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SUMMARY: ... This short essay is adapted from introductory comments delivered at the Second Annual 
Law Professors' Colloquium, held in Miami, Florida in conjunction with the Hispanic Bar Association's 
Annual Meeting. ...  LatCrit and international human rights norms are indispensable to the articulation of a 
cohesive, holistic Pdigm that effectively can develop, expand and transform the content and meaning of a 
rights construct.  

 [*223]  I. INTRODUCTION 

This short essay is adapted from introductory comments delivered at the Second Annual Law Professors' 
Colloquium, held  [*224]  in Miami, Florida in conjunction with the Hispanic Bar Association's Annual 
Meeting. The Colloquium, "International Law, Human Rights, and LatCrit theory," focused on 
understanding how, why, and with what theoretical, political, and practical implications, the critical 
concerns of the LatCrit movement intersect with key issues of international law and human rights. 

To explore the relevance of human rights to LatCrit theory, this Colloquium is conveniently organized into 
three panels representing the three so-called generations of rights: civil and political rights (the first 
generation); social, economic, and cultural rights (the second generation); and solidarity or collective rights 
(the third generation). However, at best, it is naive to claim that clear distinctions as to the character and 
nature of rights exist so as to permit inflexible, clearly delineated, generational classifications. Rather, as 
human rights instruments recognize, all human rights are indivisible and interdependent   n1 --notions 
invaluable to the LatCrit discourse which were recently reiterated in the Vienna Declaration, the consensus 
document that emerged from the 1993 United Nations World Conference on Human Rights held in Vienna, 
Austria. The Vienna Declaration plainly states that "all human rights are universal, indivisible and inter-
dependent and interrelated."   n2 

To be sure, the rights of free expression, free association, and free exercise--quintessential examples of the 
civil and political rights of the first generation--are at best meaningless without the health, education, and 
social security rights--all of the second generation. Similarly, these health, education, and social security 
rights are illusory without the peace or environment to facilitate them. Moreover, trade union rights and 
property rights can be viewed as either (or both) civil and political or social and economic rights. 
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 [*225]  Attesting to the indivisibility and interdependence construct, the European system   n3 considers 
the right to education and cultural rights as part of the civil and political rights construct, but interestingly, 
they do not appear in the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR).   n4 Rather, they 
appear in the International Covenant on Economic, Social, and Cultural Rights (Economic Covenant).   n5 
Moreover, there are myriad significant documents in which the first, second, and third generation rights 
coexist, such as in the Children's Convention,   n6 the Women's Convention,   n7 the Convention on the 
Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination,   n8 and the African Charter.   n9 Thus, a human rights 
construct makes sense only with a holistic reading of rights that truly allows the enjoyment of the 
aspirational dignity that attaches to our status as human. 

Nonetheless, in order to organize presentations, this Colloquium uses the generational structure while 
concurrently debunking it. Every panel will, in some fashion, address all the "generations" of rights. For 
example, take immigration status--a much maligned status in the hallowed halls of Congress in the recent 
past. An appropriate question to ask, one of great importance and relevance to the LatCrit Pdigm, is 
whether, in light of international human rights norms, the United States as a sovereign  [*226]  enjoys the 
sovereign right to deny health, education, and welfare services/benefits to persons based upon their 
immigration status? And what insights can LatCrit offer in light of such dilemmas? 

This brief introduction to the first panel, which will focus on civil and political rights, has three aims. First, 
it will introduce the theme of this panel and present some preliminary considerations concerning the so-
called first generation of international human rights law. Second, this article will articulate the three 
questions the panelists were asked to keep in mind in the course of the prePtion of their remarks. Finally, 
this preface will introduce the panelists, preview the rights that they will each address, and suggest some 
themes that show the inter-connections between and inter-relatedness of the concerns of international 
human rights law and LatCrit theory. 

