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In these volatile times, it is difficult to describe one’s own work over the 
past year. So much is happening. Yesterday’s analyses already seem 
outdated today. The media jumps from topic to topic, region to region. 
Media stars are born, only to quickly fade away. In an age of sometimes 
false, and often too much information, it is difficult for human rights 
organizations to decide how much time to devote to which of our world’s 
manifold problems. It is even more challenging to determine which 
topics can and should be tackled through legal means by a Berlin-based 
organization like the European Center for Constitutional and 
Human Rights.

As many like-minded organizations, ECCHR aims to act strategically. 
To embody this claim, we dedicate a lot of our time to intense, in-depth 
research. We assess the facts and legal issues concerning specific 
regions and problems before engaging in them. This is the only way to 
judge what chance potential lawsuits and other legal interventions 
have of being effective. We are therefore incredibly grateful that many 
people and organizations in our field, as well as funders, supporters, 
young lawyers, and many others who are interested in our work, 
appreciate this. We do not allow snap decisions. Nor do we claim that 
legal means can solve complex social problems overnight. We are 
not here to act as “saviors.” 

Nonetheless, it makes sense to intervene legally in select cases. We 
tailor our approach and expectations to every case, and avoid painting 
too rosy a picture of affecting major change with one intervention. We 
believe that our work is important and necessary in order to stand 
by affected people and their communities, to defend them, and support 
people’s right to have rights. This means assisting people so they can at 
least claim their rights. And of course, we continue to use legal means to 
enforce fundamental human rights, such as economic and social rights. 

In 2019, ECCHR again took the time to engage in a strategy process to 
review and reformulate internal organizational and structural issues, as 
well as our overarching vision. This did not prevent us from reacting to 
new developments, however, such as the massive attention that the 
topic of climate change received last year. It is rare for such a powerful 
global protest movement to develop so rapidly. That in the face of 
rising populism and fascism, the movement has successfully drawn 
attention to  the fact that only global action can tackle climate change 
and environmental pollution, deserves our deepest respect. However, 
some actors are quite impatient. We all need to comprehend that political 
action in this ever more complicated and interconnected world often 
requires understanding the lengthiness of certain projects—just as 
some of our cases only go to court five, 10 or even more years after the 
incident in question occurred.

We have also learned from our business and human rights work that 
it does not necessarily help us achieve our goals to blame and assign 
moral responsibility to consumers, for example, for the exploitation 
that takes place in global supply chains. We are more interested 
in taking legal action against those with the most responsibility for 
conditions that harm people and the environment—the powerful 
states in the Global North and the Global South, and the powerful 
multinational corporations that pressure politicians attempting to 
fight for social justice, and human and environmental protection. 

Environmental issues have always been part of ECCHR’s work, such as 
in cases on a dam construction in Sudan or the timber industry in DRC. 
We have long addressed human rights violations resulting from resource 
exploitation and environmental damage—this is part of our forward-
looking contribution to the climate change debate. Most importantly, 
we must not forget that mostly it is not those of us in Germany or 
Europe who will be bear the brunt of climate change and environmental 
degradation. The most vulnerable are those living in deep poverty, 
without access to necessary resources like clean air or water. We stand 
in solidarity with them, and refuse to “save” them with a “civilizing 
mission” under the guise of environmental protection. 

ECCHR’s strategic work is only possible thanks to our partner 
organizations around the world, the generous support of our champions 
and funders, as well as the manifold engagement of our many friends. 
Thank you for being part of our work to create a more just world. 

WOLFGANG KALECK 
GENERAL SECRETARY, EUROPEAN CENTER FOR  
CONSTITUTIONAL AND HUMAN RIGHTS

EDITORIAL
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We in Argentina and other countries in the Global South often pose the 
question: how can we further develop and improve democracy? This 
is particularly relevant today given that the Brazilian president glorifies 
the country’s military dictatorship (1964–85) and the US president 
routinely challenges the fundamental principles of human rights. It is 
in this context that human rights organizations like the Centro de 
Estudios Legales y Sociales in Buenos Aires anxiously monitor regions 
in which democracies are increasingly weakened. We see states that 
are formally democratic, but routinely undermine the rule of law, 
marginalize people and exercise state and social violence, thereby 
contributing to increasingly unequal societies. 

These “eroding” democracies make use of discourses that stoke fears 
about the end of the world as we know it. They claim that growth can 
only be achieved by curtailing economic and social rights; freedom and 
physical integrity must be sacrificed for (inner-state) security; and that 
to guarantee law and order, civil society and protests have to be curtailed. 
Once those contradictions are in place, poor people, women, LGBTQI 
communities, migrants, as well as trade unions and social movements 
are often blamed for current problems. They are stigmatized, persecuted 
and criminalized. In this context, it is important that we initiate debates, 
introduce alternative discourses and forge alliances. Such actions 
allow us to discuss what kind of democracy we want to build—and 
what role human rights should play in the process. 

Historically, there has always been a clear division of labor between 
human rights organizations in the Global North and the Global South. 
The South delivered the problems (like human rights violations), 
which the North took on within the framework of global activism. This 
division is of little use in our increasingly complex world. But since 
its founding, ECCHR has understood that it has to build horizontal 
North-South alliances. Human rights violations, social injustice and 
authoritarian governments exist in both hemispheres. 

As human rights organizations, we must uphold equality and (social) 
justice as guiding principles. As a social value, equality should be at 
the core of political life. Instead, it is increasingly questioned. The 
concentration of wealth in the hands of the few is a global trend. At the 
same time, political decisions continue to intensify socio-economic 
inequality. In addition, we see time and again how people are denied 
their rights, as well as access to the law. 

In the face of these developments, it is essential that human rights 
organizations are able and willing to adapt their approaches to new 
topics. ECCHR understands this. Its work in the field of business and 
human rights serves as a good example. On the one hand, ECCHR 
continues to challenge impunity for international crimes, be it those by 
the Argentine military dictatorship in the 1970s and 80s, or state 
torture in Syria today. On the other hand, it pioneers new cases aiming 
to end historical corporate impunity. I am in touch with ECCHR on 
cases concerning the Argentine military dictatorship, such as the 
Mercedes Benz case and the case against the sugar company Ledesma. 
These are complemented by ECCHR’s work in other areas, such as 
Bayer’s agro-chemicals, exploitation in global production and supply 
chains in South Asia’s textile industry, and the French company Lafarge’s 
alleged complicity in human rights crimes committed by the Islamic 
State in Syria.

Our strength as human rights activists lies in questioning every attempt 
made to undermine democracy, exclusive or exploitative economic 
models, and a political focus on internal security at the expense of 
freedom and physical integrity. ECCHR’s approach of using alternative 
avenues to achieve change, of working in international networks and 
conducting high-level research and legal proceedings, is indispensable 
in our current times.

GASTÓN CHILLIER 
DIRECTOR OF THE INTERNATIONAL TEAM 
AT THE CENTRO DE ESTUDIOS LEGALES 
Y SOCIALES IN BUENOS AIRES, ARGENTINA, 
AND LONG-TERM ECCHR PARTNER

DEMOCRACIES AND  
ACTIVISM IN A  
TIME OF INEQUALITY

LETTER FROM A PARTNERLETTER FROM A PARTNER
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“SARACEN UGANDA, NEW RECRUITS WAITING FOR TRANSPORT  
TO MOGADISHU IN KAMPALA,” UGANDA, 2017
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INTERNATIONAL CRIMES AND ACCOUNTABILITY

Crimes against humanity and war crimes must be 
legally addressed—regardless of who commits them or 
where they are committed. Politicians and military 
personnel from powerful Western states like the US, UK 
and Germany repeatedly perpetrate or aid and abet 
international crimes. Those responsible, especially from 
the Global North, are often powerful and evade their 
legal accountability. 

Impunity for international crimes must end, especially 
when they are ordered, committed or tolerated at the 
highest political levels. ECCHR uses various legal means 
and forums to highlight legal imbalances and Western 
double standards so that high-ranking perpetrators 
finally stand trial for their crimes. 

I.    CHALLENGING  
 THE IMPUNITY  
 OF THE POWERFUL 
International Crimes 
and Accountability

EUROPE SENDS SIGNAL  
IN THE FIGHT AGAINST  
STATE TORTURE IN SYRIA
First trial worldwide  
and national investigations

President Bashar al-Assad’s government systematically detains, tortures 
and kills political opponents in Syria. Since 2012, ECCHR has cooperated 
with Syrian torture survivors, human rights activists and lawyers to end 
impunity for these atrocious crimes.

In February 2019, the German Federal Public Prosecutor’s Office made a 
groundbreaking arrest—the first of its kind in Europe—of two former 
Syrian officials for crimes against humanity. One of them is Anwar R, a 
former General Intelligence Directorate official of Assad’s government, 
who stands accused of joint responsibility for torture in at least 4000 cases, 
and for murder in 58 cases. He is said to have committed these crimes 
between April 2011 and September 2012 in the so-called Al Khatib branch 
of Syrian intelligence in Damascus. In October 2019, the German federal 
public prosecutor filed charges against Anwar R at the Higher Regional 
Court in Koblenz. With that, the first trial on Syrian state torture is set to 
start in Germany in April 2020.1

ECCHR plays a major role in the proceedings by supporting torture survivors 
who will testify as witnesses or participate in the trial as joint plaintiffs. 
For them and other affected people, the proceedings are an important first 
step in the fight against impunity for gross human rights violations in Syria 
that will hopefully lead to additional action both in and beyond Germany. 

In 2019, ECCHR continued its work on Syria also around Europe. In February, 
 nine torture survivors, together with ECCHR, the Swedish organization 
Civil Rights Defenders and Syrian partner organizations, submitted a 
criminal complaint against 25 high-ranking Syrian officials in Stockholm, 
Sweden. This was followed by another complaint in Norway, submitted 
in November by five Syrian torture survivors along with ECCHR, its Syrian 
partners and the Norwegian Helsinki Committee. Counting previous 
complaints in Germany and Austria, ECCHR has now filed a total of seven 
criminal complaints regarding state torture in Syria based on the principle 
of universal jurisdiction, which enables national courts in third countries 
to prosecute grave crimes committed anywhere in the world.

In Sweden and Austria, ECCHR’s legal actions have already led to 
investigations. The strongest signal against impunity to date, however, has 
come from Germany. In addition to the trial of Anwar R, the German 
Federal Court of Justice issued an international arrest warrant in June 2018 
for Jamil Hassan, who then served as head of the infamous Syrian Air 
Force Intelligence Directorate.

1  AS OF EDITORIAL DEADLINE ON 10 MARCH 2020.
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INTERNATIONAL 
LAW MUST  
BE REVISITED. 

Since I was released from the Syrian Air Force 
Intelligence detention center near Damascus 
seven years ago, I have dedicated my time, day 
and night, seven days a week, to work on 
behalf of those detained and disappeared in 
Syria. I try to convince victims’ families to 
speak up to alert international human rights 
organizations and UN agencies. I provide 
information and investigate Assad’s various 
secret intelligence service prisons. I try to 
raise awareness about this issue all over the 
world. Yet, I have not been able to save a 
single detainee’s life.

After all these years of my and so many other 
Syrians’ work—including organizations, 
victims’ mothers and relatives—crying out 
loud, begging the world to act, not one de-
tainee has been released as a result of interna-
tional pressure. Many of the “disappeared” 
have died in detention, from torture or the 
detention facilities’ inhumane conditions. The 
world’s “responsibility to protect” is idle 
talk. The Assad regime—supported by Russia 
and Iran—has committed and continues to 
commit mass atrocities. This happens under 
the pretext that Syria, a UN member state, has 
asked for Russia and Iran’s interference, thus 
justifying their actions under international law.

On the side of justice, we have witnessed 
breaches in the wall of impunity after filing 
legal cases in several countries, with critical 
assistance from European partners like 
ECCHR. Our partners are the only hope left for 
Syrians, telling the world about our agony  
and trying to hold the perpetrators accountable. 

These efforts have not put an end to the on- 
going crimes, however. This humanitarian 
crisis caused by the Syrian government is 
not something that happened in the past, 
which we are now trying to investigate and 
seek justice. It is an ongoing crisis that no 
one is stopping.

Outdated international law—developed more 
than half a century ago—poses a fundamen-
tal problem. Perpetrators’ methods have 
become increasingly sophisticated and they 
have developed their own rules and tactics 
to bypass international law. This is where we 
should start. International law needs 
urgent revision. 

The ongoing impunity too often enjoyed by 
those flouting international law serves as 
a message to perpetrators and governments: 
they can continue to commit war crimes, 
crimes against humanity and even genocide 
without being stopped by the international 
community. I value ECCHR’s work for 
this reason. They are trying to find ways to 
combat international law’s submission to 
political power games.

MANSOUR OMARI IS ONE OF MORE THAN 50 
SYRIAN SURVIVORS INVOLVED IN FILING 
SEVEN CRIMINAL COMPLAINTS IN GERMANY, 
AUSTRIA, SWEDEN AND NORWAY DIRECTED 
AGAINST HIGH-RANKING OFFICIALS OF THE 
SYRIAN SECURITY APPARATUS. ECCHR 
SUPPORTS THESE COMPLAINTS TOGETHER 
WITH SYRIAN AND EUROPEAN PARTNER 
ORGANIZATIONS, ACTIVISTS AND LAWYERS.

 GERMANY’S  
ROLE IN THE  
US DRONE PROGRAM
 Yemeni claimants’ success  
against the German government

In March 2019, the Higher Administrative Court in Münster, 
Germany, passed a landmark judgment on Germany’s role in the US 
drone program: the German government must ensure that the US 
does not violate international law when using Ramstein Air Base in 
southwestern Germany. This is a milestone for the three Yemeni 
claimants who lost close family members when armed US drones 
bombed their village in Khashamir, Yemen, in August 2012.

That a German court decided in the claimants’ favor in bin Ali Jaber v. 
Germany is an important step—not only for those affected. This is 
the first time a court has condemned not just a single drone strike, but 
also the broader system and legal reasoning behind the global US 
drone program. Under the pretext of anti-terrorism measures, the US has 
repeatedly violated, and continues to violate, international law and 
human rights. European countries such as Germany and Italy that host 
US military bases like Ramstein and Sigonella bear shared responsibility 
for allowing their territory to be used to facilitate US drone strikes. US 
drone attacks on alleged terrorists repeatedly kill and injure civilians. 
The bombing of the bin Ali Jaber family’s village is just one example of 
a series of such attacks in Yemen and beyond. 

The three Yemenis filed a lawsuit in October 2014, supported by ECCHR 
and its British partner organization Reprieve, asking the German 
government to address its responsibility. Their aim: to end the use of 
Ramstein for US drone strikes. Ramstein Air Base is regarded as the 
biggest data traffic junction in the US drone program. Essential for 
piloting US drones, the satellite relay station at Ramstein sends signals 
to the area of operation, thereby enabling US-based drone pilots to carry 
out their deadly attacks. According to the Münster court’s ruling, the 
German government must ensure that the US does not use Ramstein 
for drone strikes that violate international law. This decision ultimately 
concerns the entire US drone program. The German government is 
appealing the decision.
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 Addressing Colonia  
Dignidad
 A dark chapter of  
 German legal history

While the arrest of former 
Chilean military dictator 
Augusto Pinochet in London 
in 1998 was seen as an enor-
mous success, the German 
judiciary has largely failed to 
take action to address German 
complicity in the Pinochet 
regime’s crimes. 

This mainly concerns Colonia 
Dignidad, where Pinochet’s 
secret police had its head-
quarters in southern Chile 
after 1973. Twelve years prior, 
German citizen Paul Schäfer 
founded the settlement under 
the pretext of establishing 
a “charitable and educational 
community.” But Colonia 
Dignidad was never that. On 
the contrary, the sect was a 
secluded parallel society, 
characterized by oppression, 
forced labor and (sexual) abuse.

The German judiciary missed 
its chance to take a leading 
role in legally addressing 
these crimes. The authorities 
gave up in face of investi-
gating and prosecuting 

systematic crimes committed 
in Chile and German na-
tionals’ complicity in those 
crimes. Allegations raised by 
several sides concerned 
not the small fish, but multiple 
key players implicated in 
grave human rights violations, 
murder and enforced disap-
pearances of political oppo-
nents—ultimately, crimes 
against humanity.

This faulty prioritization of 
criminal prosecution has 
repeatedly shown the imbal-
ance with which public 
prosecutors in Germany take 
on cases—avoiding action 
against powerful perpetrators, 
while exhibiting excessive 
engagement in other areas.

That the crimes were commit-
ted long ago, far away, and 
that state authorities were 
either involved in or tried to 
cover up their commission—
this must not stand in the way 
of prosecution. Particularly 
when addressing systematic 
injustices in a secluded 

system like Colonia Dignidad, 
or the crimes of the Pinochet 
regime, public prosecutors 
must devote sufficient re-
sources to investigating and 
prosecuting cases.

MIRKA FRIES IS A BERTHA 
JUSTICE FELLOW IN ECCHR’S 
INTERNATIONAL CRIMES AND 
ACCOUNTABILITY PROGRAM. 
ANDREAS SCHÜLLER IS THE 
PROGRAM’S DIRECTOR. 

AN UNABRIDGED VERSION 
OF THIS TEXT WAS FIRST 
PUBLISHED IN FREISPRUCH 
IN MARCH 2019, PP. 41–46.

ECCHR HAS WORKED ON 
HUMAN RIGHTS VIOLATIONS 
COMMITTED IN COLONIA 
DIGNIDAD SINCE 2011. IN 
SPRING 2019, ECCHR’S CASES 
AGAINST FORMER SECT 
PHYSICIAN HARTMUT HOPP 
AND LEADING SECT MEMBER 
REINHARD DÖRING WERE 
CLOSED. THIS WAS A DOUBLE 
SETBACK FOR WITNESSES 
AND SURVIVORS. ECCHR 
PARTNER LAWYER PETRA 
SCHLAGENHAUF LODGED AN 
APPEAL AGAINST THE CLOSURE 
OF INVESTIGATIONS IN THE 
CASE OF HARTMUT HOPP. 

