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Long before 911, many Asian states were already in the habit of abusing their citizens through the National Security Laws.  It means silencing the dissidents, censorship of media, climate of fear dominates whereby everyone suspects another, fear to speak out and wiretapping by authorities. In Philippines 1972, at least 70,000 persons were detained under the Arrest, Search and Seizure Order [ASSO] many without any charges. India in 1999, under Terrorist and Disruptive Activities (Prevention) Act, saw more then 24,000 people in detention without charges. In South Korea, 1980, at least 240 were killed at Kwangju when troops shot protesters at point blank range and protesters taken as prisoners were beaten and tortured.
According to an ex-political prisoner, this ISA represents "state terror in its raw form; the terror comes from the constant threat of indefinite detention and the immediate threat of torture, mistreatment, torture, and public humiliation". The definition of terrorism is not limited to non-state actors but also includes states. The practice of indiscriminate use of violence against civilians is a criminal terrorist act aimed to cause extreme fear and massive harm to civilians. 

During the French Revolution, between 1792 and 1794, the concept of State terrorism or terror of State originated from the term “régime de la terreur.” The then, Robespierre's, French Government manufactured machinery and legislation that made “terror” possible, for example, a ruthless policy directed against suspected enemies including arrests, imprisonment, confiscation of property, torture and executions, and the spreading of intimidation and fear in order to consolidate State authority. The "State Terrorism", terror-violence, is still used intentionally and systematically by governments, as tools of political repression and social control. [1] 

State terror is often a result of misuse and abuse of power by a government that rules by fear. For example using the police, the secret service, security forces or the army to kidnap and assassinate political opponents; imprison people without trial; practice persecution, torture and rape; and endorse the massacre of racial and religious minorities and certain social groups. Even democratic governments tend to overreact and misuse "state terrorism" during an “emergency”, periods of social conflicts or civil war, which deprive their citizens of their freedom and increase human rights violations with no mechanism or institutions to protect the people from intimidation and repression. This kind of terror intimidates, harms and abuses civilians, especially the poor, minorities, migrants, and workers, which has increased the number of civilians being hurt.

Often governments claim that "national security" is necessary for the survival of their country and should take precedence over all other interests. The United States promoted the "national security ideology", and supported authoritarian dictatorship regimes and rulers in many countries. Even after the Cold War period, national security provides conditions for US-led economic globalization.  

The national security law provided protections for the authoritarian dictatorship regimes and their economic development models like Free Trade Zones. These regimes have adopted repressive measures claiming its necessary to ensure economic growth, but in fact designed to silence dissent and political opposition. The national security laws are instituted within national laws. It gives government powers to implement the security law, even when there is no national emergency, and without public scrutiny and criticism. Any dissent is stifled and condemned as "subversion".  [2]

In Asia, those who struggle against this dictatorial rule for democracy were often labelled as "subversives" by the regimes and were either killed, tortured and imprisoned for long period under internal security laws. If a person is detained under the Internal Security Act [ISA] he or she will suffer for long period of time and without being charged or fair trial at the mercy of the rulers. In Asia, security laws in some countries were imposed during periods of states of emergency and martial law and in other countries the security law is part of the common law. Today, those who struggle against such cruel and abusive regimes are labeled as "terrorist" and are hunt-down to be killed or imprisoned without trial.
This security law are often used as instruments too control dissents and political opponents to ensure the rule of such regimes at the expenses of democracy and the rule of law.  This security law are used by such governments and the police to detain opponents of the regime. May 2002, the Kuala Lumpur, Meeting of  Security Ministers endorsed preventative laws like the Internal Security Act (ISA) used by Malaysia and Singapore to detain without trial dozens of local militants and also to address root causes of terrorism.

To make matters worse, the UN Security Council Resolution 1373 that called for countries to adopt anti-terrorism measures did not adopt a human rights framework thus there is a loophole for measures that may infringe human rights and fundamental freedoms. Liberties of individuals and communities are facing tighter controls. More controls are being imposed on press freedom and the Internet. Ethnic discriminations are also increasing. Many countries are institutionalising new restrictions as a result of Resolution 1373 on civil liberties, financial controls, immigration policies, and refugee and asylum-seekers.