II. THE FRAMEWORK: INTERNATIONAL HUMAN RIGHTS LAW 

International human rights are those rights vital to an individual's existence; they are fundamental, 
inviolable, interdependent, indivisible, and inalienable rights. Simply put, they are predicates to life as 
human beings.   n10 Human rights are moral, social, religious, and political rights that concern respect and 
dignity associated with personhood and a human being's identity.   n11 

The origins of the concept of human rights, a relatively recent, modern concept, are based in religion, 
"natural law, [and] contemporary moral values."   n12 The foundation for human rights is the individual's 
status qua individual within the international community and the dignity and justice owed to persons based 
upon that status.   n13 

 [*227]  Justice and human dignity are concepts central to any conception of the rights of individuals. For 
example, the notion of social justice is inherent in the nondiscrimination norms. Similarly, human dignity 
elevates human rights to a universal level of inviolability in the public and private spheres. Consequently, 
there can be no challenge to the universal acceptance that, for example, genocide, race discrimination, and 
terrorism are wrong and universally condemned,   n14 regardless of whether the actors are states or private 
persons and regardless of the victims' nationality. 

In the beginning, individual human rights were not part of the international law Pdigm. Rather, the concern 
of international affairs was left exclusively to the state. Such notions notwithstanding, early writers 
recognized the importance of individuals to the Law of Nations because individuals are "the personal basis 
of every State" and, consequently, international law must "provide certain rules regarding individuals."   
n15 Individuals, however, were deemed to be objects, and not subjects, of the Law of Nations.   n16 

A. Historical Background of the Development of Civil and Political Rights 
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History traces the development of rules to deal with relationships between or among different peoples to 
the end of the Roman Empire at which time the emergence of independent and sePte states required the 
development of rules that guided sovereigns' interactions with one another.   n17 Thereafter, increased  
[*228]  trade, improvements in navigation, and the discovery of new lands accelerated the development of 
the new law of nations.   n18 The diversity of peoples and ideologies also required orderly processes for 
state-to-state communications and interchanges.   n19 

The emergence of human rights law is traced to "premodern natural law doctrines of Greek Stoicism."   n20 
Although later conceptions of natural law included theories of natural rights, early views emphasized duties 
of "man."   n21 Natural law philosophy also had religious foundations which posited that all human laws 
derive from, and are subordinate to, the law of God.   n22 Intrinsically  [*229]  contradictory to any notion 
of human rights was the recognition of the legitimacy of slavery and serfdom--concepts anathema to the 
notion of human rights, liberty, freedom, equality, and dignity that are at the heart of human rights as 
viewed today.   n23 

From the early days, the view of these rights of "man" as inalienable was reflected in the language in which 
they were couched. For example, Locke argued that "certain rights self-evidently pertain to individuals as 
human beings ... that chief among them are the rights to life, liberty (freedom from arbitrary rule), and 
property"   n24 and that individuals in civil society only ceded to states the right to enforce these natural 
rights, not the rights themselves. If the state does not safeguard the rights, it will give "rise to a right to 
responsible, popular revolution."   n25 

The shift from natural law to positivism signified that the focus of states' conduct would be on what states 
did in practice rather than what occurred based upon forces existing in nature.   n26 The value of the 
positivists' contributions to the development of human rights law lies in their recognition of the importance 
of organizing rules by established processes of the states. Its weakness, however, lies in the fact that the 
values promoted as human rights become wholly dependent upon the perspective of the governing elite.   
n27 Thus, under a positivist model, human dignity is what a state makes it. 

The reality is that the evolution of rights recognized both positive and natural law. Certainly, there was 
acceptance of a state's sovereignty over its own subjects; however, the suprasovereign nature of the 
inviolability of a human being was also recognized.  [*230]  As one writer plainly stated, "[if] a tyrant 
practices atrocities towards his subjects, which no just man can approve, the right of human social 
connection is not cut off in such case."   n28 

The contemporary conceptualization of human rights, such as the rights to life, liberty, and equality, 
remained unarticulated until the last decades of the eighteenth century when they emerged 
contemporaneously with the institutionalization of democratic forms of government.   n29 This was a time 
when political and social uprisings sought to identify and particularize those impermissible governmental 
intrusions into individuals' rights. Such movement is symbolized and embodied in the American 
Declaration of Independence   n30 and the French Declaration of Les Droits de l'Homme.   n31 These 
rights, however,  [*231]  emerged at a time when all women and all slaves were mere chattel--conditions 
anathema to the very rights being articulated, developed, and embraced. 