THE PROTECTION OF  
VICTIMS’ RIGHTS LEAVES  
MUCH TO BE DESIRED.

In 2005, you wrote the UN Basic Principles 
and Guidelines on the Right to a Remedy and 
Reparation for Victims of Gross Violations 
of International Human Rights Law and 
Serious Violations of International Humani-
tarian Law. What goals did you envision?

As Special Rapporteur on the Right to Repa-
ration to Victims of Gross Violations of Human 
Rights, I stated in my final report in 1993 that 
the victim’s perspective is often overlooked 
and that many authorities consider this perspec-
tive a complication, inconvenience and mar-
ginal problem. I cannot stress enough that more 
systematic attention must be given to imple-
menting the right to reparation for victims of 
gross human rights violations. In the UN, this 
could be accomplished through standard-set-
ting work, reporting, relief and redress proce-
dures, and practical action. In retrospect, the 
suggested implementation measures appear 
well-intended, but ultimately fall short in terms 
of awareness of the vulnerability and suffering 
of particular denominations of people, groups 
and minorities trying to survive in areas of 
armed conflict, extreme poverty and environ-
mental degradation, often coinciding with 
indigenous origins and sexual minorities.

What is the situation of victims’ rights today?

It is an intriguing question whether the Repa ra - 
tion Principles can stand the agonizing test 
that is currently besetting human rights and 
their protection globally, regionally and locally. 
An example of a recent setback is the April 
2019 rejection by the International Criminal 
Court’s Pre-Trial Chamber of the ICC prose-
cutor’s request to open an investigation into 
Afghanistan. It was based on the questionable 
argument that opening an investigation 
would not serve the interest of public justice.1 

In its work, ECCHR stresses the importance 
of affected people participating in legal 
cases. How do you assess this work?

While overall tendencies and developments 
relating to the promotion and protection of 
victims’ rights leave much to be desired, 
creative and innovative initiatives indicate 
the potential of new approaches. These have a 
legal and political basis in the UN General 
Assembly resolution 71/248 from January 2017, 
which established the International, Impartial 
and Independent Mechanism to Assist in 
the Investigation and Prosecution of Persons 
Responsible for the Most Serious Crimes under 
International Law Committed in the Syrian 
Arab Republic since March 2011 (IIIM). The 
resolution stressed the need to pursue practical 
steps to ensure justice for all victims, and to 
contribute to the prevention of future viola tions. 
Under the banner of combating inter national 
crimes and stressing account ability, ECCHR 
plays an active part in inter national and 
national procedures to support Syrian torture 
survivors, including participa tion in national-
level legal actions like those taking place 
in Germany, Austria, Sweden and Norway.

What should happen in the future?

The role of national procedures and courts in 
combating impunity and affording redress and 
reparation will continue to take on additional 
and novel dimensions. Appraising the early 
work to secure rights to redress and reparation 
for victims of gross human rights violations, 
these developments—jointly initiated and 
supported legally and politically by ECCHR—
deserve full encouragement, not as ends 
in themselves, but as means to serve the para- 
mount interests of peace and justice. 

THEO VAN BOVEN IS PROFESSOR EMERITUS 
OF INTERNATIONAL LAW AT MAASTRICHT 
UNIVERSITY IN THE NETHERLANDS. HE HAS 
BEEN AN ECCHR ADVISORY BOARD MEMBER 
SINCE 2007. IN FEBRUARY 2020, HE WAS 
ELECTED BOARD MEMBER EMERITUS.

1  ON 5 MARCH 2020, THE ICC APPEALS 
CHAMBER REVERSED THE PRE-TRIAL RULING 
OF APRIL 2019 IN A SIGNIFICANT STEP.
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TORTURE  
AT GUANTÁNAMO 
No accountability  
in Europe

The detention camp in US Guantánamo Bay Naval Base in Cuba is a 
symbol of US torture and systematic disregard for human rights. Since 
its founding, ECCHR has worked with former detainees, as well as 
partner lawyers and organizations to hold the “architects” of the US 
torture program to account—for example by filing criminal complaints 
in Europe against former US Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld 
and CIA Director Gina Haspel. Since the 11 September 2001 terrorist 
attacks, the US has repeatedly violated human rights in the name of 
its “war on terror,” through drone strikes that breach international law, 
as well as rendition and torture in often secret detention centers. 

Germany, France, Belgium and the UN have not only watched the US 
carry out its torture program, they have actively refused to support legal 
redress for its associated crimes. In August 2019, for example, the UN 
Committee Against Torture dismissed an ECCHR complaint against 
Belgium. The committee decided to cease investigation into Belgium’s 
joint responsibility for the torture of Belgian citizen Mosa Zemmouri 
who was detained in Guantánamo from 2002 to 2005, where he suffered 
physical and mental abuse. ECCHR and its partner lawyers filed the 
complaint with Zemmouri in 2017 because Belgium may have been 
complicit in the abuse. Belgian authorities knew about torture in 
Guantánamo but failed to intervene on Zemmouri’s behalf and failed 
to investigate his case after his release. 

However, French courts must continue investigations into Guantánamo 
abuses. In 2002, two detainees’ families filed a criminal complaint in 
France. In 2014, ECCHR and the Center for Constitutional Rights 
joined the case. Most re cently, in November 2019, the organizations 
sub mitted an expert opinion demanding that former Defense 
Secretary Rumsfeld be sum moned. In December 2019, the Paris 
Court of Appeals nevertheless decided to close its investigations. 
The complainants appealed this decision. 

INTERNATIONAL CRIMES AND ACCOUNTABILITY

TORTUROUS  
 LEGACIES OF  
THE IRAQ WAR
The truth will out

I battle with my umbrella as I try to remember 
the way to the British Museum in London. 
It is early spring 2019, and for the past few 
weeks, I have been in contact with this witness 
through encrypted channels. He is intimately 
familiar with the flaws in the UK’s investi-
gations into crimes committed by its military 
forces during the Iraq War. Now we are 
finally to meet. 

The museum is crowded on this wet after-
noon; it is too noisy to have a conversation. 
We venture back outside and find a small café 
nestled between shops selling tweed waist-
coats and Union Jack cufflinks. The tables are 
so close together, I could lean over and take 
a bite of scone from the hand of the lady next 
to me. So much for secure communication. 

I scribble notes as the witness tells me how 
the UK’s Iraq Historic Allegations Team was 
pressured to close cases before investi ga-
tions could be completed. Hundreds of Iraqis 
provided evidence of the abuse they suffered 
while detained by UK forces as prisoners 
of war. They had their heads covered with 
sandbags and their wrists tightly bound 
with plasticuffs. They were kicked, beaten, 
shouted at, stripped, deprived of sleep, and left 
with out food or water in the hot Iraqi sun. 
Some did not make it out of detention alive. 

The UK government went to great lengths 
to prevent the truth from emerging. When 
Iraqi survivors and witnesses were due to 
give evidence in open court, they were refused 
visas. As the number of potential criminal 
investigations grew, the prime minister and 
senior ministers began attacking the Iraqi 

claimants and their lawyers. Their legal 
actions were labeled “spurious” and “vexa-
tious” by the government and media in an 
unprecedented campaign of disinformation 
that ignored the extensive evidence of 
wide spread abuses—photos, videos, court 
findings and the conclusions of public in-
quiries. And then the defense minister boasted 
about how he was shutting down the crimi - 
nal investigations. 

But the truth will out. The past year or so saw 
a slow but steady trickle of pushback from 
whistleblowers, journalists, investigators and 
lawyers—people who were familiar with 
the evidence and who, like the witness sitting 
across from me in this cramped café, had the 
courage to refute the narrative the govern-
ment had been peddling and say what so many 
Iraqis already knew: there were war crimes. 
Denied dignity in detention, survivors and 
their families are still waiting for at least the 
small dignity of proper acknowledgment of 
what happened to them. 

FIONA NELSON WAS A LEGAL ADVISOR IN 
ECCHR’S INTERNATIONAL CRIMES AND 
ACCOUNTABILITY PROGRAM FROM 2015 TO 
2019. SHE ALSO SUPPORTED ECCHR’S 
MEDIA AND COMMUNICATIONS DEPARTMENT. 
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BOMBS 
 “MADE IN EUROPE” 
War crimes in Yemen 

Companies routinely violate human rights. Industries 
involved in raw material extraction frequently displace 
people, exploit mineworkers and destroy the environment. 
Working conditions in factories like those in the South east 
Asian textile industry cost lives. Exports are not neutral 
business transactions either: companies from the Global 
North contribute to human rights violations worldwide 
by exporting weapons, surveillance technology and raw 
materials to dictator ships and warring parties. But export 
licenses do not release corporate actors from their human 
rights due diligence obligations—a license to export is 
not an obligation to do so. 

To ensure that human rights prevail over profits and that 
companies accept their responsibility in this regard, 
ECCHR continued to advance its legal interventions in 
2019. Our goals are to change the unequal balance of 
power in the global economy, to ensure that those affected 
receive justice, and to reform legal frameworks governing 
prevailing business practices worldwide.

Companies and government authorities have a duty to examine the 
possible human rights implications of arms exports, especially when 
they supply weapons to parties involved in ongoing armed conflicts. Yet 
government and corporate actors repeatedly evade this responsibility. 
Under certain circumstances, delivering arms to regions in crisis can 
amount to aiding and abetting war crimes. In November 2019, ECCHR 
submitted a landmark communication to the International Criminal 
Court in The Hague, calling for an investigation into arms exports in 
the context of the war in Yemen. 

Thousands of civilians have been killed in the Yemen armed conflict 
since 2015. Time and again, the military coalition led by Saudi Arabia 
and the United Arab Emirates has carried out targeted airstrikes on 
civilian areas and objects, including residential neighborhoods, schools 
and hospitals. European companies further fuel the war, as weapons 
that Saudi Arabia and the UAE use in Yemen—including the Euro-
fighter Typhoon and Tornado aircraft, as well as MK80 series bombs—
come from countries such as France, Germany, Italy, Spain and 
the United Kingdom, among others. Government authorities in these 
countries approve the exports and subsequent maintenance work. 

Are companies and government export control authorities guilty of 
aiding and abetting alleged war crimes in Yemen? ECCHR and its 
partner organizations Mwatana for Human Rights (Yemen), Amnesty 
International (UK), the Campaign Against Arms Trade (UK), Centre 
Delàs (Spain) and Rete Disarmo (Italy) filed their communication 
with the ICC to address this question. It describes 26 air raids that 
allegedly used weapons or weapons components from companies such 
as Airbus Defence and Space GmbH, Rheinmetall AG and BAE 
Systems Plc. The aim is to encourage the ICC to investigate relevant 
corporate executives and government officials, high-ranking actors 
who all too often elude international criminal justice.

II.    CORPORATE DEALS  
 THAT COST LIVES 
Business and Human Rights
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The Turkish state is listening:  
With surveillance  
 software from Germany?

DOING BUSINESS 
WHILE RESPECTING 
HUMAN RIGHTS 
 Germany needs  
a supply chain law“Facts indicate that the sus-

pects—managing directors or 
employees of Elaman GmbH, 
FinFisher GmbH and Fin-
Fisher Labs GmbH at the time 
of the report—are to be held 
criminally liable of intention-
ally violating the licensing 
requirements for dual-use 
software (in accordance with 
German Foreign Trade and 
Payments Law (AWG) Article 
18(2.1) and Article 18(5.1) by 
exporting FinSpy monitoring 
software to Turkey between 
October 2016 and July 2017 
without obtaining the neces-
sary license from the German 
government.

[…] On 29 June 2017, a surveil-
lance software sample was 
found on a website geared 
toward an exclusively Turk-
ish-speaking audience, the 
source code of which corre-
sponds in many respects 
with FinSpy surveillance 
software’s source code. The 
website was designed to 
be easily mistaken for the 
website used by the Turkish 
opposition movement for 
organizational purposes— 
the so-called Adalet website. 

The fake Adalet website’s 
functionality was solely 
intended to persuade visitors 
to install surveillance soft-
ware disguised as an Android 
application for mobile phone 
networking. Once down-
loaded on a mobile device, 
this Android application, 
which was malware, allowed 
the attacker to access phone 
and Voice over Internet 
Protocol conversations, data 
systems, screenshots and other 
photos, GPS data, micro-
phones and connection data, 
as well as various applications, 
including WhatsApp, Line, 
Viber, Telegram, Skype, 
Facebook Messenger, Kakao 
and WeChat. 

According to software analy-
ses confirmed by independent 
experts, the partially readable 
source code of the malware 
found on the website is 
practically identical to FinSpy 
malware produced by Fin-
Fisher GmbH and FinFisher 
Labs GmbH (hereinafter 
referred to simply as Fin-
Fisher). A 2016 Microsoft 
report also found FinSpy 
malware in Turkey.

[…] Due to its comprehensive 
monitoring functions, Fin-
Spy’s export requires prior 
approval by the German 
government […]. 

In response to parliamentary 
inquiries, most recently on 19 
June 2019, the German gov-
ernment confirmed that it has 
not issued such a permit 
since January 2015.” 

THIS TEXT IS AN EXCERPT 
FROM A CRIMINAL COMPLAINT 
FILED BY ECCHR, GESELLS-
CHAFT FÜR FREIHEITSRECHTE, 
REPORTER OHNE GRENZEN 
AND NETZPOLITIK.ORG IN JULY 
2019, ALLEGING THAT GERMAN 
COMPANIES FINFISHER AND 
ELAMAN SOLD SURVEILLANCE 
SOFTWARE TO TURKISH 
AUTHORITIES WITHOUT AN 
EXPORT LICENSE. 

AFTER THE COMPLAINT WAS 
FILED AND INVESTIGATIONS 
WERE OPENED, FINFISHER 
GROUP COMPANIES FILED A 
LAWSUIT UNDER GERMAN 
LIBEL LAW AGAINST ONE OF 
THE PROJECT PARTNERS, 
OBJECTING TO THE ALLEGA-
TION THAT THEY CONDUCTED 
EXPORTS WITHOUT AUTHO-
RIZATION. THE CASE IS PENDING 
BEFORE THE MUNICH PUBLIC 
PROSECUTOR’S OFFICE.

Companies repeatedly violate human rights in their operations abroad. 
Yet it remains difficult for those affected to demand their rights, let 
alone achieve justice. In January 2019, for example, the Dortmund 
Regional Court in Germany rejected four Pakistanis’ complaint against 
German textile company KiK based on a statute of limitations lapse. 
Those affected sought damages for the September 2012 factory fire at 
Ali Enterprises, a KiK supplier in Pakistan, in which 258 people were 
killed. The question of whether KiK bears joint legal responsibility for 
these deaths remains unresolved. 

There is still hope, however, of clarifying legal responsibility for the 
dam failure near Brumadinho, Brazil, in January 2019. The Brazilian 
subsidiary of German certifier TÜV SÜD declared the B1 dam in an iron 
ore mine stable, ignoring its own data indicating otherwise. The dam 
burst four months later, killing 272 people and causing thousands to lose 
their livelihoods. The region’s drinking water has been contaminated 
ever since. Brazilian mine operator Vale SA and TÜV SÜD blame each 
other for the disaster. In Brazil, Vale, TÜV SÜD Brazil and a German 
TÜV employee have been charged with crimes against people and the 
environment. In order to have the case reviewed in Germany as well, 
five Brazilians who lost close relatives in the dam breach, ECCHR and 
MISEREOR filed complaints with the Munich public prosecutor in 
October 2019. Investigations are ongoing. 

Transnational companies should not be able to evade responsibility 
in cases like those of KiK in Pakistan and TÜV SÜD in Brazil. For this 
reason, more than 80 human rights, environmental and development 
organizations founded the German human rights due diligence law 
initiative (Initiative Lieferkettengesetz) in September 2019. It demands 
what is long overdue: a strong human rights and environmental due 
diligence law in Germany. Companies headquartered in Germany 
and those that sell products there should be required to adhere to 
environ mental and human rights laws along their entire production 
and supply chains. With its legal expertise, ECCHR supports the 
initiative in drafting a legal opinion on a new law.
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I COMMIT MYSELF 
 TO THE FIGHT FOR TRUTH.

How has your life changed since 25 January 
2019, when the dam of an iron ore mine 
near Brumadinho, Brazil, burst?

One year after the dam collapsed, I still feel 
the pain and weight of the absence of my 
father, Denilson Rodrigues. He is a victim of 
one of the biggest labor and environmental 
crimes in Brazilian history, caused by Vale 
and TÜV SÜD. I feel I have a responsibility 
to commit myself entirely to my community 
and our physical and mental health, to reviving 
our sacred land, and to the fight for truth 
and participation in decisions that should not 
be made only by those who never bear the 
consequences. That is my way of supporting 
those affected and ensuring this does not 
happen again.

How did you become involved in legal 
action with ECCHR in Germany? 

In a meeting organized by local journalist and 
environmental activist Carolina De Moura, 
Claudia Müller-Hoff and Cannelle Lavite from 
ECCHR spoke about a possible legal action in 
Germany against certifier TÜV SÜD. When 
they stressed the joint responsibility of the 
parent company and its subsidiary in Brazil, 
I realized the need to expand our fight not only 
to the Brazilian mining company Vale, but 
also to the German auditor. 272 victims, 
two pieces of my father’s body and a destroyed 
ecosystem all show: this ruthless type of 
mining business must change just as drasti-
cally as it changed our lives. 

German companies support this system with 
certifications, insurance and investments. 
That is why those affected by this neo-colonial 
system of exploitation should seek justice 
in Europe. Germany buys 55 percent of its ore 
from Brazil. Taking the entire supply chain 
into account, Europe has blood on its hands.

