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RESUME	  SUMMARY	  
	  

Professional	  Focus: 
I am an attorney looking to employ my experience and knowledge of international law in 
litigation before state, federal, regional and international courts. I am also available for 
consultant work to advise on international legal implications for domestic court 
proceedings and the implication of domestic law for international court proceedings. My 
current research projects focus on the nature and scope of sovereign immunity and the 
right to resort to force as self-defense in international affairs. 
 
Selected	  Professional	  Experience:	  

PHOENIX SCHOOL OF LAW Phoenix, Arizona 
Adjunct Professor of Law August 2011 - Present 
 
MARICOPA COUNTY ATTORNEY’S OFFICE Phoenix, Arizona 
Pro-Bono Appellate Attorney/Extern December 2010 – Present 
 
INTERNATIONAL CRIMINAL TRIBUNAL  The Hague, The Netherlands 
FOR THE EX-YUGOSLAVIA March 2010 – September 2010 
Judicial Intern 

 
Selected	  Education:	  

UNIVERSITEIT VAN AMSTERDAM Amsterdam, The Netherlands 
LL.M., International and European Law August 2010 
Thesis: A Proposal for a Unified Theory of International Criminal Law 

 
 BENJAMIN N. CARDOZO SCHOOL OF LAW New York City, New York 
 J.D., concentration in International Law May 2009 
 
JOHN CABOT UNIVERSITY Rome, Italy 
B.A., International Affairs May 2005 
Thesis: The Exploitation of Migrants: Human Trafficking and Smuggling  

 
Most	  Recent	  Scholarly	  Publication:	  
New York International Law Review, issue 24, vol. 2 Summer 2011 
VICTIMS VIOLATING DEFENDANTS: VICTIM PARTICIPATION AND THE EXTRAORDINARY 
CHAMBERS IN THE COURTS OF CAMBODIA 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Prof.	  Joseph	  William	  Davids,	  ESQ.,	  LL.M.	  
ph. (+1) 602-418-9699; Davids.Joseph@gmail.com 
Member New York State Bar; Awaiting Arizona Admission 
 
	  

COMPLETE	  RESUME	  
	  

Scholarly	  Publications	  
 

New York International Law Review, issue 24, vol. 2 Summer 2011 
VICTIMS VIOLATING DEFENDANTS: VICTIM PARTICIPATION AND THE EXTRAORDINARY 
CHAMBERS IN THE COURTS OF CAMBODIA 
 
Klip and Sluiter’s Annotated Leading Cases, vol. xxxiii (Pending Publication) 
THE EFFECTIVE CLOSURE OF JURISDICTIONAL CHALLENGES RATIONE MATERIAE  
UNDER THE JURISPRUDENCE OF THE ICTY 
 
Klip and Sluiter’s Annotated Leading Cases, vol. xxviii (Pending Publication) 
ACTS INTERFERING WITH THE ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE:  
PROSECUTOR V MARIJACIC AND REBIC, PROSECUTOR V JOVIC AND THE ISSUE OF GRAVITY 
 

Awards,	  Scholarships	  and	  Fellowships	  
	  

SAPIENZA, UNIVERSITÀ DI ROMA Rome, Italy 
PhD (Dottorato di Ricerca) Fellowship Academic Year 2011-2012 
 
ICLB ICTY MOCK TRIAL COMPETITION The Hague, The Netherlands 
Best Advocate Award 2010 
 
BENJAMIN N. CARDOZO SCHOOL OF LAW New York City, New York 
Merit Scholarship Academic Years 2007 - 2009 
 

 
Professional	  Societies	  

 
AMERICAN SOCIETY OF INTERNATIONAL LAW Member Since 2011 
Member of, inter alia, Human Rights and  
International Criminal Law Interest Groups 

 
NEW YORK STATE BAR ASSOCIATION Member Since 2009 
Member of, inter alia, International Law and  
Criminal Justice Sections 
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Professional	  Experience	  
 

PHOENIX SCHOOL OF LAW Phoenix, Arizona 
Adjunct Professor of Law August 2011 – Present 
 

Following my return to the United States after completing my LL.M., I noted that the 
Phoenix School of Law did not offer a course on International Law. I contacted them 
offering my services as a professor. I began teaching at the Phoenix School of Law in the 
Fall of 2011. My duties include: creating the course syllabus; the selection of topics and 
material for class instruction; creation of in-class assignments, homework and 
examinations; grading assignments and examinations and; in-class lecturing. 
 
