The Secretary

Parliamentary Joint Committee on
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Parliament House

Canberra ACT 2600

20 May 2005

Dear Secretary,
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the Australian Security Intelligence Organisation (ASIO) Ques
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INITED NATIONS HIGH COMMISSIONER
FOR HUMAN RIGHTS

RARLIARIXS Address of Louise Arbour UN High Commissioner HHAXKKEARE
for Human Rights to the Biennial Conference of the

International Commission of Jurists (Berlin)

b

7 August 2004

SECURITY UNDER THE RULE OF LAW

Dear friends and colleagues,

Thank you for inviting me to your meeting here in Berlin, It is a pleasure for me to join this
distinguished gathering of judges, lawyers, academics and human rights defenders to discuss one of
the most compelling human rights issues today. The International Commission of Jurists| (ICJ) has
always been at the forefront of addressing current and future challenges. Your pioneering work for
over 50 years to define the parameters of the rule of law, the independence of the judiciary and the
role of lawyers in a changing world, has inspired countless legal practitioners throughout the world. I
share your ideals and commitment to advance the legal protection of all human rights.

It will not surprise you to hear that I believe firmly in the role of law to guide us throughi difficult
societal challenges. Law is the premise on which I would like to exercise my mandate as/High
Comunissioner for Human Rights. For it is law, after all, that evens the playing field between the State,
with its legitimate interests including national security, and the individual, with his or her legitimate
interest in liberty and personal security. But when I speak about the law, I do not mean of course any
law. Law, as any other institution, is subject to abuse. Apartheid South Africa was governed by laws
that regulated oppression and led to horrific denial of dignity. The law that must guide us is that law
which is capable of delivering justice and providing remedies for grievances. It is a dynamic and
reliable institution that is capable of preserving the rights of all while adapting itself to the needs of a
changing world. This is the role of human rights law — the body of law that my colleagues and I are
entrusted with promoting and protecting on behalf of the international community.

Some say that the main problem with human rights law is its weak enforcement mechanisms. I think
this assumption is less true than it once was. To start with, as lawyers we should be proud of our
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This brings me to the very timely subject of this conference: human rights and counter-terrorism.
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