What did it mean to you to come to 
Munich and demonstrate in front of 
TÜV SÜD’s headquarters?

Being in Germany with the responsibility 
of representing my community and those 
who died was very difficult. I felt previously 
undiscovered pain. I felt a lack of empathy 
from people who did not understand why we 
were making claims in their country. The 
demonstration took place nine months after 
the crime. With despair and pain, I screamed 
in the face of TÜV SÜD’s indifference,  

“Just as a child is born after nine months, a 
fight is being born here!” 

Those days also strengthened me. I realized 
that I could not keep silent and would do what 
I could so that no one else would ever feel 
as humiliated and sore as I did standing there. 
I never heard an apology from TÜV SÜD. 
I have nothing more to say to them. We are 
the ones who should hear from them. They 
can try to slink away, but I believe that soon, 
the hammer of justice will be as loud as my 
scream in front of the company’s doors that day!

MARCELA NAYARA RODRIGUES IS ONE  
OF FIVE BRAZILIAN WOMEN WHO TOGETHER 
WITH ECCHR AND MISEREOR, FILED A 
COMPLAINT AGAINST TÜV SÜD IN MUNICH 
IN OCTOBER 2019. 

BUSINESS AND HUMAN RIGHTS

PROFITING FROM  
 ARMED CONFLICT 
Lafarge in Syria

The case against French cement firm Lafarge (now LafargeHolcim) 
is already considered a milestone in the fight against impunity for 
corporations doing business in war zones. Between 2013 and 2014, 
the company allegedly entered into agreements with the Islamic State 
and other armed groups to ensure the continued operation of its  
Jalabiya cement factory in northeastern Syria, operated by its subsidiary 
Lafarge Cement Syria (LCS). IS allegedly guaranteed the company 
raw materials and continued access to the factory building. The judicial 
inquiry revealed that Lafarge paid up to 13 million euros to various 
armed groups in that time period. In doing so, Lafarge supported 
IS activities and endangered its Syrian employees, while expatriate 
staff were taken to safety. 

Eleven former LCS employees, ECCHR and its French partner 
organization Sherpa filed criminal charges against Lafarge and 
LCS in November 2016 in Paris, accusing them of complicity in war 
crimes and crimes against humanity, among others.

As a result of the complaint, eight former Lafarge executives—including 
former CEOs—were formally charged with crimes ranging from 
deliberate endangerment of their employees’ lives to the financing of 
terrorism. The parent company was ordered to pay a 30 million euro 
deposit to the French judiciary when it was also charged with complicity 
in crimes against humanity and other crimes. 

In November 2019, the Investigation Chamber (Chambre de l’instruction) 
of the Paris Court of Appeals confirmed the charges against Lafarge 
for deliberately endangering the lives of its Syrian subsidiary’s 
employees and financing terrorism. A historic step towards corporate 
accountability for parent companies regarding the illegal activities of 
their subsidiaries abroad, this decision shows that Lafarge’s involvement 
in the Syrian conflict was not the result of executives advancing their 
own private interests, but a strategic corporate decision to maintain 
a stronghold in the country. However, the court rejected the charge of 
complicity in crimes against humanity, as well as ECCHR and Sherpa’s 
admissibility as plaintiffs in the case. Both organizations are appealing 
these decisions, leaving it to the French Supreme Court to address 
fundamental questions of corporate responsibility in armed conflicts.
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AGRICULTURAL  
 COMPANIES MAKE  
PEOPLE SICK
Bayer, glyphosate  
and the consequences 

It was spellbinding to watch the US legal 
proceedings against Bayer’s subsidiary 
Monsanto. In three landmark judgments, 
Bayer was ordered to pay substantial damages. 
What is not discussed in the US is the sit u-
ation in Latin America’s major agricultural 
countries, where millions of liters of pes ti-
cides threaten the health of many, but where 
access to justice is routinely denied. 

Sabrina Ortiz’s case shows how much people 
are suffering. Her house stands on the edge 
of a field of genetically modified soy crops. 
Planes regularly spray the field with weed 
killers, even though they are required to keep 
a minimum distance from residential build-
ings. Already in 2011, the Argentine suffered 
pesticide poisoning and, today, her children 
have chronic diseases. People have also told us 
about massive spraying operations in other 
regions of Argentina, Paraguay and Brazil, 
where soy is cultivated on a large scale. They 
too suffer from repeated pesticide poisoning. 

The seed and pesticide manufacturer Mon-
santo plays a central role in this context. 
The company introduced genetically modified 
soy plants in the region and established a 
production system that relies on its contro-
versial glyphosate herbicides. This is a lucra-
tive business, which the German Bayer 
Group seeks to continue since its acquisition 
of Monsanto in 2018.

No cases have been brought against pesticide 
producers, above all Monsanto. Although 
many people in the Global South are severely 
affected by pesticide use, they cannot simply 
go to court. Because they are exposed to 
dozens of different pesticides, it is difficult to 
prove that damage to their health was caused 
by a specific pesticide produced by a parti - 
cular company.

But Sabrina Ortiz is not giving up. She co- 
founded a network of affected people and 
studied law in order to be able to support other 
cases like hers. Social movements have also 
formed in neighboring countries. In view 
of the increasingly obvious negative effects 
of the large-scale use of weed killers, Bayer 
should withdraw glyphosate and other harm-
ful pesticides from the market as quickly 
as possible.

SIMON RAU AND SARAH SCHNEIDER’S 
(MISEREOR) TEXT FIRST APPEARED 
UNABRIDGED IN THE FRANKFURTER 
RUNDSCHAU ON 1 SEPTEMBER 2019. 

ECCHR MOURNS THE LOSS OF SIMON RAU 
(1989–2019), BERTHA JUSTICE FELLOW IN 
THE INTERNATIONAL CRIMES AND ACCOUNT-
ABILITY AS WELL AS BUSINESS AND HUMAN 
RIGHTS PROGRAMS. MAY SIMON’S ALL-TOO-
EARLY DEATH BE A REMINDER TO FOLLOW 
HIS EXAMPLE AND TREAT EVERYONE 
WITH KINDNESS, OPENNESS AND EMPATHY.

Time and again, refugees and migrants seeking sanctuary 
in Europe experience the exact opposite. They are 
rejected and treated with hostility, instead of helped 
and protected from war or persecution. Refugees and 
migrants are increasingly met with violence and 
disenfranchisement at Europe’s external borders rather 
than support in enforcing their human rights. This is 
legitimized by European asylum and migration policies. 
Activists who assist those affected and save lives, 
such as in the Mediterranean Sea, are also increasingly 
harassed and prosecuted. 

Europe’s borders are not a lawless zone. Everyone has the 
right to have rights, and to demand that those rights are 
upheld in court. ECCHR is committed to supporting 
refugees and migrants, as well as the activists working 
with them. 

III.  THE RIGHT TO HAVE RIGHTS  
 AT EUROPE’S BORDERS 
Migration
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DOES THE RULE OF  
LAW END AT EUROPE’S 
BORDERS? 
Spain’s push-backs

In February 2019, the UN Committee on the Rights of the Child issued 
a groundbreaking decision: unaccompanied minors cannot be 
summarily pushed back at Europe’s borders. Their special need for 
protection must be fully respected. 

The decision was the result of an individual complaint against Spain, 
filed by DD (name withheld), ECCHR and the Spanish organization 
Fundación Raíces. When DD was only 15 years old, he fled from the 
armed conflict in Mali to Morocco. In December 2014, he crossed the 
border fence structure separating Morocco from the Spanish enclave of 
Melilla, and was immediately pushed back across the border. Spain’s 
paramilitary police, the Guardia Civil, did not establish DD’s identity 
or age—they handed him over to Moroccan security forces immediately 
after he entered Spanish soil. DD did not have the opportunity to point 
out his special need for protection as a minor, or his rights under the UN 
Convention on the Rights of the Child. In its decision, the committee 
stressed that Spain must change its practice of automatic returns at the 
Moroccan border.

In February 2020, barely a year after the UN committee’s landmark 
decision, the Grand Chamber of the European Court of Human Rights 
(ECtHR) reached a contrary decision in ND and NT v. Spain: it did not 
object to Spain summarily deporting refugees and migrants without 
due process. Consequently, the Grand Chamber found that push-backs 
do not violate the prohibition of collective expulsions enshrined in 
Article 4 of the 4th Additional Protocol to the European Convention on 
Human Rights.

ND and NT (names withheld) entered Spain by crossing Melilla’s 
border fence in August 2014. Together with at least 70 others, they 
were immediately returned to Morocco without due process or the 
opportunity to appeal. With ECCHR’s support, they filed complaints 
against Spain at the European Court of Human Rights in February 2015.

The ECtHR’s Grand Chamber reasoned—completely out of touch 
with reality—that by crossing the border irregularly, ND from Mali and 
NT from the Ivory Coast forfeited their right to due process. The court 
contended that the migrants should have sought protection at the border 
checkpoint before attempting to cross the border. However, it is well 
known that Moroccan officers’ racially motivated border patrols make 
it impossible for black people to reach the checkpoint at all. 

European law professors, judges and NGOs have harshly criticized 
the verdict. The Grand Chamber’s judgment adopted right-wing populist 
narratives and goes against the previous decision by another ECtHR 
chamber of seven judges, who unanimously ruled that Spain’s push-back 
practice was illegal. 

ND and NT v. Spain was the European Court of Human Rights’ first case 
on push-backs at Europe’s land borders. However, many more are 
pending—such as a complaint by eight people from Syria, Afghanistan 
and Iraq, supported by ECCHR, against North Macedonia. ECCHR 
will continue its work to ensure that the European Union’s external 
borders do not become lawless zones, and that people have access 
to justice at Europe’s borders as well as within them.
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REFUGEE PROTECTION 
IN EUROPE HAS BEEN  
MASSIVELY WEAKENED.

Fortressed borders and isolationism form 
Europe’s migration and asylum policy, 
effectively denying refugees and migrants 
their rights. What can legal means achieve 
in individual cases?

Current migration policy aims to externalize 
the control of migration to states outside 
the EU. In other words, EU countries count 
on supposedly lawless zones at the borders or 
outside European territory. But lawless zones 
are dangerous and they must be abolished! 
Human dignity includes the right to have, and 
to demand, rights. Specific legal interven-
tions in individual cases make European 
officials’ responsibilities more concrete. 

The European Court of Human Rights 
recently rejected several complaints against 
push-backs that breach international law. 
What does this mean for refugee protection?

In its ND and NT v. Spain decision, the Euro-
pean Court of Human Rights declared sum-
mary expulsions, also known as “push-backs,” 
to be lawful—contrary to its previous judg-
ment. Thereby, the court massively weakened 
refugee protection in Europe. Its argument 
is alarming, as the decision suggests that 
people who climbed the border fence acted 
illegally and, as a result, might have “forfeited” 
their fundamental rights. This argument is 
completely contrary to human rights as laid 
forth in the European Convention on Human 
Rights, and absolutely out of touch with reality 
because those seeking protection did not 
have the actual possibility to apply for asylum. 
This decision bears the risk of escalating push- 
backs at Europe’s external borders, thereby 
further preventing fair asylum procedures. 

From the perspective of a big human rights 
organization like Amnesty International, 
what is special about ECCHR’s work?

In its legal work combating impunity and 
promoting corporate compliance with human 
rights due diligence standards and a human 
rights-based approach to migration, Amnesty 
opts for research, lobbying and advocacy. 
ECCHR complements these activities with 
another element: individual casework at the 
highest legal levels. This work makes clear 
which laws must be challenged and improved. 
This combination of concrete legal inter-
vention and political work makes ECCHR 
an important partner. 

What other aspects of asylum and migration 
policies could and should ECCHR address 
through legal means?

Lack of access to fair EU asylum procedures 
is one of the biggest challenges for a human 
rights-based asylum policy. Agreements like 
the EU-Turkey Deal and cooperation with 
Libyan militias specifically aim to prevent 
access to asylum procedures. This has drastic 
consequences for refugees and migrants. 
Europe should be reminded of its duties in this 
regard through legal interventions as well. 

JULIA DUCHROW HEADS AMNESTY 
INTERNATIONAL DEUTSCHLAND’S POLITICS 
AND ACTIVISM UNIT AND IS DEPUTY 
SECRETARY GENERAL. SHE HAS SUPPORTED 
ECCHR’S WORK ON MIGRATION FOR 
MANY YEARS. 

CRIMINALIZING 
SEA RESCUE
Complaints against Italy  
submitted to UN  
special rapporteur

Rescuing refugees in need is not a crime. That is why ECCHR 
submitted two complaints to the UN Special Rapporteur on the Situation 
of Human Rights Defenders in November 2019 and January 2020 in 
support of the crew members of the rescue boats Iuventa and Sea-Watch 3. 
ECCHR argues that the Italian government’s criminalization of 
sea rescue violates international law and the UN Declaration on Human 
Rights Defenders. 

For many years, people living in war and crisis zones have regularly 
tried to reach Europe via the Mediterranean Sea. The route is dangerous 
and often ends in shipwrecks and death. According to the UN, over the 
past seven years alone, more than 18,000 people have lost their lives 
or gone missing in the Mediterranean while attempting to reach Europe. 
Because European and national institutions are failing in their duty to 
protect refugees and migrants on the Mediterranean, civilian sea rescue 
vessels—such as Iuventa and Sea-Watch 3—have become active.

Instead of supporting non-governmental sea rescue organizations’ 
humanitarian commitment, countries along the EU’s external borders 
have increasingly prevented the ships’ crews from carrying out  
life-saving operations. Italy, in particular, has gone so far as to declare 
the activists’ solidarity work a crime. 

In August 2017, Italian authorities confiscated the ship Iuventa (operated 
by German NGO Jugend Rettet), thus preventing it from carrying out 
further rescue operations. Prior to this, Iuventa saved more than 14,000 
people in the Mediterranean. Italy initiated investigations into 10 crew 
members for aiding and abetting illegal entry. If found guilty, they could 
face several years in prison. 

In June 2019, rescue boat Sea-Watch 3 faced similar forms of 
criminalization. After rescuing 53 migrants, the ship was banned from 
docking in any Italian port, even though Italy, as the next safe haven, was 
obliged to accept it. After more than two weeks at sea, the ship docked 
in the port of Lampedusa anyway, in order to let the rescued people 
ashore. Italian authorities immediately arrested Capitan Carola Rackete 
and seized the ship. 

The UN Special Rapporteur on Human Rights Defenders must now 
comment on ECCHR’s complaints. He should denounce Italy’s actions 
and publicly call for an end to the criminalization of sea rescue.
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Solidarity and the  
resistance to Europe’s  
inhuman asylum  
and migration policy 

Today, we must address the 
downside of the various forms 
of civil engagement on behalf 
of refugees and migrants in 
Europe—the criminalization 
of solidarity and resistance 
to an inhuman policy.

This is why the Iuventa crew 
is being awarded the 2019 Paul 
Grüninger Prize. The German 
NGO Jugend Rettet bought 
and renovated the ship in 
2016, after which it sailed the 
Mediterranean for over a year. 
Alongside dozens of ships 
from other organizations, 
Iuventa helped rescue several 
thousand shipwrecked people. 
In 2017, Italian authorities 
seized Iuventa in the Lampe-
dusa port and launched a (still 
pending) criminal investiga-
tion of 24 people, including 10 
Iuventa crew members. 

This is not an isolated case, 
but deserves special mention 
because of the Italian judici-
ary’s use of enormous pros-
ecutorial and police resources 
to criminalize these actions 
for political purposes: to 
denounce the entire solidarity 
movement.

The actions of individuals 
and groups are inspiring 
and encouraging, but today, 
we are talking about the 
bigger picture. It is scandalous 
that through its cruel isola-
tionist policy, the European 
Union, winner of the Nobel 
Peace Prize, is guilty of 
killing thousands on their 
way to Europe in the Mediter-
ranean and Africa. 

Fascist, right-wing and 
populist ideologues and 
politicians all around Europe 
instrumentalize the fates 
of people fleeing war zones—
like Afghanistan, Iraq and 
Syria—or inhuman living 
conditions in parts of Africa. 
The former aim to transform 
our societies into increas-
ingly autocratic, undemocratic 
regimes, doing away with 
all solidarity.

States such as Italy and 
Spain—with the support of 
Germany, France and other 
EU countries—repeatedly 
break the law as an organizing 
principle. The fight for and 
with Iuventa and its allies is 
therefore not just about 

solidarity with refugees, but 
about defending a few and 
denouncing the mistreatment 
of many. It is essentially about 
justice for those who are 
harassed by powerful states 
and actors. 

EXCERPT FROM ECCHR 
GENERAL SECRETARY 
WOLFGANG KALECK’S SPEECH 
AT THE PAUL GRÜNINGER 
PRIZE CEREMONY IN ST 
GALLEN, SWITZERLAND, IN 
MAY 2019. KALECK IS A 
BOARD MEMBER OF THE PAUL 
GRÜNINGER STIFTUNG.

NO ESCAPE  
(FROM THE BALKANS)

The song No Escape by the band Dubioza 
Kolektiv keeps replaying in my mind as I head 
down south to the Croatian-Bosnian border 
with my colleague Hanaa Hakiki. Driving 
through Bosnia and Herzegovina, the country 
which the band calls home, and listening to 
their songs which decry corruption, inequality 
and emigration in this civil war-ridden re-
gion, I rethink the title No Escape, as there is 
literally no escape from Bosnia for thousands 
of people on the move who are attempting 
to cross the EU border to Croatia. Most of 
them are pushed back violently by Croatian 
border guards, helped by EU funding and 
Frontex surveillance.