The creation of the class syllabus required a broad familiarity with the materials of 
International Law and the ability to synthesize multiple sources into an intelligible 
narrative designed to provide a base on which the students could build a full 
understanding of the discipline. 
 
Class lectures present a unique opportunity to apply my knowledge of International Law 
before an active and participating audience. My instruction is designed to create an 
atmosphere in which the students independently arrive at the desired conclusions and 
understanding. This process is not dissimilar to that required in court, when presenting a 
case to either a panel of judges or to a jury.  
 
As a lecturer I have developed the ability to adapt to unforeseen deviations from the 
lesson plan. My students often challenge my knowledge of the material. In response I 
developed skills to provide them with the information they need to understand the basic 
principles of International Law. 
 

MARICOPA COUNTY ATTORNEY’S OFFICE Phoenix, Arizona 
Pro-Bono Appellate Attorney/Extern December 2010 – Present 
 

On my return to the United States from Europe, I applied for admission to the Bar in my 
native state of Arizona. I approached the Maricopa County Attorney’s Office (“MCAO”) 
to offer my services in their Appeals Bureau while I prepared to sit for the Bar Exam. As 
an out-of-state attorney, my duties with the MCAO are similar to that of the prosecuting 
attorneys on staff in the Appeals Bureau. I write appellate memoranda and pleadings in 
lower court appeals; State’s appeals and Special Action proceedings; draft memoranda 
for internal office use and distribution interpreting Arizona and Federal law; I work on 
extradition cases; Arizona Rule of Criminal Procedure 32 Post-Conviction Relief cases 
and; I assist and accompany the attorney of record to court proceedings arising out of my 
cases. The only responsibility I do not assume is to formally appear in court. 
 
My work with the MCAO’s Appeals Bureau has given me a unique perspective on the 
workings of the criminal justice system in Arizona. I review on a daily basis the work of 
trial attorneys (both prosecution and defense) as well as lower court decisions by trial and 
appellate judges for correctness and the desirability of an appeal by the State. As such, I 
see the tactics taken by all the actors in litigation in the Arizona courts; their strategies; 
reusable legal and factual arguments and; the issues they feel are worth litigating on a 
regular basis. 
 

 

 



CV Davids 4 

My success at the MCAO, given that I am not currently admitted to practice law in 
Arizona, is evident from the fact that I am assigned my own caseload. While not a 
prosecutor, I am a full member of the appellate prosecuting team operating with no more 
supervision than any of the deputized attorneys. 
 

BRUNO STOJIĆ DEFENSE TEAM Multiple Locations, Europe/America 
Pro-Bono Legal Assistant October – December 2010 
 

During the interval between the end of my term with Trial Chamber I of the International 
Criminal Tribunal for the Ex-Yugoslavia and my scheduled return to Arizona, I was 
approached by a representative of the Stojić Defense Team. I was asked to use my 
experience working for the Trial Chamber to draft portions of their final trial brief, 
specifically dealing with witness credibility. 
 
I conducted evidence review, legal research and drafted portions of the final trial brief. 
My worked was on occasion conducted in real time email exchanges from the United 
States with the defense team in The Netherlands. I would respond early in the morning to 
urgent research requests and work late at night to make sure the defense team had the 
research it needed for court proceedings or to file on time during the next business day in 
The Hague. 
 
During my time with the defense team I was confronted with communication issues 
arising from being half a world away from the Tribunal. To overcome this obstacle I 
employed an effective time management strategy that allowed me to interact with the 
world around me on local time as I produced professional legal work on the schedule of 
The Netherlands. 
 

INTERNATIONAL CRIMINAL TRIBUNAL  The Hague, The Netherlands 
FOR THE EX-YUGOSLAVIA March 2010 – September 2010 
Judicial Intern 

 
The time I spent with the Trial Chamber was a very active period in the closing days of 
the Prosecutor v. Gotovina et. al. case. Both parties had finished presenting their cases 
and the Chamber was in the process of calling its own witnesses. The Chamber’s staff 
assigned me to prepare material for the judges relating to two of the Chamber’s 
witnesses. As part of this assignment, I was responsible for, inter alia, creating the 
agendas for courtroom proceedings; generating questions to be asked of the witnesses by 
the Chamber; writing the portion of the judgment relating to the witnesses’ testimony 
and; accompanying the judges into court during the hearings where the witnesses testified 
before the Chamber. 
 
