, and she posited 

whether these norms may apply during the 

Fukushima disaster as well.  

She clearly claimed that customary 

International Law require a state to hold a responsibility to cease ongoing violations, 

and the failure to take appropriate steps to respond to the disaster can constitute 

non-cessation of ongoing violations. Reparations are also key to the state 

responsibility – usually restitution is prioritised. But in the case of Fukushima, 
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returning residents to the area would be an inappropriate form of reparation with 

the high risk of radioactivity.  

TEPCO had already reported that there would be possible damage to three nuclear 

power plants in case of a tsunami. Thus, the state obligation (both 

positive and negative) to regulate and minimise the impacts 

should have been triggered. In Fukushima, those most affected 

were poor agricultural and fishing societies. 

 

Ms. Mitsuko Sonoda (A survivor of the Fukushima nuclear 

disaster. She is one of the plaintiffs in lawsuits against the 

Japanese government and TEPCO) 

Ms. Mitsuko Sonoda presented on the topic of ongoing problems in the aftermath 

of the Fukushima nuclear disaster and the Japanese Government’s responses to it. 

She started with introduction about Fukushima, showing the natural beauty and 

strong local community they had before the disaster. In March 2011, three nuclear 

power plants exploded one after another which were triggered by the Great East 

Japan Earthquake and subsequent Tsunami. She illustrated the chaotic and 

overwhelming situations occurred in Fukushima at the time of the disaster, with 

her own experiences. People suffered 

from lack of information and basic 

necessities and were exposed to high 

levels of radiation while the Japanese 

Government did not take sufficient 

follow ups.  

Ms. Sonoda compared Japanese 

radiation dose limit for evacuation in 

Fukushima with international standards 

and Chernobyl’s standard. People in 

Fukushima are exposed to higher levels 

of radiation as the government applies 
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their own unilateral radiation standard which is 20 

times higher than International safety dose limit 

and 4 times higher than the evacuation standard 

used in Chernobyl. She introduced how Fukushima 

victims have been affected by the radiation since 

the disaster, by showing examples of children, 

mothers and TEPCO workers. Millions of people 

experienced illness, suicide, public conflict, divorce, 

discrimination, bullying, poverty, loss of jobs and 

destruction of local communities. Despite the UN 

and other countries’ warnings and 

recommendations, Japanese Government has not 

taken appropriate measures to solve the issues. 

Instead, they insist that the nuclear disaster does 

not have any harm on people’s health, lifted 

evacuation orders and stopped financial support for the victims.   

 Ms. Sonoda analysed that the Government is forcing people to go back to 

Fukushima which is still highly contaminated to minimize evacuation and 

compensation rather than supporting their housing and finances. At the end, Ms. 

Sonoda referred to the situations in other countries especially the UK regarding 

nuclear power. As Japanese companies cannot build nuclear power plants in Japan, 

the government is planning to export the business. In the UK, new nuclear power 

plants are being built without updated 

regulations. She sees that the UK currently has 

similar atmosphere to that of Japan before the 

2011 disaster, in which people believe nuclear 

power is cheap, clean and safe, and such a disaster 

will never happen. She claimed that Fukushima 

victims do not want anybody else to become 

victims and emphasized the importance of active 

discussions on nuclear issues in the world. 
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Session 2 Student Panel: Human Rights Defenders 

Mr Thant Lwin Htoo (MA Human Rights and Cultural 

Diversity, University of Essex) 

Mr Thant Lwin Htoo started the presentation by 

explaining the situation in Myanmar. Because of 

British colonisation for a long time and lack of 

freedom of information, secret acts can be found in 

Myanmar. The Government holds the power and 

restricts access to information. The army is the de 

facto power. Governmental actions should take the 

concept of right to access to information into account. 

Regarding election processes and other things, he urged that it is important to help 

the accountability and transparency of the government. In order to fight against 

corruption, we should think about to what extent access to information can fight 

corruption. Today, people are not talking about national security extensively. 

National security is the main concern to restrict the access to information. We don’t 

know what the government does and how their relationships with companies are. 