Singapore:

Singapore is a clean and fine city, but the laws are restrictive. The media is heavily regulated and censorship is common.  Access to the internet is regulated and private ownership of satellite dishes is not allowed. Singapore Press Holdings continue to be the monopoly of  all local  newspaper ownership. Singapore government continues to use the law to limit space for civil society and political opposition from grassroots to national level. The People's Action Party (PAP) came to power in 1959 and the ISA has been used primarily to stifle political opposition and critics. Singapore residents are not free from fear, they lack Human Rights Education, do not have popular participation and fear speaking out!

The Internal Security Act had been used against suspected Communists, Marxists but the latest arrest is against suspected terrorists. The Criminal Law (Temporary Provisions) Act has been used against suspected organized crime, secret societies, and drug traffickers; and at time to prevent suspected espionage. There are provisions for arrest without warrant under the Internal Security Act (ISA), the Criminal Law (Temporary Provisions) Act (CLA), the Misuse of Drugs Act (MDA), and the Undesirable Publications Act (UPA).   Moreover, anyone detained under the ISA or CLA are not entitled to a public trial and the proceedings of the advisory board under the ISA and CLA are not public.

Between  9 to 20 December 2001,  the Singapore government  detained 15 people  under the Internal Security Act for alleged terrorist activities and links.  13 of them have been served with Orders of Detention for two years under Section 8(1)(a) on 6th Jan 2002 and 2 released on restriction orders. The government press statement reports that 8 of  detained  have gone to Afghanistan for training in Al-Qaeda camps. 6 of the detainees  had completed full-time National Service in the Singapore Armed Forces and were reservists The report indicates that the 13 detainees are members  of "Jemaah Islamiyah"  (JI or Islamic group). The JI Singapore has links  with groups in Malaysia and Indonesia. It appears the JI group is ideological anti-American and anti-capitalist. They are alleged to have made preparations to bomb the USA and Israeli embassies, US warships and businesses. 

ISA detention 1987:

Singapore re-enacted the Internal Security Act (ISA) in 1965 inherited from the British colonial regime. The ISA  Section 73(1)/74 stipulates that  any police officer may without warrant arrest and detain pending enquiries any person in respect of whom he has reason to believe (a) that there are grounds which would justify his detention under section 8; and (b) that he has acted or is about to act or is likely to act in any manner prejudicial to the security of  Singapore or any part thereof or to maintenance of essential services therein or to the economic life thereof.

Under Section 8,  if the Minister is satisfied that the detention of any person is necessary with a view to preventing him from acting in any manner prejudicial to the security of Singapore or any part thereof or to the maintenance of essential services therein or the economic life thereof, he may make an order (hereinafter referred to as a detention order) directing that that person be detained for any period not exceeding two years.

The most well-known cases of ISA implementation in Singapore have been: 

- Operation Cold Store, 2 February 1963, when the joint Security Council of Singapore, Malaya and Britain detained without trial all leaders of the opposition parties and and labour movement in the two countries, some for as long as 17 years. 

- Chia Thye Poh, who in 1961, was one of three members of parliament who formed the Barisan Socialis political party. In October 1966, Chia was one of 10 Barisan members who walked out of parliament to fight the PAP on the streets. Three weeks later, Chia was arrested. He spent the next 23 years in detention. In that period, PAP did not produce any evidence or charge Chia for any offence. 

- T T Rajah, who in 1974 was arrested and detained for 18 months. In 1971 he had acted for some ISA detainees and had taken out summonses against individual officers who had allegedly beaten his clients.

- G Raman, a lawyer for political prisoners, who in 1977 was himself arrested together with several others for a "communist conspiracy".

- A university lecturer and 8 University of Singapore Chinese Society members arrested in 1979 for pro-Communist party of Malaya activities.

- A total of 22 persons arrested and detained on 21 May and 20 June 1987 for being part of a "Marxist conspiracy to overthrow the government by violent means". 