There were several motions pending while the Chamber was in the process of hearing its 
witnesses. I was assigned to work on several of these motions, dealing predominantly 
with two themes: protective measures for witnesses and orders for provisional release of 
the accused.  
 
The main decision regarding protective measures concerned the issue of whether or not 
the interest of a witness against self-incrimination regarding proceedings in national 
courts was protected by the Rules of Procedure and Evidence. This was an issue of first 
impression before the Tribunal, and I was selected to write the Chamber’s reasons for 
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granting protective measures to the witness. The decision I wrote was accepted by the 
three judges of the Chamber and issued by the Tribunal. My work on this decision lead 
the Chamber’s legal team to assign me to other decisions relating to protective measures 
for witnesses. 
 
The second type of decision I took a lead in drafting related to provisional release for 
accused. The procedural posture of the Gotovina case while I was at the Tribunal meant 
that there were few in-court proceedings that required the presence of the accused. For 
this reason, one of the accused regularly requested permission to return home for 
confidential personal reasons. I took the lead in drafting the Chamber’s orders 
granting/denying provisional release based on the case law of the Tribunal and previous 
decisions of the Chamber.  
 
Because I was familiar with provisional release law, I was asked during the Tribunal’s 
summer recess to draft an appellate provisional release decision for the Duty Judge. 
During the judicial recess, a single judge addresses time sensitive issues. My expertise 
was essential in issuing the appellate decision in a timely fashion. 
 
As a member of the Chamber’s staff I become the go-to researcher for difficult legal 
issues. On several occasions I was asked to research difficult legal questions and brief the 
judges, the Chamber’s staff as a whole and senior members of the staff. An indication of 
my status as an integral member of the team was that, as my term with the Chamber was 
expiring, I was asked to stay for an additional month. 
 

AMSTERDAM INTERNATIONAL LAW CLINIC Amsterdam, The Netherlands 
Legal Advocate  October 2009 – March 2010 
 

While earning my LL.M., I was selected to be a member of the Amsterdam International 
Law Clinic, an organization run by the Amsterdam Law School and hired by law firms 
and International Organizations to write expert reports for litigation and institutional 
development. We worked on projects related to the Law of the Sea, Pension Rights and 
the possibility of civil law suits for violating international whaling prohibitions. 
 
My work with the clinic focused on the evolution of Human Rights Law and International 
Labor Law since the 1950’s. I researched the right of former colonial subjects/citizens of 
the European metropolitan state to pension rights from their former national state/colonial 
power. The research paper required a multi-factor analysis of the nature of colonial 
dominance; self-determination; vested rights theory; contractual rights; social solidarity 
theory and; a historical analysis of the events and actions over time relating those pension 
rights. The end result was a detailed 63-page report outlining the former colonial power’s 
duties toward its former citizens/subjects and the rights of those same former 
citizen/subjects. 
 
A communication barrier created by language differences between all the members of the 
clinic research team and the clients hampered this project. We shared neither a common 
mother tongue nor a common legal tradition. I successfully addressed the situation by 
familiarizing myself with the legal traditions of those involved to enable myself to 
explain and communicate ideas to them in familiar terms. 
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HUMAN RIGHTS AND GENOCIDE CLINIC New York City, New York 
Legal Advocate January 2009 – May 2009  
 

I was selected by Professor Sheri Rosenberg to participate in the work of the Human 
Rights and Genocide Clinic during my last semester at the Benjamin N. Cardozo School 
of Law. Non-governmental organizations, law firms, advocacy groups and individuals 
would contract with the clinic to produce litigation materials, research papers, policy 
papers and draft legislation. The clinic developed, inter alia, materials for litigation 
before the ECHR in the Case of Sejdić and Finci v. Bosnia and Herzegovina, legislative 
material for national governments and research on the developing doctrine of the 
Responsibility to Protect. 
 
I was assigned to the research project on the Responsibility to Protect. Our goal was to 
analyze the applicability of the Responsibility to Protect to natural disaster situations. I 
divided up the initial work of the research team into small research projects producing 
legal memoranda. The second step was to combine the results of the individual research 
projects into the introduction of a research paper. To complete the research paper, I 
combined my knowledge of criminal procedural law, general Public International Law 
and International Human Rights Law. After the completion of the research paper, I 
worked with the team to produce a policy paper recommending a plan of action for our 
client organization. 
 