No escape from the Balkans signifies absurd 
scenarios for those crossing this region with 
the hope for a better and safer life in Western 
and Northern Europe. Some people cross into 
Croatia from Bosnia and are then detained 
by Croatian authorities. They are thrown 
into unmarked vans and then pushed back 
under the threat or actual use of violence. 
The border violence has become increasingly 
inhumane. People are stripped naked in the 
cold of winter, made to run back across the 
border in the snow without shoes. Heavy 
beatings by the so-called police “commandos” 
are a regular occurrence. There are reports 
of sexualized violence and shots fired at those 
seeking protection in Europe. 

It is also a difficult trip for me to take on a 
personal level. I seem to be unable to escape 
the legacy of this region that my family comes 
from, wherever I end up studying, teaching 
or working. It is even more difficult to travel 
to the Balkans for such a short period and in 
a professional capacity. I would usually spend 
more time with political groups and show 
solidarity with those affected by the European 
border regime. In the end, it is impossible to 

separate the “professional” from the “per-
sonal:” I meet friends and comrades who 
now work in solidarity groups or humanitar-
ian NGOs at the border. And we sleep at my 
grandfather’s in Zagreb, making the push-
backs a topic of discussion in my whole family.

My mother analyzes the violent behavior 
toward all those attempting to cross the border 
as holding Croatia’s primary appeal for the 
more powerful and wealthier European states, 
in short, functioning as “the (border) dogs of 
Europe.” The Balkan region itself has suffered 
from war, poverty and traumatic experi-
ences. While many understand the shared fate 
of those stuck there and help with food, 
clothes and other aid, others choose to join the 
Schengen zone at any price. It seems that 
becoming more European means becoming 
more racist and violent towards those non-
Europeans deemed “migrants,” or as Dubioza 
Kolektiv put it in another song, “O—O—Opa, 
Europe is coming—now we will be beaten 
by the forces of the global police.”

MATIJA VLATKOVIĆ JOINED ECCHR  
IN 2019 AS A BERTHA JUSTICE FELLOW  
IN THE MIGRATION PROGRAM. 
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MARI BASTASHEVSKI 
“HOW TO OVERTHROW A GOVERNMENT OF AN AFRICAN COUNTRY, 
HOTEL MILLENNIUM,” PARIS, FRANCE, 2015 
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ECCHR’s work goes beyond individual legal cases. It  
aims to disrupt unjust power structures, initiate social and 
(legal) policy debates, and thus contribute to struggles 
for social justice. Our legal interventions therefore entail 
more than merely applying current law. The Institute 
for Legal Intervention critically examines, contextualizes 
and attempts to change the law by cooperating with 
artists and research institutions, as well as working with 
and training human rights defenders. 

Examining (post)colonial injustice is a prime focus of the Institute for 
Legal Intervention. The goal is to open new perspectives on colonial 
injustice, and to reveal structures that were established during European 
colonialism but still prevail today, for example, in international law and 
the globalized economy.

Concretely, ECCHR supports Ovaherero and Nama representatives 
in addressing the consequences of German colonialism in Namibia, 
including by raising their concerns in Germany. 

Between 1904 and 1908, German colonial forces murdered tens of 
thousands of Ovaherero and Nama. To this day, the German federal 
government and parliament have neither legally recognized this 
as genocide, nor apologized for it. Those affected are fighting for 
acknowledgment, compensation, and the return of human remains 
and stolen cultural objects.

In March 2019, German and Namibian partners organized an event 
series with ECCHR entitled “Namibia: A Week of Justice” in Windhoek 
and Swakopmund, Namibia, to link the current academic debate 
with legal and political attempts to address the genocide. Researchers, 
Ovaherero and Nama representatives, and German and Namibian 
civil society discussed both countries’ polices of remembrance, land 
rights in Namibia, and German and Namibian government negotiations 
regarding reparations. 

Topics discussed during the “Week of Justice” were raised again in 
Germany in November 2019. Speakers at the “Colonial Repercussions V: 
The Case of Namibia” symposium, organized by ECCHR and 
the Akademie der Künste, included Ida Hoffmann (Nama Genocide 
Technical Committee), Sima Luipert (Nama Traditional Leaders 
Association) and John Nakuta (University of Namibia). Together, they 
aimed to bring Namibian discourse to the former colonial power. 
Researchers, activists and ECCHR partners like Alejandra Ancheita 
(ProDESC), Joshua Castellino (Minority Rights Group International)  
and Jessé de Souza (Sorbonne Université) contextualized the Nama 
and Ovaherero struggle in relation to other decolonial struggles 
and social movements worldwide.

The art installation They tried to bury us accompanied the event. 
In this work, Namibian artist Isabel Tueumuna Katjavivi visualizes 
the unresolved societal and environmental trauma resulting from 
the genocide. 

GERMANY  
AND NAMIBIA
Colonialism’s  
complex legacy 

IV.   TRANSCENDING  
CURRENT LAW
The Institute  
for Legal Intervention



NORTH AMERICA

 · American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) NEW YORK

 · Center for Constitutional Rights (CCR) NEW YORK 

 · Center for International Environmental  
Law (CIEL) WASHINGTON, DC 

 · Center for Justice & Accountability SAN FRANCISCO 

 · Centro de Derechos Humanos Miguel  
Agustín Pro Juárez MEXICO CITY 

 · Earth Rights International WASHINGTON, DC 

 · Global Justice Center NEW YORK 

 · Magnum Foundation NEW YORK 

 · Open Society Justice Initiative NEW YORK 

 · PILNet NEW YORK 

 · Proyecto de Derechos Economicos,  
Sociales y Culturales (ProDESC) MEXICO CITY 

 · Syria Justice and Accountability Center WASHINGTON, DC 

CENTRAL AND SOUTH AMERICA

 · ANDHES TUCUMÁN 

 · Articulacão Internacional dos Atingidos e  
Atingidas pela Vale (AIApV) RIO DE JANEIRO 

 · Associação Comunitária da Jangada (ACJ) BRUMADINHO 

 · Bureau des Avocats Internationaux (BAI)/ 
Institute for Justice & Democracy PORT-AU-PRINCE/BOSTON 

 · Centro de Estudios Legales  
y Sociales (CELS) BUENOS AIRES 

 · Colectivo de Abogados José Alvear  
Restrepo (CCAJAR) BOGOTÁ 

 · Instituto de Defensa Legal LIMA 

 · International Network of Civil  
Liberties Organizations (INCLO) BUENOS AIRES 

 · Union of the People Affected by  
Texaco (UDAPT) QUITO 

ASIA

 · Activist Anthropologists DAKAR 

 · Baldia Factory Fire Affectees Association KARACHI 

 · Bangladesh Legal Aid and  
Service Trust (BLAST) DAKAR 

 · Center for International Law (CenterLaw) MANILA 

 · Comrade Rubel Memorial Center (CRSK) DAKAR 

 · Foundation for Fundamental Rights ISLAMABAD 

 · Garment Workers Unity Forum (GWUF) DAKAR 

 · Human Rights Law Network (HRLN) NEW DELHI 

 · Kilusang Magbubukid ng Pilipinas MANILA 

 · Lawyers Beyond Borders, India Chapter TAMIL NADU 

 · Malaya Lolas Organization PAMPANGA 

 · Michael Sfard Law Office TEL AVIV 

 · Migrant Forum Asia QUEZON CITY 

 · Migrants’ Centre KATHMANDU 

 · Mwatana for Human Rights SANA‘A 

 · National Trade Union Federation  
of Pakistan (NTUF) KARACHI 

 · Nariphokko DAKAR 

 · Pakistan Institute of Labour Education  
and Research (PILER) KARACHI 

 · Palestinian Center for Human Rights (PCHR) GAZA CITY 

 · Pesticide Action Network Asia-Pacific  
(PAN-AP) and PAN India PENANG/KERALA 

 · Rasheed Razvi Centre for Constitutional  
and Human Rights (RCCHR) LAHORE 

 · Swadeshi Andolan KERALA 

AFRICA

 · Association Marocaine des Droits  
de l’Homme (AMDH) NADOR 

 · Association Tchadienne pour la Promotion et  
Défense des Droits de l’Homme (ATPDH) N’DJAMENA 

 · Center for Applied Legal Studies (CALS) JOHANNESBURG 

 · Equal Education Law Centre (EELC) CAPE TOWN 

 · Legal Resources Centre JOHANNESBURG 

 · Ovaherero Genocide Foundation WINDHOEK 

 · Socio-Economic Rights Institute (SERI) JOHANNESBURG 

EUROPE

 · Airwars LONDON 

 · Akademie der Künste BERLIN 

 · Alburnus Maior ROS‚ IA MONTANĂ

 · Amnesty International LONDON 

 · Amnesty International Deutschland BERLIN 

 · ASK—Arbeitsgruppe Schweiz-Kolumbien BERN 

 · Association Sherpa PARIS 

 · Associazione per gli Studi Giudici  
sull’Immigrazione (ASGI) ROME/MILAN 

 · Bahrain Center for Human Rights COPENHAGEN 

 · Bahrain Institute for Rights and Democracy LONDON 

 · borderline-europe BERLIN 

 · Brot für die Welt BERLIN 

 · Bundeszentrale für politische Bildung BONN 

 · Business and Human Rights  
Resource Centre (BHRRC) LONDON 

 · Caesar Files Group BERLIN 

 · Campaign Against Arms Trade LONDON 

 · Center for International Law Research  
and Policy (CILRAP) BRUSSELS/BERLIN 

 · Centre Delàs BARCELONA 

 · Centre for the Enforcement of  
Human Rights International (CEHRI) VIENNA 

 · Center for Legal Aid—Voice in Bulgaria SOFIA 

 · Civil Rights Defenders STOCKHOLM 

 · Civitas Maxima GENEVA 

 · Clean Clothes Campaign/Kampagne  
für saubere Kleidung AMSTERDAM/WUPPERTAL 

 · ClientEarth BRUSSELS 

 · Coalizione Italiana Libertá e Diritti civili (CILD) MILAN 

 · Commission for International Justice  
and Accountability (CIJA) 

 · Deutsche Menschenrechtskoordination  
Mexiko STUTTGART 

 · EuroMed Rights COPENHAGEN 

 · European Forum on Armed Drones UTRECHT 

 · Federación Andalucía Acoge SEVILLE 

 · Fédération Internationale de Ligues  
des Droits de l’Homme (FIDH) PARIS 

 · FEMNET BONN 

 · FIAN COLOGNE 

 · Forensic Architecture LONDON 

 · Forschungs- und Informationszentrum  
Chile-Lateinamerika (FDCL) BERLIN 

 · Forum for International Criminal  
and Humanitarian Law (FICHL) BRUSSELS 

 · Freiheit für Westsahara BREMEN 

 · Fundación Raíces MADRID 

 · Germanwatch BONN/BERLIN 

 · Goethe-Institut MUNICH 

 · Global Legal Action Network (GLAN) GALWAY/LONDON 

 · Greenpeace Romania BUCHAREST 

 · Hafiza Merkezi (Truth Justice Memory Center) ISTANBUL 

 · HIAS in Greece ATHENS/LESVOS 

 · Human Rights Watch (HRW) BRUSSELS/BERLIN 

 · Internationale Akademie  
Nürnberger Prinzipien NUREMBERG 

 · LGBT Network ST PETERSBURG 

 · Macedonian Young Lawyers  
Association (MYLA) SKOPJE 

 · Medica Mondiale COLOGNE 

 · medico international FRANKFURT (MAIN) 

 · MISEREOR AACHEN 

 · Movimento Consumatori ROME 

 · Moving Europe 

 · Multiwatch BERN 

 · Norwegian Helsinki Committee OSLO 

 · Nürnberger Menschenrechtszentrum NUREMBERG 

 · Observatori DESC BARCELONA 

 · PAX UTRECHT 

 · Postkolonial e.V. BERLIN 

 · PRO ASYL FRANKFURT (MAIN) 

 · Public Eye ZURICH 

 · REDRESS LONDON 

 · Reporter ohne Grenzen BERLIN 

 · Reprieve LONDON 

 · Republikanischer Anwältinnen-  
und Anwälteverein (RAV) BERLIN 

 · Rete Italiana per il Disarmo ROME 

 · RüstungsinformationsBüro (RIB) FREIBURG 

 · Saferworld LONDON 

 · Sherpa PARIS 

 · Sri Lanka Advocacy Group 

 · Syrian Archive BERLIN 

 · Syrian Center for Legal Studies  
and Research (SCLSR) BERLIN 

 · Syrian Center for Media and Freedom  
of Expression (SCM) PARIS/BERLIN 

 · Tactical Technology Collective BERLIN 

 · Transitional Justice Clinic THE HAGUE 

 · TRIAL International GENEVA 

 · Voix des Migrants BERLIN 

 · Western Sahara Resource Watch LONDON 

 · Women Now For Development PARIS 

 · Women’s Initiatives for Gender Justice THE HAGUE 

 · Women’s International League for  
Peace and Freedom (WILPF) GENEVA 

 · Zentrum ÜBERLEBEN BERLIN

PARTNER ORGANIZATION  
IN THE BERTHA  
JUSTICE INITIATIVE

PARTNER ORGANIZATIONS
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Racist repercussions and 
transgenerational exclusion

 WE ARE  
NOT SAVIORS.

Windhoek, Namibia, March 
2019: In the late twilight, 
an oil lamp barely illuminates 
the silhouette of a woman 
sitting on a stool next to a tub 
of water. Someone gently 
and slowly washes her with a 
sponge. Standing nearby, 
I am struck that the pain she 
experienced cannot easily be 
removed. The choreogra-
phers of the interactive dance 
performance The Mourning 
Citizen wrote, “We are 
deeply concerned about how 
Namibian patriarchal na-
tionalism has denied us the 
right to mourn. We hereby 
occupy and mourn this land.” 

The land these performers 
occupy is a grassy hill that 
leads up to an old military 
fort the Germans built. It is 
impossible to separate a huge 
portion of todays’ Namibian 
(and diaspora) population’s 
lack of access to land, natu-
ral resources, water, health, 
adequately paid work, or 
political participation rights, 
from Germany’s colonial 
violence.

In the second half of the 19th 
century, several political 
entities existed in the south-
western part of the African 
continent with defined 
standards on how to deal 

with conflict. Regulations on 
the use of land were in place. 
However, when the German 
settlers, traders, missionaries 
and military troops arrived, 
an “invisibilization” process 
of these legal standards 
and existing political entities 
began. The subsequent 
large-scale transfer of land, 
wealth and power increased 
privileges on one side, and 
transgenerationally excluded 
the other.

At the time, German jurispru-
dence contributed to the 

“invisibilization” of existing 
legal structures and standards 
in the region that is Namibia 
today. A dual system of 
colonial laws was installed 
that justified racial segrega-
tion. One law applied to white 
German nationals, another 
to non-Germans living under 
German colonial rule. Even 
today, we can find remnants 
of the racist ascriptions 
that legitimized the processes 
of colonization, and were 
inscribed into German law 
in contemporary legal texts.

The effects of racist deval ua-
tion, the intended elimi nation 
of Ovaherero and Nama  
politics and knowledge, as well 
as transgenera tional exclu-
sion need to be addressed as 

complex colonial repercus-
sions. Many crimes remain 
invisibilized. Systematic 
sexual violence against 
Ovaherero and Nama women 
is one example. Healing will 
need time—and the political 
will of those who represent 
the colonizers and those who 
benefited economically and 
politically from the colonial 
system and its large-scale 
transfer of wealth to recog-
nize what happened.

KARINA THEURER IS DIRECTOR 
OF THE INSTITUTE FOR LEGAL 
INTERVENTION AT ECCHR. AN 
UNABRIDGED VERSION OF THIS 
TEXT WAS FIRST PUBLISHED IN 
VÖLKERRECHTSBLOG ON 18 
NOVEMBER 2019.

What can we learn about the Namibian case in 
relation to Mexico? The German state and 
corporations continue to profit from Namibia’s 
colonization. This may seem very obvious 
now, but a few years ago, the related human 
rights discussion was almost non-existent. 
ECCHR and organizations in the Global 
South have played a key role in putting this 
issue on the political agenda. Corporations 
and states have to be held accountable for the 
human rights violations they commit when 
they dispossess a community of its land and 
take its resources. In this context, the question 
of land and territory is more important than 
ever. Because corporations and states both 
need to sustain the prevailing model of devel-
opment based on exploiting natural resources 
and people in the Global South, including 
forced displacement of entire communities 
and even genocide.

The genocide in Namibia happened 115 years 
ago. To victims, families and the country, 
that seems like a long time. Mexico is still 
dealing with similar topics like indigenous 
populations’ rights, reparations and retribu-
tion—even 500 years after the Spanish 

“conquest.” Just recently, in a letter to Spanish 
King Felipe VI and the Vatican, Mexican 
President Andrés Manuel López Obrador’s 
government demanded an apology for the 
atrocities they committed in the conquest. 

The granddaughters and grandsons of the 
Namibians killed in the genocide still feel the 
impact of colonization, particularly concerning 
economic, social and cultural rights. Also 
in Mexico, indigenous people continue to face 
discrimination and inequality. They are less 
likely to have higher education, or a decent 
paying job. They are often forced to leave their 
territories in search of a better life. Indige-
nous human rights defenders are particularly 
subject to threats, violence and murder. But 
indigenous communities remain with us. They 
are an influential part of our culture, language, 
memory, history and richness as a country. 
They have the right to equality and justice.

The struggle for justice must involve the 
communities themselves. Not just as an empty 
concept, but through particular measures. 
This leads to the question: are we demanding 
economic compensation for the historic 
crimes, land redistribution or a constitutional 
amendment? Only indigenous communities 
themselves can decide this. As lawyers and 
advocates, we must understand that we are not 
their saviors, but a small part of their strategy 
to defend their rights and exercise their right to 
self-determination, as established in human 
rights law. 