- Francis Seow, former Solicitor General and Law Society President, who in May 1988 was arrested and detained while taking a statement from a client detainee from the 1987 arrests. Earlier he had incurred the wrath of the government by his criticism of the Newspaper and Printing Presses Bill. [3]

The Internal Security Act (ISA) allows detention without charge or trial for an unlimited number of two-year periods. The ISA also allows the government to restrict the political and civil rights of former detainees. For example, the ISA permits restriction on freedom of assembly, association, and expression, freedom of movement, residence and employment.  In November 1998, the government lifted such restrictions on Chia Thye Poh, a former MP from the Socialist Front, a one-time breakaway PAP faction. The government had detained Chia without trial from 1966-1989 under the ISA, and upon release restricted his rights. A 1989 constitutional amendment prohibits judicial review of the substantive grounds of detentions under the ISA, and bars the judiciary from reviewing the constitutionality of such laws. There is no right to a public trial under the ISA.There is no right to a public trial under the ISA.

NO FREEDOM FROM FEAR

Back in 1987, many young people were gripped by fear of detention without trial especially under the ISA. The devastating impact of such fears and threats are real, not illusions - long-term imprisonment, torture, isolation, rejection by others...etc. Many of us know that Mr. Chia Thye Poh, a former member of parliament, was detained without trial under the ISA for 23 years and only in November 1998 were his restrictions removed. The ISA remains today and so does fear - a sense of insecurity.  Everyone knows that when the mid-night knock comes, no one is safe! This atmosphere of fear does not encourage or motivate many concerned citizens to dare to imagine building a civil society or even dare to think of political participation.  

The 1987 ISA detentions, code-named Operation Spectrum, in which 22 young Roman Catholic church based social activists and professionals were detained, without trial, accused of being members of a dangerous Marxist conspiracy to subvert the PAP government by force, and replacing it with a Marxist state. The whole affair was to nip in the bud the young people from involving themselves in migrant workers, foreign maids and workers issues. 

On 21st May 1987, 15 were arrested and another 7 were arrested on June 1987.  They were interrogated without legal representation, deprived of sleep for long hours, some were slapped and/or cold-water poured on them, air-con full blast and strong, bright light directed onto their face, which resulted in written and televised 'confessions". Detention orders were served on all of them for allegedly being part of a plot to subvert the existing social order and replace it  with a marxist state.  Mr. Vincent Cheng, the executive secretary of the Justice and  Peace Commission, served the longest period of 3 years.  Ms. Teo Soh Lung,  a lawyer, was freed for a few months from September 1987 to 19 April 1988 - then re-arrested  with seven other former detainees after  issuing a press statement. The statement denied the government allegation that they were part of a marxist conspiracy to overthrow the government and reveal the physical abuse they suffered during the detention.  Ms Teo was detained until 1st June 1990, and all others were released after a few months after making statutory declarations that contradicted their earlier statement.

However, many observers claim the 1987 ISA operation was to silence the dissidents and potential opposition before the general elections of 1988. The ISA arrest which permits indefinite detention without trial, creates massive fear and nips in the bud any potential critic or opposition candidates. The May and June 1987 ISA detention shows the control of the government has extend into the religious sphere. The government decided to expel CCA for providing theological and other support for organisation involved in social issues.  

Other observers highlight the fact that the 1984 elections had a swing of  12.6%  of the votes in favour of the opposition parties; the PAP polled  62.9% of the votes and lost 2 seats.  In the 1980 elections the PAP won all the 79 seats with 75.5% of the votes.  In 1984 recession was setting in with a growing unemployment close to 10% of the working population.

The May 1987 detentions indicated the governments desire to further restrict any dissident activities and curb civil liberties with more draconian laws to maintain control over the people.  The Maintenance  of Religious Harmony Bill  1990, empowers the Home Affairs Minister to issue  prohibition orders to stop religious leaders or members from certain activities including: causing feelings of enmity, hatred, ill-will or hostility between different religious groups; to promote a political cause, or a cause of any political party; and subversive activities.

In fact, this Bill gives the government more control over religious institution and groups as it defines the scope of their mission and activities acceptable as "religious activities". The Bill reveals the government's narrow definition of religion and politics.  The government narrows religion to worship and charity work.  Both Christianity and Islam is a way of life that requires the faithful to witness through words and deeds, their belief system anchors their values, and motivates their behaviour in daily life, to seek social transformation for justice and peace. The Bill seems to reduce politics to partisan politics.  Yet in reality, one needs to speak out at times against government policies, such political participation does not equal being anti-government.  The government seems to have built a wall against possible moral pressure rising from the legitimate social action of citizens. Thus, religious institutions have limitation in strengthening public morality and ethics, for example, when there is corruption, injustice and violation of human rights.