He continued that, regarding right to privacy, knowing what government officials 

are doing and how they spend their money clashes with the right to privacy which 

should be taken into account. 
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Freedom of Information 

acts is the tool to fight 

corruption and make 

governments accountable. 

27 Asian countries have 

these laws; 3 countries 

with the best information 

laws: Afghanistan, India, Sri 

Lanka. They include 

ranging system, scores for 

each countries’ laws. Bus sometimes the rule of law is completely different from 

practice at the community level.   

He finished his remark by saying that, because of globalisation, 

development of social media and other ways of access to 

information, the situation make our government accountable. The 

government official websites are not popular, the government 

communicates through Facebook and other social media. It is 

faster for people to complain via this way. Also have a look at the 

SDGs Indictor 16.10.2. Human Rights is a very dangerous area to 

work in. Since 2005 around 11 people were killed while trying to 

get access to information related to government corruption. We 

need more human rights defenders on this issue. 

 

Ms Krizel Patolot Malabanan (LLM International Human Rights 

Law, University of Essex) 

Ms Krizel Patolot Malabanan firstly explained what National Action 

Plan (NAP) is. It is the undertaking of national baseline assessment 

(NBA). It is a kind of desk review, analysis of laws and rules and 

capacity building workshops by different NGOs. This was first done 

in Myanmar with very limited resources and a few people. It 

couldn’t fly people over, very jargon specific because of limited 
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budget. It was also done in 

Thailand. The foundation 

had much bigger resources 

nationwide.  

She continued that local 

activists are confronted with 

UNGP and do not realise 

their work and engagement 

is the same work, which the 

UNGP is a framework for. 

The first part was the basics: 

rights bearers and duty 

holders; huge debate on whether companies are duty bearers or rights holders; 

companies pay for the rent so are rights holders, this is where you can show them 

that companies have responsibilities too. 

She observed that, In Thailand, they have different dialogues in different regions 

and they felt like they were part of the Shadow NBA because they know more about 

the situation and produce the evidence for it. Thailand established the ‘Thai 

business and HR network’: a coalition which engages with the government and 

different NGOs all over Thailand. Professor Surya Deva was accompanying on the 

way, Prof Vitit Muntarbhorn was also there so they got a lot of backing. There were 

rights and liberty to protect the government, work with the ministry of justice and 

there were no police when we had 

dialogues. Also discrimination and 

inequality can be found in ethnic 

minorities. There were also women, 

LGBT (and HIV were often linked, HIV 

positive and trans women would not 

get jobs, trans woman had job 

interviews and a company told her that 

they do not hire ‘people like you’), 

religion (emphasis on this in Thailand, 
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interviews showed Muslim 

contractors were unable to get a 

permit because of their religion) 

and Human rights defenders (cases 

filed by the government after they 

said things against a state-owned 

enterprise or other companies).   

She also explained a situation in 

Myanmar. Enterprises owned by 

military mostly had no 

transparency or way of holding 

them accountable. Meetings with 

the National Human Rights 

Institution (NHRI) and the National Investment Commission (NIC) and the Myanmar 

Parliament are held in Myanmar. There are some examples of difficulties faced such 

as two workers were stabbed at the meeting, one girl received 2,000 dollars and 

another one got 7,000 dollars also four commissioners resigned. In addition, there 

was a push for a NAP and deal with other issues which delayed the problem for a 

long time. When she met with another 

commissioner, he expressed interest. It was 

not progressing, and the country just opened 

up, it was all about investment, not about 

human rights. Promises were made during the 

meetings and the NAP didn’t take off.   

She finally commented that special economic 

rights for both Myanmar and Thailand (labour 

rights standards) are recognised. Issues still 

exist on investment on Cambodia, Thailand 

and Myanmar’s human rights violations. 
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Ms Ryangok Ku (LLM International Human Rights Law, University 

of Essex) 

Ms Ryangok Ku firstly explained that Japan has numerically small 

yet historically significant minority populations such as 

Indigenous, Ainu, Ryukyu people, former colonial people such as 

Korean, Chinese and Taiwanese, and Burakumin, which is an 

unutterable hierarchy constructed by the Japanese Government 

in order to discriminate against them. In addition, many ethnic 

minorities and foreign nationals, workers from around the 

globe.  About 3 million foreigners in Japan. 

