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RE  Review of Division of Part 111 of the Australian Security helligence - -

Organisation Act 1979

I wish to make a submission on this matter.
It appears to me that in making this submission it should be made clear that the .
- Anstralian poblic need to be protected from any possibility of abuse by any government
body or instnmmentality. . )
Mymdaﬂmhngwﬂmmewmommhﬂedabove cutren omtoa
large extent under a veil of secrecy, and they are only required to repor toPatw
under very limited circomstances. Consequently they should not be provided with
MMWWW&MM“ POCH nghlsofﬂg
citizens of Australia. e
It already seems that there is more than sufficient powers in. the hands of!heaebodm o
fo question and interrogate people whom they suspect may be of danger to
security.
Of great concem is the fact that by detaining “suspects’ for questioning, then this
process can open the inferrogation process to abuse, for it allows an (peshnningto
carried out in a situation which can be unacoountable and hidden from view. "
Rt seems that, as a democratic society, if we go down that path we are only copying the ..
practices of those agencies and couniries whom we criticise as ‘evil’ and whoare
clearly in breach of any recognised ‘Human Rights’ agreements.
We surely must take regard of the recent events in rag and Guatanomo Bay where -
prisoners were humiliated and tortured in situations where they we: oulysmpemeddt‘
bemg involved in so called crimes against the State. . -
We need to be alest to the fact that the situations described above were indeed
A.mﬁnnhe ‘gaze’ ofacmnywhwhptmtombwﬁbctoﬂm 10
“Justice” and yet the whole world was scandalized by the fact that people

prison awaiting trial, and hence considered “to be innocent before th law’,m
aﬂgmdm:bgmgw.
SUCH EVENTS AS THIS MUST NOT BE ALLOWED TO HAPPEN IN
AUSTRALIA!
Theyﬂumgofmfmmumandmwmmgofum«n wnedoutand
must be cammied out without detention.
A finther concern is the proposal that these suspects will be unabl mhawmba
lawyer.
Glmmhm:ndlheﬁctﬂm«nleylmmbsed pon the mleof
then everybody, no matier what their alleged crime, must be ¢
advmandﬂnsmsmustbemmteandmﬁdmhﬂtomnblc
take place.




The lessons of history have shown that the introduction of legislation intended to
wbxﬂhawayatﬂ:emvﬂmdbgnlnglﬂsof«dmymumm lusledmmy
times to extraordinary excesses being executed under the guise of legal processes. .
T am sure that Australians would not wish to see such effects from th e curent
legislation, hence I suggest the following recomendations.

1. The revocation of the detention of individuals for questioning by|ASIO.
ZMWMWWMMVM:MM&

3. K for some reason these recommenda :
ynwmoftbsngmsofsmdsmbemudbym seuwy )
mwwmmmwduzmm

4. The establishment of 2 public body easily accessible to the medis shmﬂdmble 5
Wmmmdfhmm“mm@m mmediately.

5. Because the central tenent of our legal system depends upon the presumption.of
‘innocence, the omns of proof shonlkd be upon the investigating boc topmwtlma
“defendant” is in possession of inflormation etc. rather than that pe
ﬂutﬂwymmtmpmsmofmaﬁusmemcﬁmwﬁha errorist” act.

6.
mwmmmmmwm ithou mmttoxmghy »
that organisation.

7. qusnbseqmntevwwcﬁhekgxshhmasmqmdnmsthaw decision.
reganding the outcome of that review subjected 1o the foll parhiamenta processes
not just left in the hands of the Executive arm of the Government. B
8. The circomstances of any person detsined under this legislation shov be
! hmmwmn@wmw svchiatrist/s
Their subsequent reports should be made available to a responsibl bodywhmhm
power to intervene in the incarceration of the suspect especially where there is
ofhnnmndnsabnscmd/amluembmgmm
Finally, nuMWMmmwmmmauw;_
not cortail the buman rights of individuals who might be canght in chis
topwtecﬂhosemm
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