EXTRACT FROM ALEJANDRA ANCHEITA’S 
CLOSING REMARKS AT THE “COLONIAL 
REPERCUSSIONS V: THE NAMIBIAN CASE” 
SYMPOSIUM IN BERLIN IN NOVEMBER 2019. 

ALEJANDRA ANCHEITA IS A LAWYER AS 
WELL AS THE FOUNDER AND EXECUTIVE 
DIRECTOR OF THE MEXICAN HUMAN RIGHTS 
ORGANIZATION PRODESC. SHE SERVES ON 
ECCHR’S BOARD.
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MAKING THE 
UNSPEAKABLE VISIBLE
Art at ECCHR

Since its founding, combining legal and artistic perspectives has been 
an important component of ECCHR’s interdisciplinary work. Art 
has no statute of limitations, it poses questions and can make the 
unspeakable visible. For example, ECCHR’s two conferences about 
colonial repercussions in Germany and Namibia in 2019 were 
accompanied by art installations and dance performances. And in 
May 2019, ECCHR showed works by Brazilian artist Rafael Pagatini. 
In Manipulaçoes, Pagatini exhibited prints that deal with crimes of 
the Brazilian military dictatorship (1964–85). As ECCHR does in  
its legal work, Pagatini highlighted economic actors’ responsibility 
for the crimes, and established a connection to present-day Brazil. 

To further explore possible synergies between artistic and legal human 
rights interventions, ECCHR invited Magnum Foundation to a workshop 
in Berlin in November 2019. The New York-based foundation was 
established by members of the renowned Magnum Photos agency in 
2007. Its aim is to support documentary photography that critically 
follows socio-political processes. Artists cooperating with Magnum 
Foundation often engage with similar topics as ECCHR. Stephen Ferry, 
for example, documents gold mining’s environmental damage in 
Colombia, and accompanies affected people and activists in their fight 
against mining companies.

During the workshop, ECCHR and Magnum Foundation representatives 
discussed how photography and legal arguments could be combined to 
raise public awareness of concrete injustices and potentially strengthen 
those affected by human rights violations, as legal and artistic work 
can contribute to the process of addressing past and present injustices, as 
well as make the voices of those affected heard. 

The first joint project was implemented after the workshop when artist 
Mari Bastashevski exhibited part of her State Business series at ECCHR, 
which deals with the business of war. She also generously provided her 
artwork for this annual report (see p. 78).

MARI BASTASHEVSKI 
“OPEN BEACH,” BAKU, AZERBAIJAN, 2012 
AND “MINISTRY BEACH,” BAKU, AZERBAIJAN, 2012
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 CRITICAL  
LEGAL TRAINING
 Challenging power  
structures requires a  
 variety of perspectives 

SELECTED  
 ACTIVITIES

We need allies to achieve our goal of a more just world. In 2019,  
43 young people from more than 20 countries took part in ECCHR’s 
Critical Legal Training. Over many years, we have developed a 
curriculum, events and trainings to pass our critical and progressive 
human rights approach on to the next generation of human rights 
lawyers and activists. 

Critical Legal Training enables participants to combine legal theory and 
practice in ways that are often missing in their studies. Trainees work 
on legal cases alongside ECCHR staff. While doing so, they question the 
law and their own privileges, evaluating human rights work in the 
context of political, social and economic power structures, as well as 
postcolonial theories.

Casework and discussions with legal trainees—who include people from 
around the world with diverse backgrounds, interests and knowledge—
enable ECCHR to critically question and develop its approach, and 
continuously test its claims and (socio-political) goals against reality. Do 
we work with affected people and partners from the Global South on 
equal footing? Are we critical enough of power structures and ourselves? 
Do we sufficiently engage with relevant discourses—also from 
other disciplines? 

It takes diverse perspectives, courage and fresh ideas to also shape 
our legal work in subversive and creative ways—demands that ECCHR 
places on itself and its work. Our legal trainees bring all of this 
with them. They are not only the human rights lawyers and activists 
of tomorrow, but an important pillar of ECCHR’s work today.

TRAINEE MEETINGS
“Mosa Zemmouri v. Kingdom of Belgium 
before the UN Committee Against 
Torture in light of ECCHR’s submission 
of observations”

Presentation: Natalia Benedetti

“Criminal prosecution of arms producers, 
historically and in the future, before the ICC”

Presentation: Rosa Beets

“The challenges of establishing criminal 
liability for corporate actors, particularly  
in the context of international crimes:  
The case of Lafarge”

Presentation: Adam Ray

“Johnson v. Monsanto: A landmark  
case in pesticide litigation”

Presentation: Gianluana Montrone

“The exploitation of natural resources: 
European companies and Morocco’s  
mining activities in Western Sahara”

Presentation: Philipp Schönberger 

LUNCH TALKS
“Advancing accountability for crimes of sexual 
violence: Achievements and challenges ahead”

Kim Thuy Seelinger (director of the 
Sexual Violence Program at the Human 
Rights Center, Berkeley Law School)

Moderation: Anne Schroeter

“Evidence for hope: Making human rights 
work in the 21st century”

Kathryn Sikkink (professor of human 
rights policy, Harvard University)

Moderation: Wolfgang Kaleck

“Being a women rights defender in Syria”

Daad Mousa (Syrian lawyer,  
awarded the Maria Otto Prize by  
Deutscher Anwaltsverein)

Moderation: Mariana Karkoutly,  
Max Waßmuth

HUMAN RIGHTS CINEMA
Of Fathers and Sons by Talal Derki

Moderation: Mariana Karkoutly, 
Yaroslavna Sychenkova

Unpaved Road to Peace, followed by  
a talk with Colombian activist  
Farid Julicué and director Jaap van‘t Kruis

Moderation: Silvia Rojas Castro,  
Laura Duarte Reyes

Voices of Transition, followed by a talk  
with director Nils Aguilar and Christian 
Schliemann (ECCHR)

Moderation: Simon Simanovski
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DEVOTION, DEDICATION 
AND AUTHENTICITY  
ARE AT THE HEART OF 
ECCHR’S WORK.

THE SEEDS  
HAVE TAKEN ROOT

I first heard about ECCHR when I was in 
Germany in 2017. While taking a walk, a 
friend pointed at a KiK shop and said: “Look, 
a German organization filed a complaint 
against this company! Their factory in Paki-
stan burned down, killing workers inside.” 
I started researching the organization  
that filed the case, and in 2019, became part  
of ECCHR’s Critical Legal Training  
in the International Crimes and Account - 
abil ity program. 

During my training, I mainly focused on 
crimes related to gender and sexual orienta-
tion. I also assisted in organizing a conference 
on self-empowerment for survivors of hu-
man rights violations and their communities, 
which gave me deeper insights into the 
importance of communication between 
ECCHR and its partner organizations. The 
team members’ devotion, dedication and 
passion to know and learn about the people 
and countries they work with was espe-
cially impressive. This is what I learned is at 
the core of ECCHR’s work: putting affected 
people at the center of legal actions.

Participating in Critical Legal Training 
enabled me to learn about ECCHR’s take on 
strategic litigation and the organization’s 
methods of critical evaluation and self-reflec-
tion. It also gave me the chance to contribute 
my own interests, passions and perspectives. 
ECCHR does not limit itself to pure legal 
work, but takes a transdisciplinary approach 

to human rights advocacy. I had the great 
opportunity to conduct an art therapy session 
for my colleagues. This was not part of a 
legal intervention, but self-care, which is 
crucial for human rights activists in general. 

This was not the only occasion on which my 
supervisor Yaroslavna Sychenkova supported 
my initiative. It was very inspiring that 
she embraced and operatively supported my 
interest in advocating for Armenian women 
who challenge domestic violence through the 
courts. This attitude shows that for ECCHR, 
a case does not need to be politically popular 
or well-known to be worth working on. To me, 
this is what makes ECCHR’s work so authentic.

HRIPSIME ASATRYAN WAS A LEGAL 
TRAINEE IN ECCHR’S INTERNATIONAL 
CRIMES AND ACCOUNTABILITY 
PROGRAM FROM MAY TO OCTOBER 2019. 

Born in Vienna in 1925, Peter Weiss fled to the US in 1941 and worked in 
the US army as an interpreter at the end of World War II. At Fort Hunt near 
Washington, DC, Weiss worked at a detention camp for high-level Nazis, 
including missile researcher Wernher von Braun and Reinhard von Gehlen, 
who later served as head of West Germany’s intelligence service. After 
the war, Weiss took up work with the Office of Military Government in 
US-occupied Berlin. The office was tasked with dismantling the extensive 
German business cartels that had helped the National Socialists win and 
maintain power. One of the people Weiss interrogated was Hermann Josef 
Abs, a former Nazi banker and later a chief financier in West Germany. 
Weiss was also involved in preparing the Subsequent Nuremberg Trials of 
German business leaders. 

As a lawyer in post-war America, Weiss was mainly occupied with 
questions of commercial law. From the 1950s on, he became active as a civil 
and human rights lawyer. In 1966, he co-founded the civil rights litigation 
organization Center for Constitutional Rights in New York. One of his most 
historic achievements was in Filártiga v. Peña-Irala. Relatives of torture 
victim Joelito Filártiga from Paraguay identified police officer Americo 
Peña-Irala as their son’s murderer. Using the Alien Tort Claims Act, an 
old law from 1789, Weiss and CCR sued the torturer before US courts. The 
claimants won their case before a New York appeals court, and were 
awarded over ten million dollars in compensation. 

Weiss then led similar compensation cases against UNOCAL and Shell oil 
companies for human rights violations in Burma and Nigeria. He also 
found success as part of the International Association of Lawyers against 
Nuclear Arms. Its work led to the opinion handed down by the International 
Court of Justice in 1996, stating that the use of nuclear weapons would 
violate international law. 

I worked with Weiss and CCR to try to bring former US Defense 
Secretary Donald Rumsfeld and other officials responsible for the US’s 
systematic torture before courts in Germany, France and elsewhere. 
Skeptics were wary of taking legal action against powerful criminals like 
Rumsfeld, but Weiss responded again and again by pointing to previous 
historic breakthroughs thanks to the innovative use of law.  

Today, the seeds Weiss planted have taken root. Lawyers follow his lead 
all over the world. They join forces with social movements against criminal 
corporations, and use the principle of universal jurisdiction to take legal 
action against torturers and their superiors. The seasoned fighter remains 
an optimist. Weiss plans to continue fighting to his final days for a world 
free from nuclear weapons.

AN UNABRIDGED VERSION OF THIS TEXT BY 
WOLFGANG KALECK WAS FIRST PUBLISHED 
ON 12 NOVEMBER 2015 IN HIS WEEKLY BLOG 
RECHT SUBVERSIV ON ZEIT ONLINE.

PETER WEISS HAS BEEN AN ADVISORY BOARD 
MEMBER SINCE ECCHR WAS FOUNDED IN 2007. 
IN FEBRUARY 2020, HE WAS ELECTED BOARD 
MEMBER EMERITUS. 
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INTERNATIONAL CRIMES  
AND ACCOUNTABILITY

Sweden 
Torture in Syria
Criminal complaint on behalf of nine women 
and men from Syria concerning torture as a 
crime against humanity, war crimes and other 
crimes against 27 suspects, among them 
high-ranking Syrian intelligence officials.
SUBMITTED: 20 FEBRUARY 2019  
WAR CRIMES UNIT OF THE SWEDISH POLICE  
IN STOCKHOLM, SWEDEN

United Kingdom 
Torture in Iraq
Submission on the UK’s lack of 
investigations concerning torture by 
the British military in Iraq.
SUBMITTED: 31 JULY 2019 
INTERNATIONAL CRIMINAL COURT IN  
THE HAGUE, NETHERLANDS

Afghanistan 
German airstrike in Kunduz
Submission in the case concerning 
the German armed forces’ airstrike near 
Kunduz on 4 September 2009.
SUBMITTED: 1 NOVEMBER 2019 
GRAND CHAMBER OF THE EUROPEAN COURT OF  
HUMAN RIGHTS IN STRASBOURG, FRANCE

Germany 
US Air Base Ramstein 
Submission in appeal proceedings on 
the use of US Air Base Ramstein in 
Germany for drone strikes in Yemen.
SUBMITTED: 1 NOVEMBER 2019  
FEDERAL ADMINISTRATIVE COURT IN LEIPZIG, GERMANY

France 
Torture in Guantánamo
Expert opinion on former US Secretary 
of Defense Donald Rumsfeld’s criminal 
liability for torture in Guantánamo.
SUBMITTED: 7 NOVEMBER 2019 
APPEALS COURT IN PARIS, FRANCE

Norway 
Torture in Syria
Criminal complaint on behalf of five torture 
survivors against high-ranking Syrian 
officials concerning international crimes in 14 
Syrian intelligence service detention facilities.
SUBMITTED: 11 NOVEMBER 2019  
SPECIAL PUBLIC PROSECUTOR’S OFFICE FOR  
INTERNATIONAL CRIMES IN OSLO, NORWAY

Afghanistan 
US torture and international  
crimes in conflict
Amicus curiae brief on the International 
Criminal Court’s jurisdiction in relation to 
international crimes in Afghanistan 
committed by Afghani security forces, the 
Taliban, as well as the US military and CIA.
SUBMITTED: 15 NOVEMBER 2019 
INTERNATIONAL CRIMINAL COURT IN THE HAGUE, 
NETHERLANDS

Philippines 
Sexual slavery during World War II
Complaint on behalf of 28 survivors 
of sexual slavery against the Philippines.
SUBMITTED: 25 NOVEMBER 2019 
UN COMMITTEE ON THE ELIMINATION OF DISCRIMINATION 
AGAINST WOMEN IN GENEVA, SWITZERLAND

Italy 
US Naval Air Station Sigonella 
Submission in the freedom of information 
act appeal proceedings on the use of US Naval 
Air Station Sigonella in Sicily for drone strikes.
SUBMITTED: 19 DECEMBER 2019 
LAZIO ADMINISTRATIVE COURT IN ROME, ITALY

BUSINESS AND  
HUMAN RIGHTS

Germany 
Factory fire at KiK supplier in Pakistan
Application for legal aid on behalf of four 
Pakistanis to appeal the Dortmund Regional 
Court’s dismissal of the complaint in Jabir 
et al. v. KiK.
SUBMITTED: 12 FEBRUARY 2019  
HIGHER REGIONAL COURT IN HAMM, GERMANY

France 
Lafarge in Syria
Submission in the appeal proceedings 
against cement company Lafarge (today 
LafargeHolcim) regarding the company’s 
alleged complicity in the Islamic State’s 
crimes against humanity between 2013 
and 2014 in northeastern Syria.
SUBMITTED: 20 JUNE 2019  
APPEALS COURT IN PARIS, FRANCE

Germany 
Surveillance software exports to Turkey
Criminal complaint against several corporate 
executives of FinFisher GmbH, FinFisher 
Labs GmbH and Elaman GmbH concerning 
the alleged unlicensed export of surveillance 
software to the Turkish government.
SUBMITTED: 5 JULY 2019  
PUBLIC PROSECUTOR IN MUNICH, GERMANY

Germany 
TÜV SÜD’s joint responsibility for 
dam failure in Brazil
Complaint concerning negligent homicide, 
bribery and other crimes against German 
certifier TÜV SÜD and one of its 
employees on the failure of dam B1 near 
Brumadinho, Brazil.
SUBMITTED: 15 OCTOBER 2019  
PUBLIC PROSECUTOR IN MUNICH, GERMANY

Italy 
Factory fire in Pakistan
Statement on the demands to the company 
in the mediation proceedings at the Italian 
OECD National Contact Point concerning 
Genoa-based certifier RINA Services SpA’s 
insufficient factory certification report.
SUBMITTED: 17 OCTOBER 2019 
MINISTRY OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT IN ROME, ITALY

Italy 
RWM Italia arms exports 
Complaint against the public prosecutor’s 
application to close criminal proceedings 
against managers of RWM Italia SpA, 
a subsidiary of German arms manufacturer 
Rheinmetall AG, as well as high-ranking 
Italian arms export authority officials.
SUBMITTED: 21 OCTOBER 2019  
PUBLIC PROSECUTOR IN ROME, ITALY

Europe 
Arms exports to parties involved  
in the Yemen conflict
Communication on 11 European arms 
companies that supplied the Saudi Arabia and 
United Arab Emirates-led military coalition 
with fighter jets, bombs and ammunition used 
to commit alleged war crimes in Yemen.
SUBMITTED: 12 DECEMBER 2019 
INTERNATIONAL CRIMINAL COURT IN  
THE HAGUE, NETHERLANDS

  LEGAL 
INTERVENTIONS
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Spain 
Push-backs of unaccompanied  
minors to Morocco
Shadow report for the Universal Periodic 
Review on Spain’s summary automatic 
returns at the fenced land borders separating 
Morocco from the Spanish enclaves of 
Ceuta and Melilla, and the need for Spain 
to reform its border policy.
SUBMITTED: 17 JULY 2019 
UNITED NATIONS HIGH COMMISSIONER  
FOR HUMAN RIGHTS IN GENEVA, SWITZERLAND

Submission with recommended questions for 
the Universal Periodic Review on Spain in 
order to stress migrants’ rights at the Spanish-
Moroccan border in Ceuta and Melilla.
SUBMITTED: 19 DECEMBER 2019 
SEVERAL UN HUMAN RIGHTS COUNCIL PERMANENT 
REPRESENTATIVES IN GENEVA, SWITZERLAND

Italy 
Sea rescue—Iuventa
Letter of complaint concerning  
Italian authorities’ criminalization of  
civilian sea rescue.
SUBMITTED: 1 NOVEMBER 2019 
UN SPECIAL RAPPORTEUR ON THE SITUATION OF HUMAN 
RIGHTS DEFENDERS IN GENEVA, SWITZERLAND