Her talk focused on Korean residents in Japan 

because Korean in Japan is the most marginalised 

minority in Japan. Most of the Korean residents in 

Japan are descendants of Koreans who were brought 

by Japanese authority or had to move to Japan under 

Japanese colonial rule during the World War II. Under 

the colonial period, Korean workers were working in 

wretched conditions (so-called 3D condition: 

Dangerous, Dirty and Difficult) such as mining and 

building railway tracks. Japanese economical development is based on their labour 

and exploitation from the colonial period.   

She continued that, not only the colonial period, but also after the relief of Korean 

peninsula, discrimination has been 

remained. They are still denyng their 

citizenship and participation to Japanese 

society including denial of their right to vote 

for multiple generations. Institutional racism 

as well as racial discrimination by private 

sectors against Korean minority is a serious 

problem in Japan. Recently, hatred and racial 
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speech against them is also a 

serious problem and many 

Koreans in Japan feel 

physically threatened. 

She has worked as a 

representative attorney in the 

case which is a leading case 

on hate speech in Japan. In 

this case, threatening 

demonstrations were held 

three times in front of Kyoto Korean Elementary School building between 2009 and 

2010. The victim went to the police, but the they did not accept criminal cases on 

the grounds of freedom of speech. Finally, they accepted the claim but never 

investigated the perpetrators. The victim took civil litigation 

to fight against racism. This case is a leading case on hate 

speech in Japan. She engaged in this case as a representative 

on behalf of the victim, the Kyoto Korean Elementary School, 

and got a remarkable ruling which ordered the racists group 

to pay high compensation and prohibited any further 

demonstration. This is the first declaration of illegality of 

racial discrimination in Japan based on International 

Covenant on Elimination of Racial Discrimination. The ruling 

was affirmed by the Japanese Supreme Court in 2014. This 

litigation triggered to establish a new law to combat racism, 

and finally, so-called ‘Hate Speech Elimination Act’ was 

enacted in 2016. However, it provides 

guiding principles only, and does not 

impose any sanction on people who made racial speech and 

so the effectiveness is unclear.   

As her last remark, she argued that, when human rights 

violation happens, only criminal and civil courts can accept 

these cases, since Japan does not have human rights 
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institutions. Unfortunately, judges in the civil courts are conservative. They tend to 

allow a wide range of discretion of the authorities and they fail to implement 

international human rights law to domestic court, so it is a difficult situation to win 

in such cases. 

 

Session 3  International Development Agency and Human Rights 

Mr Kazuhiko Sakamoto (Resident Representative, Japan 

International Cooperation Agency [JICA] UK Office) 

Mr. Kazuhiko Sakamoto talked about potential challenges in 

the relationship between human rights protection and 

governmental assistance. He has worked in JICA and 

international development in many fragile countries such as 

Iraq and Gaza. He started his presentation by introducing JICA, 

which is a Japanese governmental organization that 

implements development assistance of the Japanese 

Government.  

He introduced there is a tremendous financial gap that cannot be covered only 

public spending, and thus private sector and non-traditional humanitarian and 

development actors have an important role. The number of refugees and internally 

displaced people are growing due to the recent increase in conflicts in the world.   

 Then he explained the reason why humanitarian assistance and development are 

interrelated. There are more 

refugees and internally displaced 

people because of the uprising of 

the number of conflicts. Impacted 

by these conflicts, fragile 

countries become more fragile. 

Therefore, there are lots of 

common assistances held by in 
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terms of humanitarian assistance and in terms of development such as road 

construction and house buildings.   

He also explained there are challenges 

for the cooperation of their work by 

pointing out several reasons for that. 

First is that different organization has 

different mandates, which prevent 

from cooperating. Second, 

institutional cultures make it difficult 

to understand each other. Moreover, 

due to security measures for their 

personnel, they cannot work together in the same field. Furthermore, the modality 

of cooperation or assistance varies as shown in the bilateral relationship in JICA and 

in UN or non-governmental organizations.   