Early examples of express protection of individuals, predating even the democratic movements, include the 
seventeenth century negotiations by Catholic princes to ensure appropriate treatment of Catholics by 
Protestant princes and vice versa.   n32 These agreements were precursors of the late nineteenth and early 
twentieth century treaties concluded by states which protected the rights of certain classes, mostly minority 
groups (i.e., persons of a different race, religion, or language from the majority group) within a state   n33 
and which abolished slavery.   n34 These  [*232]  early manifestations of the importance of protecting 
minority groups even within a sovereign provide historical momentum, utility, and support to a LatCrit 
proposal that rights of Latinas/os in this country, citizens, and noncitizens alike, merit and warrant 
protection from state intrusion. 
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Those treaty obligations notwithstanding, in the early development of human rights law, states mainly 
observed their commitments in the breach. States considered such provisions as intrusions into their 
national sovereignty   n35 --the same arguments presently echoed in the current nativistic legislative and 
congressional trends to curve non-citizens' access to basic services such as health, education, social 
security, and welfare. But even then, in light of breaches of minority treaty provisions and prevailing statist 
principles, an early writer listed the following "rights of mankind" as guaranteed to all individuals in their 
state of nationality as well as by foreign sovereigns pursuant to the Law of Nations: "right of existence, the 
right to protection of honour, life, health, liberty, and property, the right of practising any religion one likes, 
the right of emigration and the like."   n36 

The truly revolutionary events in human rights development followed the Second World War after which 
emerged the unique acceptance of individuals in se, and not only states (even if on behalf of, or having an 
impact on, individuals), as primary actors in the global sphere, rendering individuals both objects and 
subjects of law and its enforcement.   n37 As a noted scholar has reported: [*233]  Before the Second 
World War, scholars and diplomats assumed that international law allowed each equal sovereign an equal 
right to be monstrous to his subjects. Summary execution, torture, conviction without due process (or any 
process, for that matter) were legally significant events only if the victim of such official eccentricities were 
the citizen of another state. In that case, international law treated him as the bearer not of personal rights 
but of rights belonging to his government, and ultimately to the state for which it temporarily spoke.   n38 

This modern view of human rights, placing the individual at the center, emerged in 1945 in the wake of the 
Nuremberg and Tokyo trials and the vivid awareness of the Nazi human rights atrocities.   n39 Nuremberg 
clearly established that rules of international law applied to individuals. In a now famous and oftquoted 
phrase, the Tribunal provided that "crimes against international law are committed by men, not by abstract 
entities and only by punishing individuals who commit such crimes can the provisions of international law 
be enforced."   n40 

With the signing of the United Nations Charter in 1945, international law structurally protected individuals 
qua individuals against all forms of injustice regardless of whether the abuse or injustice was committed by 
a foreign sovereign or the individuals' own state of nationality.   n41 As such, these rights are permanent 
and universal and are ingrained as a purpose of the United Nations Charter to "promote and encourage 
respect for human rights and for fundamental freedoms for all without  [*234]  distinction as to race, sex, 
language or religions ... ."   n42 Significantly, the universality of rights is founded in Western philosophy 
and thus open to attack for lacking Southern, Eastern, or African linkages. 

This philosophical schism gave rise to another noteworthy post-World War II event which is relevant to an 
international law and LatCrit analysis of rights: the polarization of the economic development of states.   
n43 Programs of aid that were envisioned without an understanding of the varying cultures and problems in 
various countries failed and led to schisms in theory and practice. Such gaps are evident today in efforts 
ranging from the Maquiladora projects to the United States' so-called immigration reform. 