Spain 
Deadly push-backs in Ceuta
Complaint submitted by ECCHR partner 
lawyer Gonzalo Boye against the repeated 
closure of investigations concerning a deadly 
police action on 6 February 2014 at the 
Spanish-Moroccan border.
SUBMITTED: 8 NOVEMBER 2019  
PROVISIONAL COURT IN CÁDIZ, SPAIN

Video witness statement by an affected 
person currently living in Germany.
LEGAL ADVICE BY ECCHR CONSULTANT CARSTEN GERICKE, 
HEARING ON 25 MARCH 2019 AT THE DISTRICT COURT 
IN TEMPELHOF IN BERLIN, GERMANY, TO ASSIST THE 
INVESTIGATIVE JUDGE AT THE DISTRICT COURT NO. 6 IN 
CEUTA, SPAIN

MARI BASTASHEVSKI 
“CITY COUNCIL HEARING,” DETROIT, MICHIGAN, US, 2017 
AND “GENERAL MOTORS AWARD OF EXCELLENCE,” LANSING, MICHIGAN, US, 2017
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Belgium 
Aiding and abetting torture at Guantánamo 
In August 2019, the UN Committee Against 
Torture rejected a complaint against Belgium 
regarding its alleged aiding and abetting 
torture. ECCHR filed the complaint on 
behalf of a former Belgian Guantánamo 
detainee, arguing that Belgium breached the 
Convention Against Torture, as it knew 
about the torture, but failed to investigate it 
or take any other measures.
DOUBLE STANDARDS & DEMOCRACIES

France 
Investigations into torture at Guantánamo 
Since 2002, two former French Guantánamo 
detainees have been fighting to ensure that 
senior US officials are held accountable 
for torture at the US military prison in Cuba. 
ECCHR is assisting the two men in the 
proceedings and has submitted several 
dossiers on suspects in the case. In December 
2019, the French appeals court confirmed 
the case’s closure. The men are now 
appealing to France’s Supreme Court.
DOUBLE STANDARDS & DEMOCRACIES

Germany 
Criminal complaint against  
CIA Director Gina Haspel 
ECCHR is calling on the German federal 
public prosecutor to investigate current CIA 
Director Gina Haspel. The prosecutor 
should examine Haspel’s role in the torture, 
including waterboarding, of detainees in  
a CIA secret prison in Thailand.
DOUBLE STANDARDS & DEMOCRACIES

Germany 
ECtHR complaint on airstrike  
in Kunduz, Afghanistan
In September 2009, a German army colonel 
ordered US fighter jets to bomb two tanker 
trucks and a large group of people near 
Kunduz. More than 100 people were killed or 
injured. ECCHR is supporting the case of 
Abdul Hanan, two of whose sons (8 and 12) 
were killed in the strike. In February 2020, 
the Grand Chamber of the European Court of 
Human Rights heard the case. A ruling is 
expected in spring 2021.
DOUBLE STANDARDS & DEMOCRACIES

Germany 
Ramstein Air Base and US drone strikes 
In 2012, a US drone strike in Yemen killed 
two members of the bin Ali Jaber family. The 
US Ramstein Air Base in Germany played a 
role in the strike. ECCHR has supported three 
Yemenis in suing the German government 
for allowing the US to use Ramstein for 
drone strikes. In March 2019, the Higher 
Administrative Court in Münster, Germany, 
found in favor of the Yemeni claimants on 
key points. Following Germany’s appeal, the 
German Federal Administrative Court is 
reviewing the case.
DOUBLE STANDARDS & DEMOCRACIES

Italy 
Naval Air Station Sigonella’s role  
in US drone program
Armed US drones are stationed at Sigonella 
Naval Air Station in Sicily and deployed in 
military operations. The agreement between 
the US and Italy about the presence of the 
drones and rules for their deployment have 
not been made public. ECCHR filed a freedom 
of information act request to reveal this 
information. In October 2019, the Italian 
Supreme Administrative Court decided that 
the legal argument with the Italian Ministry 
of Defense about access to this information 
will again be investigated in court. 
DOUBLE STANDARDS & DEMOCRACIES

Spain 
Investigating torture at Guantánamo
In March 2019, the Spanish Constitutional 
Court rejected a complaint appealing the 
decision to close investigations into torture at 
Guantánamo. ECCHR had filed a complaint 
against senior US government officials. 
DOUBLE STANDARDS & DEMOCRACIES

United Kingdom 
Torture by British military in Iraq
British military and government decision-
makers must be held accountable for UK 
torture in Iraq between 2003 and 2008. In 
July 2019, ECCHR filed its third follow-up 
submission to the International Criminal 
Court since its original January 2014 
communication documenting allegations 
of abuse of former Iraqi detainees that 
the ICC should investigate. In 2020, the 
ICC Office of the Prosecutor is expected 
to decide whether to open proceedings. 
DOUBLE STANDARDS & DEMOCRACIES

Austria 
Assad intelligence officials  
under investigation
Austrian authorities are investigating 
systematic torture in Syria. Together with 
16 Syrian survivors and Syrian and 
Austrian partners, ECCHR filed a criminal 
complaint against 36 high-ranking 
Assad government officials in 2018. 
REPRESSION & WAR

Germany 
First trial worldwide on state  
torture under President Assad 
The first trial worldwide on state torture in 
Syria will take place in Germany in 2020. 
The German Federal Public Prosecutor’s 
Office charged two former officials of Syrian 
President Bashar al-Assad’s General 
Intelligence Directorate at the Higher 
Regional Court in Koblenz in October 2019. 
ECCHR supports Syrian torture survivors 
who will participate in the proceedings as 
witnesses and joint plaintiffs. 
REPRESSION & WAR

Germany 
International arrest warrant for former 
Syrian Intelligence Chief Jamil Hassan
In June 2018, the German Federal Court of 
Justice issued an international arrest warrant 
against former Head of the Syrian Air Force 
Intelligence Service Jamil Hassan. The 
warrant is the result, among others, of four 
criminal complaints that ECCHR submitted 
with 24 torture survivors against senior 
Assad government officials. 
REPRESSION & WAR

   CURRENT CASES  
AND PROJECTS
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Germany 
TÜV SÜD’s role in the  
Brumadinho dam failure 
The January 2019 dam breach near 
Brumadinho, Brazil, killed 272 people. Only 
four months earlier, German certifier TÜV 
SÜD’s Brazilian subsidiary declared the 
dam stable. To clarify TÜV SÜD’s joint 
responsibility, five Brazilians and ECCHR 
filed a complaint against the certifier and one 
employee with the Munich public prosecutor 
in October 2019. The Public Prosecutor’s 
Office has initiated investigations. 
EXPLOITATION & GLOBAL SUPPLY CHAINS

Germany 
KiK’s joint responsibility for  
factory fire deaths in Pakistan
Four of those affected by the 2012 Ali 
Enterprises factory fire in Pakistan and 
ECCHR filed a lawsuit against German textile 
retailer KiK. It asserts that as the factory’s 
main customer, KiK is jointly responsible for 
the fire safety breaches. The fire killed 258 
people and injured many more. In 2018, the 
case was tried in Germany, setting a legal 
precedent. In January 2019, the Dortmund 
Regional Court rejected the lawsuit due to 
the lapsed statute of limitations.
EXPLOITATION & GLOBAL SUPPLY CHAINS

Italy 
RINA’s joint responsibility  
for factory fire deaths in Pakistan
Italian certification company RINA awarded 
the Ali Enterprises factory in Pakistan a 
safety certificate. Three weeks later, a fire 
there killed 258 people as a result of breaches 
in fire safety. ECCHR supports some of 
those affected and submitted an OECD 
complaint against RINA in 2018. The 
mediation proceedings at the OECD National 
Contact Point at the Ministry for Economic 
Development in Rome are ongoing. 
EXPLOITATION & GLOBAL SUPPLY CHAINS

Argentina 
Mercedes Benz Argentina’s  
role in military dictatorship crimes
ECCHR demands investigations into a 
Mercedes Benz employee who worked in 
a factory near Buenos Aires and 
was allegedly complicit in the enforced 
disappearance and murder of trade unionists 
during the Argentine military dictatorship. 
Argentine companies Ledesma and 
Minera Aguilar face similar allegations. 
BUSINESS, WAR & DICTATORSHIPS

Europe 
ICC communication about  
the Yemen war
ECCHR and international partner 
organizations submitted a communication to 
the International Criminal Court in December 
2019 to clarify corporate and state actors’ 
responsibility for alleged war crimes in 
Yemen. It focuses on weapons manufacturers 
from France, Germany, Italy, Spain 
and the UK, including Airbus, Leonardo 
and Rheinmetall.
BUSINESS, WAR & DICTATORSHIPS

Germany 
War crimes during the Sri Lankan civil war 
There have been no effective legal 
proceedings to date addressing crimes 
committed during the Sri Lankan civil war 
(1983–2009). ECCHR seeks to initiate 
appropriate criminal investigations into the 
high-ranking military officers’ criminal 
responsibility for war crimes, crimes against 
humanity and sexual violence, e.g. on the 
basis of universal jurisdiction.
REPRESSION & WAR

Germany 
War crimes in Gaza 
Members of the German-Palestinian Kilani 
family were killed in an Israeli airstrike in 
Gaza City in July 2014. Israeli authorities 
have failed to examine the case. Having filed 
a criminal complaint with the German 
federal public prosecutor, family members 
and ECCHR continue to call on Germany 
to investigate.
REPRESSION & WAR

Norway 
Syrian torture survivors demand justice
To end impunity for Syrian state torture, 
five survivors from Syria and ECCHR filed a 
criminal complaint in Norway in November 
2019. The complaint focuses on 17 high-
ranking intelligence and military officers who 
were directly involved in or ordered torture, 
rape and murder.
REPRESSION & WAR

Sweden 
Fighting impunity for torture in Syria
Following criminal complaints in Germany 
and Austria, nine witnesses, along with 
ECCHR and Syrian and Swedish partners, 
filed a similar complaint against senior Syrian 
government officials in Sweden in February 
2019. They are accused of committing 
and ordering torture, war crimes and crimes 
against humanity. 
REPRESSION & WAR

Germany 
Crimes in Colonia Dignidad 
The German sect Colonia Dignidad in Chile 
saw years of grave human rights violations. 
ECCHR supports affected people’s struggle 
to hold two former leading members of 
the sect to account in Germany. In spring 
2019, however, public prosecutors in Münster 
and Krefeld closed their investigations. 
Those affected appealed the Krefeld decision. 
MEMORY & JUSTICE

Philippines 
Sexual violence in World War II
During World War II, women in the 
Philippines were sexually enslaved by orders 
of the Japanese military. ECCHR and Filipino 
partners submitted a complaint to the UN 
in 2019 demanding the Philippines support 
members of the Malaya Lolas survivors’ 
organization in their fight for compensation 
from Japan.
MEMORY & JUSTICE
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European Union 
EASO’s unfair asylum procedures  
on Greek islands 
The European ombudsperson reacted to 
criticism about the European Asylum 
Support Office’s work at hotspots—first 
reception facilities for asylum seekers—on 
the Greek islands with serious concerns, 
but no consequences. Following ECCHR’s 
complaint about illegal and deficient EASO 
asylum hearings, the ombudsperson 
acknowledged maladministration. In April 
2019, however, she decided not to hold 
EASO accountable. 
VIOLENCE & RIGHTLESSNESS AT EUROPE’S  
(EXTERNAL) BORDERS

Italy 
Criminalizing sea rescue I
The Iuventa search and rescue ship helped 
refugees and migrants in distress in the 
Mediterranean Sea. In August 2017, Italian 
authorities seized it, marking the beginning 
of a targeted campaign to criminalize 
civilian sea rescue. In November 2019, 
ECCHR submitted a letter of complaint 
to the UN Special Rapporteur on Human 
Rights Defenders, calling upon him 
to condemn Italy’s actions.
VIOLENCE & RIGHTLESSNESS AT EUROPE’S  
(EXTERNAL) BORDERS

Italy 
Criminalizing sea rescue II 
Italy systematically criminalizes, threatens 
and harasses activists who rescue refugees 
and migrants in the Mediterranean. In 
January 2020, ECCHR filed a complaint 
with the UN Special Rapporteur on Human 
Rights Defenders. The complaint focuses 
on the Sea-Watch 3 ship and its captain 
Carola Rackete.
VIOLENCE & RIGHTLESSNESS AT EUROPE’S  
(EXTERNAL) BORDERS

North Macedonia 
Forced returns at the Greek border 
Eight refugees from Iraq, Afghanistan and 
Syria lodged individual complaints in 
September 2016 against North Macedonia at 
the European Court of Human Rights with 
ECCHR’s support. The refugees accuse 
Macedonia of immediately returning them 
back to Greece in March 2016, violating 
the European Convention on Human Rights. 
VIOLENCE & RIGHTLESSNESS AT EUROPE’S  
(EXTERNAL) BORDERS

Spain 
Violating the rights of refugee children 
Handcuffed and deported, unaccompanied 
minor DD’s experience at the Spanish-
Moroccan border in 2014 is not unique. In 
February 2019, the UN Committee on the 
Rights of the Child strongly condemned the 
practice, calling on Spain to change its push-
back law and practice. DD filed a complaint 
against Spain with ECCHR’s support in 
2015. In June 2019, ECCHR demanded Spain 
implement the ruling as part of the UN’s 
Universal Periodic Review.
VIOLENCE & RIGHTLESSNESS AT EUROPE’S  
(EXTERNAL) BORDERS

Spain 
Push-backs at the Moroccan  
border (Melilla)
In February 2020, the Grand Chamber of the 
European Court of Human Rights dismissed 
ND and NT’s complaints against Spain. In 
2014, the men crossed the Spanish enclave 
of Melilla’s border fence structure into 
Spanish territory, and were immediately 
pushed back to Morocco. The Grand 
Chamber’s judgment contradicts a lower 
chamber’s 2017 decision that found the push-
backs unlawful. ECCHR supported ND 
and NT in their complaints.
VIOLENCE & RIGHTLESSNESS AT EUROPE’S  
(EXTERNAL) BORDERS

France 
Lafarge on trial for doing business  
with armed groups in Syria 
French courts are investigating the Lafarge 
(now LafargeHolcim) cement company and 
its executives for financing terrorism and 
endangering the lives of others. Former 
Syrian employees filed criminal charges with 
ECCHR’s support in 2016. The company 
is accused of complicity in war crimes and 
colluding with IS to maintain operations. 
The French Supreme Court will hear the case 
in 2020. 
BUSINESS, WAR & DICTATORSHIPS

Germany 
Heckler & Koch arms exports to Mexico
German company Heckler & Koch supplied 
assault rifles to the police in the Mexican 
state of Guerrero in 2008–09. The weapons 
were allegedly used to shoot 43 Ayotzinapa 
college students in 2014. In February 2019, 
the Stuttgart Regional Court sentenced 
two former Heckler & Koch employees for 
fraudulently obtaining export licenses. 
ECCHR supports the family of a victim who 
was not allowed to join the proceedings.
BUSINESS, WAR & DICTATORSHIPS

Germany 
Spyware “made in Germany”  
for Turkish authorities?
Munich-based companies FinFisher, 
FinFisher Labs and Elaman are suspected 
of selling spy software to Turkish authorities 
without an export license from the German 
government. Digital surveillance is often 
followed by detention and torture in repressive 
states. Following a criminal complaint by 
ECCHR and partner organizations GFF, RSF 
Germany and netzpolitik, the Munich Public 
Prosecutor’s Office opened investigations 
in August 2019.
BUSINESS, WAR & DICTATORSHIPS

Germany 
Surveillance technology manufacturer’s 
shared responsibility for torture in Syria
Syrian intelligence services purportedly use 
surveillance technology to repress political 
opponents. In 2018, ECCHR filed a criminal 
complaint against German software firm 
Utimaco for allegedly aiding and abetting 
crimes against humanity. The German Federal 
Public Prosecutor’s Office added information 
from the complaint to its ongoing structural 
investigations into international crimes 
in Syria.
BUSINESS, WAR & DICTATORSHIPS

Italy 
European arms manufacturers’  
role in war crimes in Yemen
In August 2016, a Saudi Arabia and UAE-led 
coalition airstrike killed a pregnant woman 
and her four children in northern Yemen. 
ECCHR and partners from Yemen and Italy 
filed a criminal complaint in Rome in 2018 to 
establish the shared liability of RWM Italia— 
a subsidiary of German arms manufacturer 
Rheinmetall—and Italian export authorities. 
In October 2019, the Public Prosecutor’s Office 
requested the case be dismissed, which 
ECCHR and its partners appealed. A court will 
decide whether the case can proceed in 2020. 
BUSINESS, WAR & DICTATORSHIPS

Romania 
Mining company ignores human  
rights and environmental law 
Residents of Roşia Montană , Romania, 
have been fighting to stop a gold mine’s 
construction. Canadian-British mining firm 
Gabriel Resources is suing Romania for 
compensation at an international arbitration 
tribunal. In 2018, ECCHR submitted an amicus 
curiae brief in support of the residents. 
Arbitration in Washington, DC, is ongoing, 
following the first oral hearing in 
December 2019.
SOCIAL RIGHTS & NATURAL RESOURCES
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Spain 
Fatal push-backs at the  
Moroccan border (Ceuta)
At least 15 people died in a Guardia Civil 
push-back at the Spanish enclave of Ceuta’s 
Moroccan border in February 2014. 
ECCHR supports two survivors in criminal 
proceedings against the Guardia Civil officers. 
The investigation has been closed three 
times, most recently in October 2019. ECCHR’s 
two previous appeals were successful; 
the third is pending.
VIOLENCE & RIGHTLESSNESS AT EUROPE’S  
(EXTERNAL) BORDERS

INSTITUTE FOR LEGAL 
INTERVENTION

Germany 
(Post)colonial injustice in Namibia 
To this day, Germany has never apologized 
or paid reparations for its genocide of the 
Ovaherero and Nama peoples in Namibia 
(1904–08). ECCHR supports Ovaherero and 
Nama descendants in raising awareness 
about this injustice in Germany, and asserting 
their demands.
ACTIVISM & ART

ALL PAST AND ONGOING ECCHR 
CASES AND PROJECTS ARE ON THE 
ENCLOSED WORLD MAP.