One large obstacle for this project was the continuously moving target of the project’s 
final goal. The client gave very little in the way of guidance for what kind of paper they 
required. With every contact, the client would ask for something different from what had 
previously been requested in their prior communication. I addressed this situation by 
looking for a common theme in all of the client’s requests in order to supply them with a 
final product that would address all their needs. 
 

OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY Brooklyn, New York 
Law Clerk – Rackets Bureau September 2008 – January 2009 
 

As a member of legal team in the Rackets Bureau I was responsible for drafting trial 
pleadings, conducting fact investigations, issuing subpoenas, attending trial, writing 
memoranda and representing the People of New York in arraignment proceedings. While 
with the District Attorney’s Office I worked on the high profile case of People v. Scott, 
the hate crime killing of Jose Sucuzhañay. I also worked on cases involving corruption 
and organized crime. 
 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY’S OFFICE Phoenix, Arizona 
Law Clerk – OCEDEF/International Law June 2008 – August 2008 
 

While with the United States Attorney’s Office I worked predominately on two different 
types of cases: international extraditions/mutual legal assistance requests and post-
conviction proceedings. Many of my assignments required extensive research into the 
substantive and procedural laws of foreign nations to ensure compliance with the 
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constitutional rights of accused and ensure extradition requests complied with applicable 
treaties. 
 
One assignment in particular required a strong understanding of the Polish rules of 
criminal procedure. The legal question in the case was whether or not the statute of 
limitations for a particular crime had expired before the initiation of proceedings against 
the accused in Poland. The Polish system has different types of deadlines and procedural 
timing aspects that do not exist in the American justice system. I familiarized myself with 
the Polish system of criminal procedure in order to draft pleadings and memoranda on the 
subject for use in the Federal District Court. 
 
The most interesting case I dealt with was a motion for a writ of audita querela filed by a 
person convicted of crimes by the District Court. At the time that I was assigned to 
respond to the motion, no one in the office knew what a writ of audita querela was. I 
researched the old common law writs, determined the nature of the writ and wrote a 
response to the motion, which has since become the office’s standard response to writs of 
audita querela. 
 

CHAMBERS OF THE HON. DAVID B. COHEN New York, New York 
Judicial Intern January 2008 – May 2008 
 

During my time with the Chambers of the Hon. David B. Cohen I drafted judicial 
decisions addressing housing issues under New York and Federal law. One decision 
required the interpretation of federal consent decrees on the proper procedure for the 
eviction of residents enrolled in housing subsidy programs. My work also involved 
writing decisions disposing of motions to dismiss and attending court proceedings. 
 

HUMAN RIGHTS FOUNDATION New York, New York 
Intern: International Law Department October 2007 – March 2008 
 

The Human Rights Foundation (“HRF”) is a non-governmental organization that focuses 
on Human Rights in the Americas. In my time with the organization, the International 
Law Department was exploring the possibility of enforcing International Criminal Law 
particularly in Cuba and Venezuela. 
 
The first project I worked on for the HRF required extensive research into whether there 
is a grant of jurisdiction for individual States to enforce International Criminal Law. The 
second part of the project was to determine the best way to communicate to targeted 
individuals that they may be subject to criminal prosecution. 
 
The second project I worked on for the HRF was a research paper on the status of Human 
Rights in Venezuela. For this project, I supervised a team of 4 interns. I divided up the 
work and assigned each team member a portion of the report. After each team member 
completed their section of the project, I assembled the different sections into a single 
report. This report was then added to other country reports for use as an internal 
document for the Foundation. 
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Education	  
	  

UNIVERSITEIT VAN AMSTERDAM Amsterdam, The Netherlands 
LL.M., International and European Law August 2010 
Thesis: A Proposal for a Unified Theory of International Criminal Law 

 
 BENJAMIN N. CARDOZO SCHOOL OF LAW New York City, New York 
 J.D., concentration in International Law May 2009 
 

 
John Cabot University Rome, Italy 
B.A., International Affairs May 2005 
Thesis: The Exploitation of Migrants: Human Trafficking and Smuggling 
 
Arizona State University Tempe, Arizona 
Journalism Major (No Degree Issued) 
 

 

 

 
 

 