Though there are challenges for cooperation between humanitarian assistance and 

development, the potential for cooperation between development actors still 

exists. Cooperation in various sectors could contribute to the good humanitarian 

response in the long run. On finance, a combination of sovereign lending and 

commercial lending can be powerful. 

He concluded his presentation by emphasizing, for development and humanitarian 

agencies to work well together, political will and decision is the key. 

 

Dr Sanae Fujita (Fellow, School of Law and Human Rights Centre, 

University of Essex) 

In the beginning of her speech, Dr. Fujita pointed out that the 

regional development banks, for instance, African 

Development, Asian Development Bank (ADB), and the 

European Bank for Reconstruction and Development (EBRD), 

are often ignored when it comes to human rights and 
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development issues. 

These have instead 

usually been focused on 

the International Financial 

Institutions (IFIs) at the 

global level such as the 

World Bank and 

International Monetary 

Fund (IMF). In the ADB, 

the weighted voting system allows the countries which contribute more to have 

more power and influence in the ADB. Japan, for example, contributes 12.7% and 

is thus very powerful in the ADB. 

 

Dr. Fujita further indicated the three areas of Human Rights and Multi-

Development Banks (MDBs), which are the main dimensions of human rights 

influence related to the MDBs. The first area is the MDBs and the human rights 

situation in member countries (e.g. loan to the receiving countries committing 

serious human rights violations). Secondly, the activities of the MDBs might directly 

or indirectly lead to human rights violation in the local countries (e.g. a dam causing 

displacement). Thirdly, the MDBs could contribute to activities that are helpful to 

the human rights situation in member countries.   

IFI Articles of Agreement and non-political clause: Attitudes towards human rights 

by these IFIs are often stemmed from the articles of agreement, which refrain the 

organisation from being influenced by politics. ADB’s articles of agreement are 

identical to the World 

Bank’s which stipulates 

that the Bank, officers, 

and staff ‘shall not 

interfere in the political 

affairs of any 

member…’ However, 
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this is not the case with EBRD, which holds to promote human rights 

and the rule of law.    

 

 Dr. Fujita further gave an example of suspending a loan to member 

countries with serious human rights violations. In Myanmar for 

instance, the loan has been suspended since 1988 because of lack of 

solvency. The 43rd ADB Annual meeting in Uzbekistan in 2010 

stressed the ‘non-political political character’ of the organization. 

There is also an Information Disclosure Policy in the ADB (refer to 

PowerPoint slide): for review, there is always a temptation for Bank staff to dilute 

standards. In the November 2017 review, there was weak monitoring by 

international NGOs, and the process was cut short, partly caused by donors’ 

demands. 

 

Mr Luiz Fernando Vieira (a coordinator of projects in the 

Bretton Woods Project) 

Mr Luiz Fernando Vieira’s remarks started by arguing that the 

World Bank and IMF lack a human rights perspective in their 

mission. As lenders, the World Bank and IMF have a huge 

impact on all countries. The impact of lenders to countries can 

be observed regionally, such as between the European 

Investment Bank and European countries. He strongly 

emphasized the important role of NGOs including the Bretton 

Woods Project in paying attention to the works of World 

Bank and IMF, because these institutions often overlook a 

relationship between investment and human rights issues 

within the territory of receiving countries.    

He analysed a typical strategy of the World Bank and 

concluded that its project is incoherent, counterproductive 

and unsustainable, referring to the “Human Rights-free 

Zone” labelled in 2015 by the UN Special Rapporteur on 

extreme poverty and human rights. He explained that the 
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World Bank still keeps an outdated 

concept of human rights approach, 

undermining human rights policies 

adopted by the United Nations and its 

institutions such as United Nations 

Development Programme (UNDP) and 

rather, human rights are not 

incorporated fully into the function of 

the World Bank, International Finance 

Corporation (IFC) nor International 

Centre for Settlement of Investment Dispute (ICSID). He explained that economic 

and social rights, such as the right to social security, health and education, as well 