More recently, post-Cold War discord and its attendant results of increased nationalism, ethnic strife, civil 
wars, and human rights abuses for which the community of nations was not prepared, have presented a 
grave challenge to the continued development of human rights law. These concerns are also evident today 
in the United States, not only in its national, but its international policies as well. 

Another document that creates human rights obligations that are pertinent to this Colloquium is the 
Universal Declaration of Human Rights (Universal Declaration).   n44 The Universal  [*235]  Declaration 
is significant and noteworthy because it is a comprehensive document that addresses, not only civil and 
political rights, but also economic, social, and cultural rights--a testament to the indivisibility and 
interdependence of rights.   n45 Included in the Universal Declaration's protections of civil and political 
rights are the prohibition of slavery, inhuman treatment, arbitrary arrest, and arbitrary interference with 
privacy, as well as a broad, nondiscrimination provision that mandates equality on the grounds of race, 
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color, sex, language, religion, political or other opinion, national or social origin, property, birth, or other 
status. In addition, the Universal Declaration provides for rights to a fair trial, to freedom of movement and 
residence, to political asylum, to have and change nationality, to marry, to own property, to freedom of 
belief and worship, to freedom of opinion and expression, to freedom of peaceful assembly and association, 
to free elections, and to equal opportunities for access to public positions. As to social, economic, and 
cultural rights, the Universal Declaration recognizes the rights to social security, full employment, fair 
working conditions, an adequate standard of living, education, and participation in the cultural life of the 
community.   n46 

B. Civil and Political Rights 

On December 16, 1966, the General Assembly adopted and opened for signature, ratification, and 
accession the ICCPR, the Optional Protocol to the ICCPR, and the Economic Covenant.   n47 The ICCPR 
is most pertinent to this panel because it, together with the Universal Declaration, is the document that 
articulates the civil and political rights of individuals. For example, the ICCPR's prohibition against the 
suspension of certain rights by the state, even in the event of public emergencies that threaten the life of the 
nation, reflects the notion of the inalienability of  [*236]  rights. Such rights include the right to life; 
freedom from torture or cruel, inhuman, or degrading treatment or punishment; freedom from slavery and 
servitude; nonapplicability of retroactive laws; right to recognition as a person before the law; and the right 
to freedom of thought, conscience, and religion.   n48 

Civil and political rights comprise the so-called first generation. Ironically, and aptly, called "the rights of 
Man," these rights were in their apogee starting in the eighteenth century when, among others, women had 
no rights. These rights are traced to the "bourgeois" revolutions, particularly the French and American 
Revolutions in the last quarter of the eighteenth century that gave rise to the Declarations which are viewed 
as the foundation of this group of rights.   n49 

Civil and political rights originally were conceived as negative rights, which meant freedom from 
governmental interference in the various realms. Rights that fall into this negative construct include the 
freedom of opinion, conscience, religion, expression, the press, assembly, movement, from arbitrary 
detention or arrest, interference with correspondence, and the right to property.   n50 However, such a 
conception of negative rights is exceedingly and misleadingly limiting as civil and political rights also 
include some rights that can be categorized as positive because they require some action by the state, such 
as the right to  [*237]  participate in free elections and the right to a fair trial. The nondiscrimination 
provision in the ICCPR, the UN Charter, and the Universal Declarations--prohibiting discrimination on the 
basis of race, gender, language, religion, culture, family, ethnicity, national origin, and social origin--make 
clear that all persons enjoy these rights. 

Notwithstanding the universality of civil and political rights, the development of these rights has been 
nationalized, politicized, and gendered. The notion of human rights that emerged, rather than being 
universal, was normative; the norm was the white, Anglo, Western, European, Judeo-Christian, educated, 
propertied, heterosexual, able-bodied male. The Western domination in the development and articulation of 
law has resulted in challenges to its validity, authenticity, and universality with the conception of 
universality frequently meeting with resistance from representatives of different cultures and ideologies.   
n51 Civil and political rights are meaningless to a population that cannot exercise them. Rights of this first 
generation have been criticized as being "meant for the majority of the working class and peoples of 
conquered lands, the right to be exploited and colonized. They were regarded as 'formal' freedoms that 
neglected the material realities of social conditions."   n52 