The majority of those arrested in 1987 were christians working or supporting church groups.

At the same time, the trend of increasing number of young English educated  becoming Christians surprised the government. More then 18 percent of the population were Christians coming from upper middle class, with at least pre-university education, working in professional and managerial positions.  It was claimed then by the government that 40 percent of key posts in both the public and private are held by Christians.  This section of the educated population had the potential to become vocal, especially if they were strengthen by the social dimension of their faith, they may become a threat to the government.  

What do they say?

About the ISA detentions without trial of professionals and church workers in 1987:

PM GOH: "Not for subversives. It's in the nature of subversion that you don't bring them to trial. You study the pieces and make out a pattern to assess what they're up to. And you detain them, some more or less to tell them that [though] they might not be aware [of it] this is what they were being used for. Hopefully for those people they will learn their lesson and cut off their links."  [4] 

PM GOH "of course it hurt our image - not just abroad but internally. It cost us something. But we looked at this from the longer-term good of Singapore. And security for Singapore is always the No. 1 consideration".  [5]

The person who drafted the ISA, Mr. Hickling: 

"Since I drafted the original act, the ISA has been tightened up and tightened up until now there's no provision for judicial review. Unfortunately, over the years the powers have been abused. Instead of locking up people suspected of organizing violence, which is the phrase used in the preamble of the ISA, it's been used to lock up political opponents, quite harmless people." [6] 

Newspaper and Printing Presses Act 1986

The 1986 amendment to the Newspaper and Printing Presses Act allows the government to “gazette,” or restrict circulation, of any foreign publication that it feels has published articles which interfere in domestic politics. Later these press law was further amended to say circulation in Singapore is a privilege, and not a right, requiring "offshore newspapers" to apply for an annual licence to circulate in Singapore, and post, a bond of S$500,000 (US$294,000).

Public opinion is shape often with Mass media playing the key role, whoever controls the media - press, radio, television and internet - effective control public opinion. The Singapore press is regard by many as "a mouthpieces of the establishment" because of its pro-Government stand on most issues. The strict mass media regulations have cast doubts on the existence of freedom of expression. In the 1986, Singaporeans were turning to the regional English magazines and papers, for example, Times, Asiaweek, Far Eastern Economic Review and Asian Wall Street Journal for critical news coverage of Singapore, and they could also air their views and comments. Far Eastern Economic Review and Asian Wall Street Journal had large portion of their subscribers in Singapore. The 1986 amendment of the Newspapers and Printing Presses Act was an attempt to bring the foreign media to heel as they were critical of Singapore. Some victims to this restrictions:

Time weekly magazine owned by Time Inc published an article, entitled, "Silencing the Dissenters" sympathetic to opposition Workers' Party secretary general, J.B. Jeyaretnam. Time magazine published an edited reply of the government  but Singapore demanded its publication in full. Time magazine refused  - it was gazetted on October 15, 1986 and circulation reduced from 18,000 copies to 9000 copies per week as from October 19, 1986, and to 2,000 copies per week as from January 1, 1987.  Then Time magazine printed the reply in full and after nine months the restriction was lifted. 

Asian Wall Street Journal owned by the Dow Jones Inc published an article "Singapore Exchange Puzzles Financiers" on a proposed secondary securities market, SESDAQ [Stock Exchange of Singapore Dealing and Automated Quotation Market System]. It had quoted some critics as saying the government would use it to "unload state-controlled and government-backed companies."   When AWSJ refused to publish the MAS listing of alleged `errors and omissions' in the article, the government gazetted, circulation reduced from 5100 copies to 400 copies a day.

Asiaweek owned by Time Inc, covered  the 1987  ISA detentions of 22 young Roman Catholic church based social activists and professionals were detained, without trial, accused of being members of a dangerous Marxist conspiracy to subvert the PAP government by force, and replacing it with a Marxist state. The government demand publication of their reply, and, when they were not, the magazine was gazetted, and its circulation reduced from 10,000 copies to 500 copies per week. Asiaweek repented and  its circulation was raised to 5,000 copies, and when the resident correspondent resign circulation was raised to 7500 copies weekly per issue.