MARI BASTASHEVSKI 
“STATE DEPARTMENT CONFERENCE ROOM,” WASHINGTON, DC, US, 2017 
AND “WORLD BANK MAILING ROOM,” WASHINGTON, DC, US, 2017 
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ECCHR PUBLICATIONS

ECCHR/TRIAL/FIGBAR/ 
REDRESS/FIDH (eds.)
Universal jurisdiction annual review #5:  
Evidentiary challenges in universal jurisdiction  
cases (2019)

ECCHR (ed.)
Critical Legal Training for lawyers and legal activists: 
Shaping the future of human rights work (2019)

ECCHR/Akademie der Künste (eds.)
Colonial repercussions: Namibia—115 years after the 
genocide of the Ovaherero and Nama (2019) 

ECCHR/Brot für die Welt/ 
MISEREOR (eds.)
Menschenrechte vor Profit: So wird’s gemacht—
Fallstudien zur Machbarkeit menschenrechtlicher 
Sorgfalt in Unternehmen (2019)

ECCHR (ed.)
Civil society space in renewable energy projects:  
 A case study of the Unión Hidalgo community  
in Mexico (2019) 

BOOKS

Christian Schliemann/Carolijn Terwindt
Una situación complicada: El espacio de la sociedad  
civil en las luchas por los recursos naturales (2019), 
Heinrich-Böll-Stiftung 

ACADEMIC ARTICLES AND REPORTS

Wolfgang Kaleck 
“(Post-)colonial injustice and legal interventions” 
(January 2019), 9 Journal der Künste 30

Wolfgang Kaleck/Andreas Schüller
“Universal jurisdiction gains momentum”  
(May 2019), 96 FICHL Policy Brief Series

Michael Bader/Miriam Saage-Maaß/ 
Carolijn Terwindt 

“Strategic litigation against the misconduct of 
multinational enterprises: An anatomy of Jabir and 
Others v. KiK” (2019), 52 Verfassung und  
Recht in Übersee 156

Linde Bryk/Christian Schliemann
Arms trade and corporate responsibility:  
Liability, litigation and law reform (November 2019), 
Friedrich-Ebert-Stiftung (ed.) 

Mirka Fries/Andreas Schüller
“Sozialadäquates Verhalten. Die juristische 
Aufarbeitung der Colonia Dignidad ist ein 
besonders unrühmliches Kapitel der deutschen 
Justizgeschichte” (March 2019), Freispruch

Carsten Gericke/Vera Wriedt
“(Un-)Recht an der Grenze: Menschenrechtliche 
Interventionen gegen Push-Backs”  
(June 2019), 118/119 Bürgerrechte & Polizei/CILIP

Judith Hackmack
“Die verdrängten Erinnerungen. Zur politischen und 
rechtlichen Aufarbeitung der deutschen 
Kolonialverbrechen an den Ovaherero und Nama im 
heutigen Namibia” (June 2019), 188 Südlink 26–27

Hanaa Hakiki/Vera Wriedt
“Op-ed: The rights of minors—UN condemns Spain’s 
push-backs and demands legal amendments” (March 
2019), European Council on Refugees and Exiles (ed.) 

Patrick Kroker
“Die völkerrechtliche Aufarbeitung des Syrien-
Konflikts” Deutsche Gesellschaft für die Vereinten 
Nationen (ed.), 3/2019 Vereinte Nationen 105

Miriam Saage-Maaß/Claire Tixeire
“Kriegsökonomien und die Verwicklung  
transnationaler Unternehmen in Völkerstraftaten— 
Der Fall Lafarge/Syrien” 1/2019 Kritische Justiz

Christian Schliemann/ 
Carolijn Terwindt

“Editorial: Agribusiness and accountability”  
(June 2019), Business and Human Rights Journal

Carolijn Terwindt/Tara van Ho
“Assessing the duty of care for social auditors”  
2/19 European Review of Private Law 379

Matija Vlatković/ 
Corinna Ujkašević

“An den Grenzen des (Un)Rechts: Push-Backs  
an den Außengrenzen der EU” (February 2019),  
123 Antifaschistisches Infoblatt 

BOOK CONTRIBUTIONS

Wolfgang Kaleck
“Bombardierung von Varvarin,” in G Senft (ed.),  
Target: Die Brücke von Varvarin (2019)

Wolfgang Kaleck
“Mit Recht gegen die Macht,” in A Graser/ 
C Helmrich (eds.), Strategic Litigation:  
Begriff und Praxis (2019), 21

Wolfgang Kaleck
“Der juristische Kampf für die Durchsetzung des 
absoluten Folterverbotes. Universelle Jurisdiktion 
als wirkungsvolle Alternative,” in Menschenrechten 
Gestalt und Wirksamkeit verleihen. Making Human 
Rights Work. Festschrift für Manfred Nowak und 
Hannes Tretter (2019), 387

Wolfgang Kaleck
“RAV goes international. Von Prozessbeobachtungen 
und Europäischen Anwältinnen und Anwälten,”  
in V Eick/J Arnold (eds.), 40 Jahre RAV. Im Kampf 
um die freie Advokatur und um ein demokratisches  
Recht (2019), 22

Arite Keller/Karina Theurer
“Menschenrechte mit juristischen Mitteln durchsetzen: 
Die Arbeit des ECCHR,” in A Graser/C Helmrich (eds.), 
Strategic Litigation: Begriff und Praxis (2019), 53

Miriam Saage-Maaß
“Menschenrechte mit rechtlichen Mitteln 
durchsetzen: Jurist*innen in NGOs,” Beck’scher 
Studienführer Jura (2019/2020), 51

Andreas Schüller/Kalika Mehta/ 
Raquel Saavedra 

“Extraterritorial Prosecutions and Transitional Justice: 
Seeking Criminal Justice in and outside Sri Lanka,”  
in I Lassée (ed.), Sri Lanka’s Time to Try: Prosecuting 
Conflict-Related Abuses (2019), 106

BLOG POSTS

Wolfgang Kaleck
“Seizing opportunities and broad strategy both essential 
in human rights litigation”

“En el litigio de derechos humanos, es esencial tanto 
aprovechar las oportunidades como adoptar una 
estrategia amplia” 

“Im juristischen Kampf um Menschenrechte muss man 
alle Gelegenheiten nutzen und eine breit angelegte 
Strategie entwickeln,” Open Global Rights,

26 February 2019

Wolfgang Kaleck
“Strategic litigation for human rights in an age  
of illiberal democracy and authoritarianism,”  
Hertie School of Governance, 13 June 2019
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Linde Bryk
“A supply chain of complicity: Labour exploitation  
in Qatar and migrant workers’ access to justice,” 
Business and Human Rights Resource Centre,  
February 2019

Mirka Fries/Andrés López Cabello/ 
Santiago Sánchez

“Monsanto’s legal strategy in Argentina  
from a human rights perspective,”  
Business and Human Rights Journal, 10 July 2019

Judith Hackmack
“Colonial repercussions in Germany  
and Namibia,” Völkerrechtsblog, 11 November 2019

Alexandra Lily Kather/ 
Vandita Khanna/Silvia Rojas Castro
“The time is urgent while the discrimination continues: 
CEDAW as the last avenue of justice for the Malaya 
Lolas?” OpinioJuris, 26 November 2019

Alexandra Lily Kather/Anne Schroeter
“Co-opting universal jurisdiction? A gendered  
critique of the prosecutorial strategy of the German 
Federal Public Prosecutor in Response to the return 
of female ISIL members: Part I + II,” OpinioJuris,  
7/8 March 2019

Patrick Kroker/ 
Cristian González Cabrera 

“A Congo war crimes decision: What it means 
for universal jurisdiction litigation in Germany 
and beyond,” Just Security, 11 January 2019

Fiona Nelson/Thomas Obel Hansen
“Liability of an assisting army for detainee  
abuse by local forces: The Danish High  
Court Judgment in Green Desert,” EJIL: Talk!, 
24 January 2019

Miriam Saage-Maaß
“Jabir et al. v. KiK: Do EU companies have an 
extraterritorial duty towards suppliers in global 
production chains?” Cambridge Core Blog, 
3 May 2019

Christian Schliemann/Lisa Kadel 
“Gabriel Resources v. Romania: Local 
residents as third parties in investor-state dispute  
settlement?” Oxford Human Rights Hub, 
19 April 2019

Carolijn Terwindt
“Social audits are not human rights  
due diligence,” Institut für Sozialanthropologie  
der Universität Bern, July 2019

Carolijn Terwindt/Gisela Burckhardt
“Social audits in the textile industry:  
How to control the controllers?,” Business  
and Human Rights Resource Centre, 
February 2019

Karina Theurer
“Racist repercussions and transgenerational  
exclusion,” Völkerrechtsblog, 
18 November 2019

Claire Tixeire
“Will Lafarge be held accountable for  
alleged links to human rights abuses in Syria?,”  
Business and Human Rights Resource Centre, 
11 December 2019

Vera Wriedt
“Push-backs rejected: DD v. Spain and the  
rights of minors at EU borders,”  
EU Immigration and Asylum Law and Policy, 
29 April 2019

Armed drones at Sigonella:  
Legal issues and tensions between 
right to life protection, transparency 
obligations and military strategy
Francesco Basile (Università degli Studi di Catania), 
Agatino Cariola (Università degli Studi di Catania), 
Gianluca di Feo (La Repubblica), Jennifer Gibson 
(Drones and Kill List Project), Giovanni Grasso 
(Università degli Studi di Catania), Oliver Imhof 
(Airwars), Lisa Ling (whistleblower), Anna Maria 
Maugeri (Università degli Studi di Catania), Diego 
Mauri (Università degli Studi di Firenze), Antonio 
Mazzeo (journalist), Giuseppe Provenza (Amnesty 
International), Andrea Saccucci (Università Cattolica 
del Sacro Cuore), Melissa Salyk-Virk (International 
Security Program), Elham Saudi (Lawyers for 
Justice in Libya), Francesco Vignarca (Rete Italiana 
Disarmo), Andreas Schüller and Chantal Meloni 
(both ECCHR), et al. 
CATANIA, ITALY, 11 JANUARY 2019

BLACKBOX: Folter in Syrien—
Deutschlands Beitrag zur Gerechtigkeit
TB (torture survivor), Alexander Kerlin  
(Schauspiel Dortmund) and Patrick Kroker (ECCHR) 
DORTMUND, GERMANY, 13 JANUARY 2019

Five years after the deadly push-backs  
in Ceuta: Spanish-Moroccan  
border policies today
Paola Arenas Gómez (Emergencia Frontera Sur), 
Omar Naji (Association Marocaine des Droits  
Humains), Maurice Stierl (University of Warwick) 
and Hanaa Hakiki (ECCHR)
BERLIN, GERMANY, 4 FEBRUARY 2019

Law versus Power—Book launch
Nadja Vancauwenberghe (Exberliner)  
and Wolfgang Kaleck (ECCHR)
BERLIN, GERMANY, 6 FEBRUARY 2019

Accountability for torture in  
Syria—Sweden’s role in the struggle  
against impunity 
Mansour al-Omari (journalist and torture survivor), 
Anwar al-Bunni (Syrian Center for Legal Studies 
and Research), Mazen Darwish (Syrian Center for 
Media and Freedom of Expression), Lotte Leicht 
(Human Rights Watch), Catherine Marchi-Uhel 
(International, Impartial and Independent Mechanism), 
Inger Österdahl (Uppsala universitet), John Stauffer 
(Civil Rights Defenders), Antonia Klein and Patrick 
Kroker (both ECCHR)
STOCKHOLM, SWEDEN, 20 FEBRUARY 2019

Germany’s involvement in the  
anti-IS coalition: The airstrike on 
Al-Badhiya IDP shelter in Syria
Fadel Abdul Ghany (Syrian Network for Human Rights), 
Maike Awater (Airwars), Robert Frau (Universität 
Potsdam), Delina Goxho (Open Society Foundations), 
Nadim Houry (Human Rights Watch), James Rodehaver 
(UN Commission of Inquiry on Syria) and Andreas 
Schüller (ECCHR)
BERLIN, GERMANY, 20 MARCH 2019

Namibia: A Week of Justice
SWAKOPMUND/WINDHOEK, NAMIBIA, 25–30 MARCH 2019

Symposium—Colonial Injustice:  
Addressing Past Wrongs
Martha Akawa (University of Namibia), Joachim 
Bernauer (Goethe-Institut), Matthias Goldmann 
(Goethe-Universität Frankfurt), Thomas R. Henschel 
(mediator), Werner Hillebrecht (former head of the 
National Archives of Namibia), Isabel Katjavivi (artist), 
Vepuka Kauari (Association of the Ovaherero/
Ovambanderu Genocide in the USA), Sima Luipert 
(Nama Traditional Leaders Association), Bonita 
Meyersfeld (Witwatersrand University), Makau Mutua 
(University of Buffalo), John Nakuta and Ellen Ndeshi 
Namhila (both University of Namibia), Vasuki 
Nesiah (New York University), Nontobeko Ntombela 
(Witwatersrand University), Johannes Odenthal 
(Akademie der Künste), Olga Sezneva (Universiteit 
van Amsterdam), Daniel Stoevesandt (Goethe-Institut), 
Erika von Wietersheim (journalist), Jürgen Zimmerer 
(Universität Hamburg), Wolfgang Kaleck 
(ECCHR), et al. 
WINDHOEK, NAMIBIA, 25 MARCH 2019
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Conference: International law  
in postcolonial contexts
Rupert Hambira (reverend), Ida Hoffmann (Nama 
Genocide Technical Committee), Lazarus Kairabeb 
(Nama Traditional Leaders Association), Michael 
Lockman (attorney), Sima Luipert (Nama Traditional 
Leaders Association), Esther Muinjangue (Ovaherero 
Genocide Foundation), Vasuki Nesiah (New York 
University), André du Pisani (University of Namibia), 
Bernadus Swartbooi (Namibian Landless People’s 
Movement), Winani Thebele (Botswana National 
Museum), Judith Hackmack and Wolfgang Kaleck 
(both ECCHR), et al. 
SWAKOPMUND, NAMIBIA, 27 MARCH 2019

Discussion: The genocide of the  
Ovaherero and Nama and the case  
for restorative justice 
Ida Hoffmann (Nama Genocide Technical Committee), 
Henning Melber (University of Pretoria), John 
Nakuta (University of Namibia), Vekuii Rukoro 
(paramount chief of the Ovaherero), Wolfgang Kaleck 
(ECCHR), et al. 
SWAKOPMUND, NAMIBIA, 29 MARCH 2019

Migrant working women*:  
Invisibilized labor and the struggle  
against capitalist violence
Sara Valenzuela Borken-Hagen, Doris Dede (Women 
in Exile), Jennifer Kamau (International Women 
Space) and Michaela Streibelt (ECCHR alumna)
BERLIN, GERMANY, 18 MAY 2019 

MANIPULAÇÕES by Rafael Pagatini
Renata Campos Motta (Freie Universität Berlin), 
Rafael Pagatini (artist) and Wolfgang Kaleck (ECCHR)
BERLIN, GERMANY, 18 MAY 2019

International summer course:  
Human rights law in context
Markus Krajewski (Universität Erlangen-Nürnberg), 
Michael Windfuhr (Deutsches Institut für 
Menschenrechte), Linde Bryk, Miriam Saage-Maaß 
and Carolijn Terwindt (all ECCHR), et al. 
NUREMBERG, GERMANY, 22 JULY 2019

Tackling impunity as a transnational  
issue: Insights from Syria, Turkey,  
Chechnya and Sri Lanka
Bhavani Fonseka (Centre for Policy Alternatives), 
Özlem Kaya (Hafiza Merkezi), Veronika Lapina 
(Russian LGBT Network), Ameenah Sawan (The Syria 
Campaign) and Yaroslavna Sychenkova (ECCHR)
BERLIN, GERMANY, 17 SEPTEMBER 2019

Film screening and discussion: 
82 Names: Syria, Please Don’t Forget Us
Klaus Mueller (United States Holocaust 
Memorial Museum) and Patrick Kroker (ECCHR)
BERLIN, GERMANY, 23 SEPTEMBER 2019

Fighting double standards before the ICC: 
Torture by UK forces in Iraq
Andrew Cayley (Director of UK Service Prosecutions), 
Carla Ferstman (University of Essex), Nadim Houry 
(Arab Reform Initiative), William Schabas (Middlesex 
University), Rupert Skilbeck (Redress), Elizabeth 
Stubbins Bates (University of Oxford) and Wolfgang 
Kaleck (ECCHR)
THE HAGUE, NETHERLANDS, 1 OCTOBER 2019

Deadly dam collapse in Brazil:  
Are German companies responsible?
Johannes Heeg (Initiative Lieferkettengesetz), 
Carolina de Moura Campos (activist), Marcela Nayara 
Rodrigues (relative), Armin Paasch (MISEREOR) 
and Claudia Müller-Hoff (ECCHR)
BERLIN, GERMANY, 22 OCTOBER 2019

State Business by Mari Bastashevski
BERLIN, GERMANY, 4 NOVEMBER 2019

Accountability for torture in  
Syria—Norway’s role in the struggle  
against impunity
Une Bastholm (politician), Anwar al-Bunni (Syrian 
Center for Legal Studies and Research), Gunnar 
Ekeløve-Slydal (Norwegian Helsinki Committee), 
Sofie A. E. Høgestøl (Universitetet i Oslo), Michelle 
Jarvis (International, Impartial and Independent 
Mechanism), Ibrahim al-Kasem (Caesar Files Group), 
Almoutassim al-Kilani (Syrian Center for Media 
and Freedom of Expression), Lotte Leicht (Human 
Rights Watch) and Patrick Kroker (ECCHR)
OSLO, NORWAY, 12 NOVEMBER 2019