as the broader right to an adequate standard of living, including adequate food, 

clothing and housing, are all undermined by the World Bank’s promotion of 

excessively constrained fiscal policies and aggressive privatisation that preclude 

states from delivering core public services and meeting their international human 

rights obligations. In terms of assessing accountability of states, IFC and ICSID only 

make assessment of whether states violate the World Bank regulations and other 

related treaties. As a good attitude towards sustainable development plans to 2030, 

he explained that the World Bank launched its revised Environmental and Social 

Framework in 2018. However, NGOs remain unconvinced that the safeguards are 

fit for purpose if the World Bank is to 

deliver on its mandate to implement 

policies that benefit the poorest, 

especially as the World Bank is set to 

focus on more complex and difficult 

environments. 

 

He continued his presentation with a 

couple of examples where s harms on 

human rights are caused through 

development projects. Serious recurring 

issues include mass evictions and the 
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forced displacement of peoples 

and communities for major 

infrastructure and agricultural 

projects, violations of the rights 

of indigenous and forest peoples, 

targeting of human rights 

defenders, triggering local food 

insecurity, and serious labour 

rights violations, such as child and 

forced labour reportedly being used in World Bank-funded projects. In addition, he 

focused on issues in the Asia region, such as the debt transparency problem by 

China. China has increased development loans to other countries such as Pakistan, 

Laos, Maldives and Tajikistan, in concert with its cross-border belt between Asia 

and Europe and road infrastructure initiative. However, lack of transparency of 

projects has resulted in China taking over operations of ports and other strategic 

installations because it is difficult for other lenders to know the conditions, making 

it difficult for them to invest in the business, which ultimately hinders the 

development of the borrowing countries.  

 

As a final remark, he questioned under what condition should these lenders invest 

and what mechanisms would enable them to develop their project in harmony with 

international human rights obligations.  

 

Session 4 Economic Sanction and Human Rights in Iran 

Dr Ahmed Shaheed (Senior Lecturer, Essex School of Law – 

Human Rights Centre / UN Special Rapporteur on Freedom of 

Religion or Belief) 

Dr. Ahmed Shaheed and Dr. Javaid Rehman successively serve as 

the UN Special Rapporteurs on the Situation of Human Rights in 

Iran.  
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Dr. Ahmed Shaheed stated that an economic sanction is a form of counter-

measures officially recognised as an alternative way to confront threat against 

peace and security under the UN Charter. It was a general 

trend in the USA and UK to continue the economic 

sanction on Iran. Back in 2011, there were already 

sanctions in place following the revolution and 2009 

elections, and the USA is imposing the second round of 

sanctions after those ones. During 2011-2016, he has 

been focused on the sanction issue as UN Special 

Rapporteur. His report was used to make the point before 

the International Court of Justice that Iran violates human 

rights.   

He analysed that in reality, economic sanction worsens 

human rights situation because it made a huge gap between rich and poor, men 

and women and Islam and other religions. Also, it has caused huge difficulty to 

approach the truthful data on the human rights impacts of sanctions in Iran. He had 

to adopt alternative measures to conduct observation and research including 

macro data on international trade. 

 He then went on to introduce specific current issues and difficulties out of the 

economic sanction in Iran including the lack of proper medication, less 

effectiveness against execution of the death penalty, executions on drug-related 

offenses, increasing number of unemployment and child marriage due to extreme 

poverty, drug abuse, 

domestic violence, child 

execution, pollution of 

environment causing 

deaths and others. In 

addition, there were 

political impacts such as 

Iranians who traveled 

abroad to study but 
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were unable to receive money from home.  

 

Dr. Javaid Rehman (Professor, Brunel University London/ UN Special Rapporteur on 

the situation of human rights in the Islamic Republic of Iran) 

Dr. Javaid Rehman agreed on Dr. Ahmed Shaheed’s analyses and 

added that economic sanction has made a huge miscarriage of 

the allocation of resources by the government. He introduced 

ongoing cases including alleged violations of the 1955 Treaty of 

Amity, Economic Relations, and Consular Rights. Iran filed a 

lawsuit to the ICJ in Hague against the USA on 16 July, 2018, on 

the basis of the 1955 Treaty of Amity signed by the two sides. It 

was before the Islamic revolution of Iran. On 3 October 2018, the 

ICJ issued an interim order to the USA to lift sanctions which are 

related to humanitarian goods and civil aviation including 

medication and medical equipment. He pointed out that international law kept 

silence on what economic sanction should look like. 