Time, Far Eastern Economic Review, The Economist, and other publications have been gazetted.  In 1995, courts ruled against the International Herald Tribune for contempt of court and libel, and assessed fines totaling $892,000. The broadly drawn Official Secrets Act bars the unauthorized release of government data to the media. In 1994, a court fined two journalists and three economists under the Act for publishing advance GDP figures.

Frances Seow details how the government took control of the media in his book, The Media Enthralled - Singapore Revisited. The crackdown on the media can be traced back to 1971, when the ruling People's Action Party or PAP, moved against three local newspapers. The government accused the newspapers of irresponsibility. The newspapers were not meeting the ideal defined by the government. For example, the Berita Harian a Malay language newspaper owned by the Straits Times group quickly corrected mistake and there was no problem. The Nanyang Siang Pau  a Chinese language paper owned by Lee Eu Seng. The papers senior editorial staffs were arrested and detained under the Internal Security Act, including Lee Eu Seng's brother, Lee Mau Seng.  Lee Mau Seng was detained for three years before they allowed him to emigrate to Canada. But Lee Eu Seng took the PAP on and whilst he was the managing editor he fought tooth and nail against Lee Kuan Yew through his editorial columns. The Singapore Herald was crushed.

"Lee Kuan Yew: I'm not interested in what New York Times or Wall Street Journal says and they report Singapore every now and again to an American audience. But I do object when the Asian Wall Street Journal reports regularly, daily to a Singapore readership with the intention of influencing Singapore opinion and the way issues are decided. They take sides. They are participants. They got no right to participate that's my simple position." [7]

The Newspaper and Printing Presses Act of 1974 takes control behind the scenes, precluding the need for messy public battles with the press. This piece of legislation requires newspaper companies to be publicly listed, and their shares to be divided into ordinary and management shares. Under the Act, Government decides who gets management shares. This ensures that the Government has say in the composition of the board of directors of newspaper companies, and through them, in the appointment of group editors and newspaper chief editors. It can thus ensure that the journalists who rise to the top-most editorial positions -- those who will serve as the main gatekeepers of the press -- are pro-establishment and conservative. This legislation is the main explanation for why the Singapore press is not just cowed, but often slavish.  [8]

By law, key “management shares” in the Singapore Press Holdings (SPH) must be held by government approved persons. SPH has close ties to the PAP and owns all general circulation newspapers. Journalists practice self-censorship, and editorials and domestic news coverage strongly favor the ruling party.  The government can legally ban the circulation of newspapers.

In 1998, the government-affiliated Singapore International Media PTE, Ltd. operated all four free television stations and at least ten of Singapore’s nearly 20 radio stations. Foreign broadcasts are available, although movies, television, videos, music, and the Internet are subject to censorship. 

In 2001, Minister for Home Affairs Wong Kan Seng responding to critics on censorship rules in the run-up to the  election commented "Democracy, human rights and press freedom do not exist in a vacuum. So do not believe those few Singaporeans who tell you that with democracy, human rights, and press freedom a hundred flowers will bloom and Singapore will prosper." 

On 19 April 2001, Singapore’s Parliament passed an amendment to the 1994 Broadcasting Authority Act and allowed the arbitrary suspension and banning of local retransmission of foreign broadcasts. The Singapore Broadcasting Authority (Amendment) Bill gives the Information and Arts Minister the power to gazette any foreign player broadcasting in Singapore as "engaging in the politics of Singapore". Information and Arts Minister Lee Yock Suan said: "This bill makes it clear to foreign broadcasters that while they can sell their services to Singaporeans, they should not interfere with our domestic politics." Outside observers should report on Singapore factually and accurately, said the minister, without bias or distortion. However, they should not be involved in local political issues, or try to influence Singaporeans on such issues, he added. "In our general elections, for example, they should not take sides either for or against any political party or politician in their reporting." Besides limiting the number of people who can receive the programmes of such broadcasters, the minister will also have the power to suspend the broadcast of programmes. [9] 