Today, world events following the fall of the Berlin Wall, the break-up of the Soviet Union, the virtual end 
of communism, and the destabilizing global consequences of these occurrences, including regional strife, 
ethnic and religious wars, genocide and ethnic cleansing, and a turn towards nativism, nationalism, and 
isolationism in politics, governance, and trade, indicate that global society is in a second revolutionary 
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stage, even from a traditionalist human rights perspective. This last decade of the twentieth century thus 
becomes but a beginning of a new era for human rights law. In such a context, this Colloquium can and will 
articulate the great expectations for years to follow--a vision of a great future for all persons in the world; 
where women and men of all races, religions, ethnicities, sexualities, abilities, classes, colors, and cultures 
can elect and be elected representatives of society; where cultures and people are protected, valued,  [*238]  
and heard; where poverty, malnutrition, and premature deaths are eliminated; where not only boys, but also 
girls are healthy, well-fed, cared-for, valued, and educated; and where Latinas/os (and all "others") form an 
integral part of the social construct and are significant participants in any existing social contract. 

III. THE QUESTIONS: CIVIL AND POLITICAL RIGHTS 

The Civil and Political Rights panel will explore whether LatCrit theory can further the theoretical and 
practical work of promoting civil and political rights in both the domestic and international arenas, 
particularly in light of the United States Supreme Court's recent constitutional jurisprudence effecting a 
dramatic contraction of certain individual rights in this country. The following questions were offered to 
the speakers to present a framework within which to explore this theme.1. Does a LatCrit theoretical 
perspective on identity politics, the multiplicity and intersectionality of Latina/o identities and cultural 
values as well as the convergences and divergences in our histories and discourses of assimilation, 
independence and revolution offer new perspectives on the traditional themes and concerns that have 
organized the legal and political struggle to promote the recognition and enforcement of human rights, 
broadly conceived? 

Significant themes raised by this inquiry include the theoretical and historic origins of the particular 
generation, here the first generation, of human rights. LatCrit can be instrumental in suggesting and 
proposing ways to conceptualize differences and commonalties in designing an agenda to promote the 
recognition and enforcement of human rights in domestic and international fora. For example, international 
human rights instruments expressly recognize the indivisibility, interdependence, and inviolability of rights. 
This Pdigm is well-suited to LatCrit analysis as it supports the multidimensional nature of Latinas/os' 
identities. Thus, international human rights norms' protection against discrimination on the basis of race, 
sex, color, culture, and language serves Latinas/os well because their identities are the combination of 
many of the protected characteristics,  [*239]  not the fragmentation of them as U.S. law would have it.   
n532. Does LatCrit theory offer new perspectives on the recent trend toward regional economic integration 
and the likely impact of such developments on the human rights of Latinas/os within the United States, at 
the borders, and within the Latin American states considering regional integration? 