He continued by indicating that the reposition of sanctions also raised concerns. 

Mass protests started taking place before the new round of sanctions. It was 

reported that in the 2018-2019 financial budget, 8% increase was on the security 

and law enforcement issues in light of regional geopolitics. Moreover, there was a 

shortage of foreign currencies. The SWIFT has suspended Iranian banks because of 

financial risks. Foreign banks cannot do 

business with Iran, otherwise, they would 

have troubles with the USA government. 

One of the results of this was that 

pharmaceutical syndicate in Iran could no 

longer import raw materials. People do 

not have access to medication and access 

to medical treatment such as cancer. In 

such a dire situation, the humanitarian 
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aspect of the situation in Iran should not be ignored.  

He stated that economic sanction is an important issue related to human rights in 

general and must be weighed and examined in a comprehensive economic and 

social framework. 

 

Closing Speech 

Ms Kae Yoshikawa (LLM International Human Rights Law) 

Ms Kae Yoshikawa opened her closing speech with a big 

thank you to the all speakers and also acknowledged the 

audience for their involvement and interest in the 

conference. She pointed out three key points, which can be 

deduced from the conference. First, there are a lot of human 

rights issues in Asia. Second, there are challenges in terms of 

the relationship between economic development and 

human rights. Third, issues in Asia are not matters only for 

Asia; they have to be shared by all over the world. 

As her very final remark, she extended her thanks to her amazing team for showing 

incredible efforts, to Dr. Sanae Fujita for her commitment to the conference, and 

all of the volunteers and note-takers.  
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IV. Biographies of the Speakers 

 

Dr Sanae Fujita  

Dr Sanae Fujita is a fellow of the Human Rights Centre at the University of Essex 
and has been a supervisor for the annual student-led Human Rights in Asia 
conference since its establishment in 2009. Her research closely engaged with Asia 
Development Bank and published ‘The World Bank, Asian Development Bank and 
Human Rights: Developing Standards of Transparency, Participation and 
Accountability’ (Edward Elgar Publishing, 2013). Since 2013, she has played a crucial 
role in raising international awareness of human rights in Japan and has been 
leading a project by assisting the UN Special Rapporteur on Freedom of Expression 
of Religion or Belief.  

 

Prof Lorna McGregor    

Prof Lorna McGregor is a Professor in the Essex Law School, Director of the Human 
Rights Centre and PI and Director of the ESRC Human Rights, Big Data and 
Technology (HRBDT) project. Lorna's current research focuses on big data, artificial 
intelligence (AI) and human rights; all forms of detention under international law; 
access to justice and remedies under international law; and the position and effects 
of international human rights law within public international law and in dealing 
with global challenges.  

 
Prof Rhona Smith 

Dr Rhona Smith is a Professor of International Human Rights and Head of the 
Newcastle Law School, Newcastle University and a UN Special Rapporteur on the 
situation of human rights in Cambodia. She has worked extensively with human 
rights capacity building in the education and justice sectors, particularly in East Asia 
and the Pacific regions. Her publications include introductions to International 
Human Rights (eg OUP 8th edition 2018; Routledge 3rd edition 2014) and diverse 
contributions on UN mechanisms and human rights education. 
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Prof Javaid Rehman  

Mr Javaid Rehman is a Professor of international human rights law and Muslim 
Constitutionalism at Brunel University, London and UN Special Rapporteur on the 
Situation of Human Rights in Iran. His research extensively covers various areas and 
continues to contribute in the subjects of international human rights law, Islamic 
law and constitutional practices of Muslim majority states, including ‘The Rule of 
Law, Freedom of Expression and Islamic Law’ (Hart Publishing, 2017). 

