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Human Rights Law in the State of Oregon1 
 
 

I. Sample Cases Citing or Referencing Human Rights Law 
 

a. State v. Aydiner, 228 Or. App. 282 (Or. Ct. App. 2009). Defendant Aydiner, a Turkish citizen, claimed 
that his sentence was invalid because the State had tricked him into returning to the U.S. after he left 
the country in violation of an extradition treaty with Turkey.  The appellate court disagreed, finding 
that the treaty did not prohibit the State from obtaining defendant's return to the U.S. through means 
outside of the extradition process. Moreover, the U.S. did not invoke the extradition treaty to obtain 
defendant's presence, and so no extradition treaty violation occurred.  
 

b. State v. Watters, 211 Or. App. 628 (2007). Father and son Native American members of the Nez Perce 
Tribe were charged with hunting out of season.  The defendants claimed that a 1855 treaty between 
the Nez Perce Tribe and the U.S. allowed them to do so.  The defendants also claimed that the State 
had no authority to interpret the meaning and intent of the treaty language.  The court disagreed, 
stating that “State courts, of course, have authority to interpret federal law, including treaties, in the 
course of adjudicating criminal cases under state law” and affirmed the conviction. 

 
c. State v. Sanchez-Llamas, 338 Or. 267 (2005).  A Mexican national got into a gunfight with Oregon 

police officers and was arrested.  He moved to suppress post-arrest statements, claiming that police 
violated his right to consular communication and notification as required under the Vienna 
Convention on Consular Relations, Article 36.  After a lengthy discussion about the applicability of 
treaties to state laws, the court interpreted the Vienna Convention, holding that Mr. Sanchez-Llamas 
had no individual right to protection enforceable by detained individuals in a judicial proceeding.  See 
also State v. Longo, 341 Or. 580 (2006) (“The obligations that Article 36 describes are enforceable only 
by the affected signatory states and not by individual detainees”).   

 
d. Humphers v. First Interstate Bank, 696 P.2d 527 (Or. 1984). The Supreme Court of Oregon considered 

whether the plaintiff had a claim for damages in alleging that her former physician revealed her 
identity to a daughter she had given up for adoption. The plaintiff argued that her former doctor’s 
disclosure of confidential information was an invasion of privacy and a breach of his contractual 
obligation to keep her identity secret. In considering the definition of privacy, the court looked to 
various law review articles, including an article that referred to the right to privacy in international 
human rights documents, and quoted the relevant provisions of the UDHR and the European 
Convention. 
 

e. Sterling v. Cupp, 625 P.2d 123 (Or. 1981).  This decision is cited by human rights advocates across the 
U.S. as an example of how a state court has used human rights law to interpret a state constitution. In 
Sterling, the plaintiffs were male inmates who sued to enjoin prison officials from assigning female 
guards to duties that involved frisking male prisoners and supervising them in showers. The prisoners 
invoked a number of state and federal constitutional provisions in support of their claims, including 
Article I, Section 13 of the Oregon constitution, which prohibits the treatment of prisoners with 
“unnecessary rigor.” To determine the meaning of “unnecessary rigor,” the court examined a variety 
of sources, including international legal standards for the treatment of detainees in the Universal 
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Declaration of Human Rights, the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights and the 
European Convention on Human Rights. The court explained that there was “worldwide concern 
recognized by the United Nations and other multinational bodies” and that “[w]e cite [the human 
rights law] here as contemporary expressions of the same concern with minimizing needlessly harsh, 
degrading, or dehumanizing treatment of prisoners.” 
 

f. Namba v. McCourt, 204 P.2d 569 (Or. 1949). The Supreme Court of Oregon discussed Article 55 of the 
U.N. Charter to support its declaration that the Oregon Alien Land Law violated the Equal Protection 
Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment of the U.S. Constitution. 

 
II. Oregon Statutes/Resolutions Referencing Human Rights Law 

 
a. The Office of Equity and Human Rights for the City of Portland, Oregon was created in 2011 by city 

ordinance No. 184880.  The stated mission of the Human Rights Commission is: 
i. “to work to eliminate discrimination and bigotry, to strengthen intergroup relationships 

and to foster greater understanding, inclusion and justice for those who live, work, study, 
worship, travel and play in the City of Portland.  In doing so, the Human Rights 
Commission shall be guided by the principles embodied in the United Nations Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights and by the Portland Plan Equity initiative.” Portland City 
Code Chapter 3.128, http://www.portlandonline.com/auditor/index.cfm?c=28148 
[emphasis added]. 

 
b. In 2011, the Eugene City Council voted to make it a duty of its Human Rights Commission to embrace 

the human rights in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. For more information on the Eugene 
City Human Rights Commission and their work, visit http://www.eugene-or.gov/hrc.  

 
c. In 2009, the Eugene City Council had passed a resolution to affirm the city’s commitment to human 

rights and mental healthcare, http://www.mindfreedom.org/member-folder/as/act-
archives/us/or/lane/eugene/choice-resolution/eugene-4989-1-page.pdf. 
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