This query insinuates that international human rights law provides a fulcrum from which to take a global 
perspective that encourages diversity of analysis rather than a parochial and nationalistic perspective that 
eschews others and insists on a preordained hierarchical normativity. What would happen, for example, if 
one were to focus on the border crossing issues from a Mexican worker's perspective instead of taking an 
irate Estado Unidense outlook? Rather than hear the cacophonous sounds of nativistic voices from this side 
of the border, which attempt to convince others that the so-called "illegal aliens" are stealing American jobs 
(jobs which in reality involve performing tasks no "American" worker wants to carry out), one might 
simply hear the voices of concerned mothers and fathers whose family values render them willing to risk 
their lives for the sake of making a living at a job that will enable them to feed, clothe, and educate their 
children--a task not possible in their country and a risk easily understood when one compares the U.S. $ 
4.00 per day wages earned in their countries working for U.S. companies to the U.S. $ 4.00 per hour wages 
earned by simply crossing the border.3. Does LatCrit theory have anything to say about the key debates 
over (a) the status of national sovereignty in international  [*240]  law, (b) the proper scope and limits of 
state intervention in civil society, and (c) the status of international human rights in regional agreements 
such as free trade agreements or procedural norms for the enforcement of international human rights? 
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LatCrit, and in particular the Latinas/os and Asian-American colleagues and coworkers, as well as other 
hyphenated "Americans," may have an especially valuable contribution to make because of our conflated 
North/South and East/West identities. To us, with our trans/international roots, origins, and families, and 
our multilingualism, national sovereignty takes a different form. We can all ask which part of a national 
identity or which of our nations a particular concern/policy triggers, since our claim to citizenship is not 
homo-national. With such multiplicity claims, again the indivisibility and interdependence Pdigm of 
international human rights norms is both constructive and instructive. For one, national origin and its 
indicia such as language are expressly protected classifications in the international sphere. For another, the 
very notion of sovereignty and citizenship gets confused when in border raids in the United States, both 
Mexican nationals and U.S. nationals of Mexican ancestry get rounded up and herded out--simply because 
of their physical traits--regardless of nationhood.   n54 

In addition, the notion of the individual in the global text is a concept broader than citizenship with 
protections of individuals based on their personhood,   n55 not their citizenship. Significantly, all states, not 
just the state of nationality, owe all peoples, not just their citizens, these international protections. Finally, 
the lesson from Nuremberg and its progeny is that state sovereignty cedes to human rights protections. 
Consequently, international human rights norms set the proper baseline scope and limits of state 
intervention in civil society as well as the threshold observance of such rights in any regional or 
international agreement. 

 [*241]  IV. HUMAN RIGHTS AND LATCRIT THEORY--THE FIRST GENERATION 

The indisputably suprasovereign nature of fundamental human rights offers LatCrit theory fertile ground on 
which to develop conceptions of law that will be of significance to the comunidad latina as well as to all 
other communities in our midst. For example, with sovereignty ceding to basic human rights principles, it 
follows logically that human rights norms can trump local law which derogates from such principles. 

Considering current issues of interest and activism, the immigration rights discourse provides a significant 
forum in which to apply the theory to practice. It is beyond question that a state has the sovereign right to 
enact immigration laws; however, human rights norms dictate that such a sovereign right is not unfettered. 
While immigration norms can be, and are, promulgated, such norms cannot derogate from fundamental 
human rights principles. If a state, hiding behind the sovereignty shield attempts to treat similarly situated 
folks differently based upon grounds proscribed by human rights norms, such as the broad 
nondiscrimination mandates that include language, national origin, and conditions of birth, international 
principles simply prohibit the state's conduct. These same nondiscrimination principles could be put to 
good use against the welfare law, beyond the immigration provisions. 

Last, but certainly not least, is the introduction of these exciting panelists who will, by their conversations, 
focus on some of the international human rights to which this introduction has alerted the readers. Elvia 
Arriola from the University of Texas is one of the leaders of "queer" theory, who has been doing some 
fantastic LatCrit work. Her presentation focuses on Immigration and Naturalization Service raids and the 
rights which are placed in jeopardy by such raids. As far as human rights go, this presentation raises issues 
of race, color, culture, and citizenship; the rights to life, liberty, security of the person, and human dignity; 
and the right to freedom of movement. 

The following presenter is Kevin Johnson who teaches at UC Davis and has studied, represented persons in 
cases dealing with, and has extensively written on immigration issues, particularly as they affect the 
Latina/o community. His panel discussion, entitled "Aliens and the U.S. Immigration Laws: The  [*242]  
Social and Legal Construction of Nonpersons scrutinizes how the construction of the alien has allowed 
these noncitizens to be afforded limited rights, to be mistreated, and to be abused--a timely topic in light of 
the recently signed pieces of legislation on welfare and immigration. Again, this theme raises the issues of 
global rights of others, in this instance, foreign others, outside the jurisdiction of their nationality. 
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Last is Enid Trucios-Haynes who teaches at the University of Louisville and has practiced, taught, and is 
writing up a storm in the area of immigration. She focuses on "Transnational Identities and the Implication 
for Global Advocacy Strategies and State Sovereignty." This presentation underscores the tension between, 
on the one hand, the individual rights of those who, because of immigration, language, ancestry, or family 
have identities with transnational reach rather than a single national identity, and, on the other hand, the 
sovereign states for which nationality is a crucial identifying factor for granting rights and taking 
responsibilities vis a vis the individual. 