 

Dr Ahmed Shaheed 

Dr Ahmed Shaheed is a Senior Lecturer at the Essex School of Law and UN Special 
Rapporteur on Freedom of Religion or Belief. He was the first Special Rapporteur 
of the Human Rights Council on the situation of human rights in the Islamic Republic 
of Iran since the termination of the previous Commission on Human Rights 
mandate in 2002. A career diplomat, he has twice held the office of Minister of 
Foreign Affairs of Maldives. He led Maldives' efforts to embrace international 
human rights standards between 2003 and 2011. 

 

Dr Tara Van Ho  

Dr  Tara Van Ho is a Lecturer at the School of Law and Human Rights Centre, 

University of Essex. Her main research interests are business and human rights; 

investment law and human rights; economic, social and cultural rights; and 

transitional justice. Her research explored the impact international investment law 

can have on transitional justice initiatives in states emerging from conflict and 

authoritarianism. She is also a licensed attorney in the US State of Ohio.  

 

Mr Kazuhiko Sakamoto  

Mr Kazuhiko Sakamoto is Resident Representative, Japan International 
Cooperation Agency UK Office. He has engaged in formulation, implementation and 
evaluation of various technical cooperation projects, development studies and 
grant aid/soft loan projects in the areas of international disaster relief, disaster risk 
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reduction, economic development through technical upgrade, formulation of 
industrial policy and safety standard, agriculture, capacity development of local 
governments and other areas. He was previously Senior Development Officer at 
UNHCR HQs in Geneva, involved in assistance for the refugee/IDP caseloads in Syria, 
Somalia, Mali, Ivory Coast, Libya, Rohingya, and others.  

 

Mr Luiz Fernando Vieira 

Mr Luiz Fernando Vieira is a Coordinator of the Bretton Woods Project, which 
focuses on the World Bank and the International Monetary Fund to challenge their 
power and open space for civil society and social movements to contribute to the 
development of policies that are gender transformative, equitable, 
environmentally sustainable and consistent with international human rights norms. 
He served for eight years as the chief of mission for the International Organisation 
for Migration (IOM) in Timor Leste, where he worked with UN bodies, donors and 
IFIs on strategic development planning.  

 

Ms Mitsuko Sonoda  

Ms Mitsuko Sonoda is Fukushima nuclear accident survivor and evacuee. She was 

living in in Fukushima, Japan with her husband and child when the Fukushima 

nuclear disaster happened in 2011. Until then she and her family enjoyed the 

fantastic natural environment and strong local community there, but they had to 

evacuate to protect their child. She is one of the plaintiffs in lawsuits against the 

Japanese government and Tepco. She will talk about how human rights have been 

violated in the aftermath of Fukushima. 

 

Ms Krizel Patolot Malabanan 

Ms Krizel Patolot Malabanan is a Philippine-licensed lawyer and human rights 
researcher. She has professional experience engaging with the governments of 
Thailand, Malaysia, Myanmar, and the Philippines and had also delivered business 
and human rights trainings to community activists and civil society members in 
various parts of Southeast Asia.  
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Ms Ryangok Ku 

Ms Ryangok Ku was born in Japan as a third generation Korean in Japan and she 

became an attorney registered with the Japan Federation of Bar Associations (JFBA) 

in 2009. She provides legal services to Koreans, other minorities and refugees. She 

also worked with foreign firms operating in Japan in the areas of business, 

immigration, labour, and family law.  

 

Mr Thant Lwin Htoo 

Mr Thant Lwin Htoo is an activist worked at NGOs in Myanmar. He has been 

working with many NGOs in country since 2005. Currently, he is working at a local 

NGO on policy advocacy on amendment of Prostitution Suppression Act, Health 

Care reform and Right to Information in Myanmar. He is working with hundreds of 

local civil society organizations and media groups.  

 

Mr Zhang Shuchi 

Mr Zhang Shuchi is an labour issue activist specialised in law in China. He also has 

worked for NGOs in China concerning public interest law, disability rights and public 

policy research and advocacy. His current work focuses on the rising urbanised 

labour community and movements in service sector and China's overseas workers.  
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