A business and human rights approach 
to arms exports: Responsibilities 
and accountability
Patrick Wilcken (Amnesty International),  
Tara van Ho (University of Essex) and Christian 
Schliemann (ECCHR)
GENEVA, SWITZERLAND, 27 NOVEMBER 2019

Colonial Repercussions V:  
The Namibian Case
Joshua Castellino (Minority Rights Group), Ida 
Hoffmann (Nama Genocide Technical Committee), 
Isabel Katjavivi (artist), John Nakuta (University 
of Namibia), Johannes Odenthal (Akademie der 
Künste), Wolfgang Kaleck (ECCHR), et al. 
BERLIN, GERMANY, 29 NOVEMBER 2019

Made in Europe, bombed in Yemen:  
How the ICC could tackle the responsibility 
of arms exporters and government officials
Radhya al-Mutawakel (Mwatana for Human Rights), 
Jordi Calvo Rufanges (Centre Delàs), Sam Perlo 
Freemann (Campaign Against Arms Trade), Francesco 
Vignarca (Rete Italiana per il Disarmo), Patrick 
Wilcken (Amnesty International), Linde Bryk and 
Miriam Saage-Maaß (both ECCHR)
THE HAGUE, NETHERLANDS, 12 DECEMBER 2019
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“ERIK PRINCE/FRONTIER SERVICE GROUP, VIEW FROM THE OFFICE,” 
HONG KONG, 2016
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  COUNCIL, ADVISORY  
BOARD, TEAM

COUNCIL

Lotte Leicht
EU director, Human Rights Watch, Brussels

Dieter Hummel
Lawyer, chair, Vereinigung Demokratischer  
Juristinnen und Juristen, Berlin 

Tobias Singelnstein
Professor of criminal law and criminal procedural law, 
Ruhr-Universität Bochum, Bochum

EMERITUS ADVISORY BOARD 

Theo van Boven
Professor emeritus of international law, Maastricht 
University, former UN Special Rapporteur on Torture, 
Maastricht (since February 2020)

Peter Weiss
Former vice president, Center for Constitutional Rights, 
New York (since February 2020)

ADVISORY BOARD

Alejandra Ancheita
Staff attorney and board member, ProDESC,  
Mexico City

Markus N. Beeko
Secretary general, Amnesty International  
Deutschland, Berlin

Reed Brody
Lawyer, Human Rights Watch, New York

Andrea Bührmann
Professor of the sociology of diversity and  
director of the Diversity Research Institute,  
Universität Göttingen, Göttingen

Colin Gonsalves
Lawyer and founding director,  
Human Rights Law Network, New Delhi

Florian Jeßberger
Professor of criminal law and international  
criminal law, Universität Hamburg, Hamburg

Manfred Nowak
Professor of international law, Universität Wien,  
former UN Special Rapporteur on Torture, Vienna

Jennifer Robinson
Lawyer, London

Annemie Schaus
Professor of international and public law,  
Université libre de Bruxelles, Brussels

Ole von Uexkull
Chief executive manager, Right Livelihood Award 
Foundation, Stockholm

STAFF 

Wolfgang Kaleck
General secretary

Miriam Saage-Maaß
Vice legal director/Business and Human Rights

Andreas Schüller
International Crimes and Accountability

Karina Theurer
Institute for Legal Intervention

Marie Badarne
Institute for Legal Intervention

Corey Barber
Media and Communications  
(consultant, since July 2019)

Anabel Bermejo
Media and Communications

Linde Bryk
Business and Human Rights

Rieke Ernst
Assistant to the general secretary/ 
Institute for Legal Intervention 

Mirka Fries
International Crimes and Accountability  
(Bertha justice fellow)

Carsten Gericke
Migration (consultant)

Judith Hackmack
Business and Human Rights/ 
Institute for Legal Intervention

Hanaa Hakiki
Migration 

Sönke Hilbrans
International Crimes and Accountability/ 
Business and Human Rights

Alexandra Lily Kather
International Crimes and Accountability

Arite Keller
Institute for Legal Intervention/ 
Media and Communications

Antonia Klein
International Crimes and Accountability  
(Bertha justice fellow, since September 2019)

Albert Koncsek
Operations manager

Patrick Kroker
International Crimes and Accountability

Chantal Meloni
International Crimes and Accountability (consultant)

Cannelle Lavite
Business and Human Rights (Bertha justice fellow)

Claudia Müller-Hoff
Business and Human Rights

Hannah Müssemann
General Operations (since June 2019)

Fiona Nelson
International Crimes and Accountability/ 
Media and Communications (until August 2019)

Anna Ramskogler-Witt
Fundraising and Partnerships

Simon Rau
International Crimes and Accountability  
(Bertha justice fellow, † 25 June 2019)

Christian Schliemann-Radbruch
Business and Human Rights

Yaroslavna Sychenkova
International Crimes and Accountability

Carolijn Terwindt
Business and Human Rights (until August 2019)
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CRITICAL LEGAL TRAINING 
PARTICIPANTS
In 2019, Critical Legal Training participants came 
from 24 countries: Armenia, Brazil, Canada, Colombia, 
Croatia, France, Germany, Guatemala, India, Iraq, 
Italy, Kyrgyzstan, Namibia, Netherlands, Nigeria, 
Pakistan, Philippines, Russia, Saudi Arabia, Spain, 
Switzerland, Syria, US and Yemen.

2019 legal trainees
Hripsime Asatryan, Rosa Beets, Natalia Benedetti, 
Chiara Casser, Isabel Daum, Laura Duarte Reyes, 
Iuliia Emtseva, Paula Ethans, Kristina Fried, Yannis 
Haug-Yurgan, Mira Hoffmann, Reham Jambi, Lisa 
Kadel, Magdalena Kaffai, Mariana Karkoutly, Vandita 
Khanna, Ha Mi Le, Maureen Macoun, Giulia Marini, 
Jennifer Meißner, Monalisa, Gianluana Montrone, 
Gabriel Noll, Zeyneb Nuri Hamid, Friederike 
Pöschl, Hanna Rajbenbach, Adam Ray, Daisy Ribeiro, 
Delphine Rodrik, Silvia Rojas Castro, Carlotta 
Rossato, Giuseppe Sambataro, Philipp Schönberger, 
Osama Shahid, Simon Simanovski, Martina 
Travaglini, Corinna Ujkašević, Índigo Uriz Martinez, 
Maximilian Waßmuth

Media and Communications
Klara Funke, Hannah Kleinen,  
Lennart Mühlenmeier, Paul Pörksen

Bertha justice fellows
Mirka Fries, Antonia Klein, Cannelle Lavite, 
Simon Rau, Matija Vlatković, Vera Wriedt

Bertha Global Exchange Fellows
Gil Anthony Aquino (CenterLaw, Philippines), Ali 
Jameel (Mwatana for Human Rights, Yemen), Isha 
Khandelwal (India), Veronika Lapina (Sphere LGBT 
Network, Russia), Paul Thomas (Nama Genocide 
Technical Committee, Namibia)

Internships, exchanges and research fellowships 
were generously sponsored by: Bertha Foundation; 
Bonavero Institute Student Fellowship, University 
of Oxford; Bundeskanzler-Stipendium; Chayes 
International Public Service Fellowship, Harvard Law 
School; Erasmus+; International Law and Human 
Rights Fellowship, New York University; Kreuzberger 
Kinderstiftung; Mercator Kolleg; Robert L. Bernstein 
Fellowship, Yale Law School

COOPERATION  
WITH UNIVERSITIES
In 2019, we continued to work with: Bonavero Institute 
for Human Rights, University of Oxford, UK; Boston 
University School of Law, US; Center for Human Rights 
and Global Justice, New York University, US; FU Law 
Clinic, Freie Universität Berlin, Germany; Law Clinic 
Grund- und Menschenrechte, Humboldt-Universität zu 
Berlin, Germany; Faculty of Law, Università degli 
Studi di Milano, Italy

Claire Tixeire
Institute for Legal Intervention/ 
Business and Human Rights

Michelle Trimborn
Media and Communications/ 
Institute for Legal Intervention

Matija Vlatković
Migration (Bertha justice fellow,  
since September 2019)

Vera Wriedt
Migration (Bertha justice fellow)

RESEARCH FELLOWS

Ibrahim al-Kasem
International Crimes and Accountability 

Catherine Austin
International Crimes and Accountability

Cristian González Cabrera
International Crimes and Accountability

Britta Redwood
International Crimes and Accountability

Joumana Seif
International Crimes and Accountability

PROJECT STAFF

Michael Bader
Business and Human Rights

Natalia Benedetti
International Crimes and Accountability

Jorge Locane
Institute for Legal Intervention

Giulia Marini
Migration

Sechie Philip
Business and Human Rights

Anne Schroeter
International Crimes and Accountability

Talita Uinuses
Institute for Legal Intervention

Leona Vehring
International Crimes and Accountability

Juliana Wimmer
Business and Human Rights
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 PARTNER LAWYERS

Ernesto Belisario
Administrative law 
Studio E-Lex Belisario Scorza Riccio & Partners
ROME, ITALY

Stefano Bertone
Liability law 
Ambrosio & Commodo
TURIN, ITALY

Marco Bona
Liability law 
Studio Legale MB.O 
TURIN, ITALY

Berenice Böhlo
Asylum and migration law
BERLIN, GERMANY

Marcel Bosonnet
Bosonnet and Wick
ZURICH, SWITZERLAND

William Bourdon and Apolline Cagnat
Cabinet Bourdon & Associés
PARIS, FRANCE

Gonzalo Boye and Isabel Elbal
Criminal and human rights law 
Boye-Elbal & Asociados
MADRID, SPAIN

Francesca Cancellaro
Criminal law  
Studio Legale Gamberini  
Associazione Professionale
BOLOGNA, ITALY

Bernhard Docke 
Criminal law 
Hannover und Partner
BREMEN, GERMANY

Jenny Fleischer
Asylum and migration law
BERLIN, GERMANY

Halvard Helle and Vidar Strømme
Schjødt
OSLO, NORWAY

Göran Hjalmarsson 
Advokafirman Guide AB
STOCKHOLM, SWEDEN

Remo Klinger
Administrative, environmental and planning law 
Geulen & Klinger Rechtsanwälte
BERLIN, GERMANY

Matthias Lehnert
Asylum and migration law 
Jentsch Rechtsanwälte
BERLIN, GERMANY

Nadja Lorenz
Asylum and criminal law
VIENNA, AUSTRIA

Christophe Marchand and  
Crépine Uwaschema
Criminal and international criminal law  
Jus Cogens 
BRUSSELS, BELGIUM

Carsten Momsen
Criminal law 
Freie Universität Berlin
BERLIN, GERMANY

Cecilie Nakstad
Criminal law 
Matrix Advokater
OSLO, NORWAY

Franziska Nedelmann
Asylum and migration law
BERLIN, GERMANY

Karim Popal
Criminal and international civil law  
Anwaltskanzlei Popal
BREMEN, GERMANY

Sebastian Scharmer,  
Henriette Scharnhorst and Peer Stolle
Criminal law 
dka Rechtsanwälte|Fachanwälte
BERLIN, GERMANY

Petra Schlagenhauf
BERLIN, GERMANY

Faisal Siddiqi
Public interest litigation
KARACHI, PAKISTAN

Babette Tondorf
Asylum and migration law 
Kanzlei Menschen und Rechte
HAMBURG, GERMANY

Rodolfo Yanzón
Criminal law
BUENOS AIRES, ARGENTINA
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ECCHR IS A MEMBER OF 
Bertha Justice Initiative Network, London, UK; Koalition gegen Straflosigkeit. Wahrheit und 
Gerechtigkeit für die deutschen Verschwundenen in Argentinien, Nürnberg/Berlin, Germany; 
CorA—Netzwerk für Unternehmensverantwortung, Berlin, Germany; European Coalition 
for Corporate Justice, Brussels, Belgium; Forum Menschenrechte, Berlin Germany; OECD 
Watch, Amsterdam, Netherlands; Allianz Rechtssicherheit für politische Willensbildung, 
Lübeck, Germany; Initiative Lieferkettengesetz, Berlin, Germany; and has consultative status 
at the United Nations Economic and Social Council.

DONORS
We are very grateful to all individuals and organizations who generously support ECCHR. 
Thanks to their donations, ECCHR is able to use legal means to defend human rights, and to 
act independently and operate effectively. We receive funds from various sources, including 
private, political and religious foundations, individuals, as well as publications, events and other 
activities. Some supporters wish to remain anonymous, and we respect this wish. ECCHR 
does not accept donations from sources that could foreseeably interfere with our independence 
or undermine our integrity. ECCHR also does not accept donations from sources that work 
with organizations or countries that violate human rights. 

  NETWORKS 
AND DONORS

 FINANCES

INDIVIDUAL PROJECTS WERE MADE POSSIBLE BY

WE WOULD LIKE TO EXTEND SPECIAL THANKS  
FOR THE GENEROUS SUPPORT TO

2019 REVENUE
Core funding € 552,949.25 
Project funding € 1,637,694.26 
Private donations € 51,510.59 
Grants (earmarked for 2019) € 800,667.33 
Other € 28,956.18 
Interest € 14.12

TOTAL € 3,071,791.73

PRIVATE DONATIONS

GRANTS

CORE FUNDING

PROJECT FUNDING

OTHER

2019 EXPENSES
Personnel (core staff) € 1,436,907.56 
Personnel (Critical Legal Training scholarships, project-based contracts) € 219,871.06 
External services € 319,067.36 
Rent, office and external communication  € 500,538.11 
Programs, projects, events, travel  € 387,616.57 
Office move and renovation € 123,986.71 
Administration  € 97,906.46 
Depreciation  € 9,062.40 
Interest € 7.76

TOTAL € 3,094,963.99

NET LOSS - € 23,172.26
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PROGRAMMBEREICH

Mari Bastashevski 
State Business

State Business combines 
media and social theories with 
investigative research in 
order to explore the relation-
ship between the state, com-
panies and media, which not 
only sustain crises as the 
status quo, but produce new 
territories of sovereignty 
and aggressive mutation of 
warfare and forms of para-
noia for the algorithmic age. 
Ultimately, the work questions 
whether a non-participatory 
representation of conflict 
is at all possible in the current 
media regime, and if so, 
what kind of image of war 
will be resistant to any form 
of auto-image consumption 
when disjointed from its 
broader context.

Throughout this work, I relied 
on photography as both a 
point in the trajectory of each 
chapter and a performative 
element, allowing the artist 
to enter the protected 
spaces. Once there—at a 
press conference, a security 
desk, a barbed wire fence— 
I often faced summary 
rejection. But whenever that 
happened, I asked the subjects 
I wished to photograph how 
far the rejection stretched, 
allowing them then to deline-
ate their own perimeter of 
power: at the front door? From 
the street? The distance they 
established was revealed 
in the exhibitions of this work.

Ironically, this makes the 
process behind the photo-
graphs in State Business 
non-photographic. The 
ubiquitous surfaces of power 
are banal and innocuous, 
but they are many degrees 
removed from the conflicts 
orchestrated inside them 
and, once identified, are 
sum marily protected from 
an artist by red tape. Locating 
and entering these spheres 
required filing Freedom of 
Information Act (FOIA) 
requests, extensive data and 
field research, and corre-
spondence with various 
experts in multiple fields. The 
activity aimed at creating 
a situation in which an artist 
can find herself face to face 
with the subjects of power 
is traditionally protected from 
civilian inquiry. The obses-
sive inquiry in this case 
was not driven by a journa-
listic impulse for an exclu-
sive insight into a previously 
unknown truth, but by 
a≈necessity to devise new 
methods by which we can 
understand, hack and gener-
ate cracks in the culture of 
uninterrupted and automated 
production of war.  

This research was broken into 
eight interconnected cases 
and a conclusion that presents 
ideas for the future. In each 
of the chapters, I attempt to 
reconstruct a conflict 

narrative by tracing the 
trajectory of a specific trans-
action that I would argue 
eventually resulted in very 
real casualties without a 
culprit. Each chapter unpacks 
the connections between 
the actors in a manner that 
cuts through all established 
notions of the “other” as 
an enemy, arguing that the 

“other” is always engineered 
and artificially manu-
factured in service of the 
conflict economy.

MARI BASTASHEVSKI IS A 
VISUAL ARTIST, WRITER AND 
RESEARCHER. 

PARTS OF HER SERIES STATE 
BUSINESS WERE EXHIBITED 
AT ECCHR FROM 4 NOVEMBER 
TO 1 DECEMBER 2019, AS PART 
OF ECCHR’S COLLABORATION 
WITH MAGNUM FOUNDATION 
(SEE P. 44). 

THANK YOU, MARI BASTA-
SHEVSKI, FOR GENEROUSLY 
ALLOWING US TO REPRINT 
YOUR WORK IN THIS ANNUAL 
REPORT. 

MARI BASTASHEVSKI 
“TRANSACTION, DEDEMAN SILK ROAD RADISSON BLU,” TASHKENT, UZBEKISTAN, 2014 
AND “INTERVIEW,” TEL AVIV, ISRAEL, 2014
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We would like to express our sincere gratitude to all those who support 
and promote our work. It is thanks to your valuable contributions—your 
knowledge, friendship, support and donations—that we can work to 
enforce human rights through legal means worldwide.

Donations and grants allow us to remain financially and politically 
independent. With your donation, you support the fight for a just 
world free from torture, oppression and exploitation.

THANK YOU!

IF YOU FIND ECCHR’S WORK VALUABLE,  
PLEASE SUPPORT US WITH A DONATION. 

ECCHR.EU/DONATE 

ACCOUNT HOLDER ECCHR 
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