All of these presentations weave a unified challenge to LatCrit theorists: the identification of that fine 
balance of what is a legitimate exercise of power by the state and what is the pretextual overbearance of 
state power to others/outsiders, particularly Latinas/os who often may be citizens by birth, but foreigned out 
of full citizenship by name, language, color, accent or appearance. How can we reconcile the deportation of 
citizens because they look like their brothers and sisters from south of the frontera with their birthright to 
be present and enjoy life in their country and dignity to which all persons are entitled, free from 
governmental obstruction and intrusion? How can we use the diversity of Latina/o panethnicity to make 
international human rights a reality in the life of the immigrant rather than aspirational paper rights that 
leave the immigrant at the margins of the discourse? How can we use that panethnic diverse experience to 
reconstruct the meaning of alien, after its deconstruction shows its pretextual, thinly veiled patina aimed at 
contracting basic human rights to disempower foreigners by rendering them aliens, something less than 
human? How can we use the experiences grounded in our multidimensionality, often including a 
transnational identity(ies) factor, to make the indivisibility and interdependence of that diversity central to 
the rights discourse?  [*243]  LatCrit offers the multifaceted experiences of numerous persons who travel 
many worlds because of their Latina/o-ness. This experience and the successes we can share because of our 
non-mainstream culture, color, ethnicity, and multilingualism while traveling within our estadounidense 
home is a real life complement to the theoretical human rights framework. The international Pdigm 
recognizing, indeed mandating, the recognition of a holistic rights construct--the indivisibility, inviolability, 
and interdependence of rights--is a reflection of the lives of Latinas/os whose multiple identities and 
multilingualism enable our world-travelling. 

And so what does LatCrit have to offer? It can serve to urge, promote, and insist upon a local to universal 
theoretical construct that eschews the single-trait, myopic approach of our system of laws in favor of a 
holistic one that promotes the indivisibility and interdependence of our identities. Rather than focus on our 
differences, let our multilingualism be at the center of the creation of a cohesive theory that insists upon our 
protections notwithstanding our differences. And, this is of Pmount importance to Latinas/os, as well as 
Asians and others: our panethnicity should be a source of strength rather than a pretext for surrender. We 
are the diverse peoples--we are tall and short; blond and brunette; blue-eyed and brown-eyed; we are 
India/o, mestiza/o, blanca/o, morena/o, triguena/o; men and women; lesbian, gay, and straight; Catholic, 
Protestant, Santera, and Jew; all levels of ability and education; all classes and religions; from all parts of 
the world, including all parts of the estados unidos, yes, nuestros United States as well. It is time to eschew 
the notions that our hyphenated entities are less than nonhyphenated ones. LatCrit and international human 
rights norms are indispensable to the articulation of a cohesive, holistic Pdigm that effectively can develop, 
expand and transform the content and meaning of a rights construct. 

 

 

FOOTNOTE-1:  

n1 Significantly, based on this notion of indivisibility and interdependence of rights, the United 
Nations General Assembly called upon the United Nations Commission on Human Rights to 
adopt a single convention on human rights. G.A. Res. 421 (V), U.N. GAOR, 5th Sess., U.N. 
Doc. A/1775 (1950). Because of disagreements as to the obligatory nature of social and 
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economic rights between industrialized and developing nations, the one contemplated covenant 
was fragmented into two documents--one addressing civil and political rights and the other 
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world would call upon the Powers to exercise intervention for the purpose of compelling such 
state to establish a legal order of things within its boundaries sufficient to guarantee to its 
citizens an existence more adequate to the ideas of modern civilisation.Id. 
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