August 2001, amendment to the Parliamentary Elections Act was passed to restrict Internet information. The new bill allows Website belonging to political parties to publish posters, manifestos, candidate profiles, party profiles, events and positions on issues. But non-party political sites are restricted from carrying party banners and candidate profiles. Election surveys and exit polls are also barred. The Sintercom, which ran uncensored Internet fora and a section called "Not ST", carrying news alternative to the pro-government Straits Times newspaper, was requested by the government to register as a political Website. Government's registration of the political website is necessary "to emphasis the need for content providers to be responsible and transparent when engaging in the propagation, promotion or discussion of political issues". Sintercom shut down its website, well-known for its alternative take on politics, at the end of August. . [10] 
The Impact on Human Rights 

Most ASEAN government elites have excluded and continue to ignore civil society, respect for human rights and democracy. They will continue to reject opinions from civil society including human rights and labour rights organization. Any existing guarantee is ignored regarding freedom of the press as well as freedom of assembly, strikes and demonstration. After September 11, the human rights situation is getting worse.
National Security Law at the expense of human rights and rule of law
The national security law provided protections for the authoritarian dictatorship regimes rulers and their economic development. They are designed to silence dissent and political opposition. Any dissent is stifled and condemned as "subversion".  This security law are often used as instruments too control dissents and political opponents to ensure the rule of such regimes at the expenses of democracy and the rule of law.  The security law are used by such governments and the police to detain, torture and abuse the opponents of the regime. 

Before  September 11, governments like US and Australia raise their voice against the detention of dissents under NSL. Now the governments are in agreement and singing praise for the NSL saying they are convince of the need for such draconian laws. Countries like Malaysia and Singapore are motivated and are motivating other ASEAN members to implement similar security acts.
The suppression of freedom of association and expression is on the increase. 

In Singapore, the PAP government limits free expression and political dissent through defamation suits, tight control over the press, and the use of security laws and other harassment against political opponents and civil society actors. On 29 December 1998, opposition politician Chee Soon Juan held a rare public rally in the financial district without a permit. Chee was charge with providing entertainment without a license. Authorities must approve speakers at public functions, and approval is occasionally denied to opposition politicians. The police must approve any public assembly of more than five people. The Societies Act requires most organizations of more than ten people to be registered and restricts political activity to political parties. However, the PAP has close ties with non-political associations such as neighborhood groups and the National Trade Union Congress while the opposition is not permitted to form or lead similar organization.  

Freedom of expression is restricted by broadly drawn provisions of the constitution and the ISA, and by the government’s control of the media and its use of civil defamation suits against political opponents and journalists.

Lack of civil society participation

In Singapoe, most individuals, are conditioned to authoritarianism in the family and school, have no experiences of participating in organizing or decision-making in the workplace, the neighbourhood or voluntary organization. Thus, he/she will not be an active citizen. They will not feel responsible for the conditions in society or feel the need to participate and contribute to society.  Respect for elders is translated into the respect for authority.  The government may have upgraded the vice of  “willing subjugation to authoritarianism” into a value – thus  majority of people suffer from “mental paralysis”.  They complain that they cannot think and decide and would rather wait for the authorities to think and decide the best for them!  Yet they often willingly practice the act of self-censorship and censoring others in the hope of self-preservation.

Ignoring peaceful and non-violent political solution 

The National Security measures in fact permits the rogue states to have a freehand in violating the fundamental rights and liberties of the people. Yet escaping any sanctions from their partners in the developed countries especially now that the US is singing praises and accepting the Internal Security Act. Many Asian states are observing the US preferences for military solutions - unilaterally promoting violence [illegal war] and violation of human rights, while ignoring the possibility of a political solution which is peaceful, non-violent and respecting human right. Well, the drum are sounding that the US has joined hands with the Asian political elite who also prefer the choice of military and security solution a thread of their authoritarian politics which excludes respect for human rights.

Suppression of  labour rights and minimum labour standards

The suppression of labour rights under globalisation leads to mass marginalization of workers in Asia.  The MNCs  often violate workers’ rights and customary land rights of indigenous communities, and pollute the enviroment. The increasing lack of corporate responsibility for human rights within ASEAN is glaring. The MNCs failed to recognize the relevance of international human rights law as most ASEAN governments themselves refused to recognized this rights. This giants have grown over the head of the workers benefiting some and excluding others and spreading fear.  Kofi Annan, UN Secretary-General, called the business community to engage in "a global compact of shared values and principles". But then the US call to focus on Anti-terrorist measures and entrenched National Security Laws only grants more power to suppress the workers and  ignores remedies to ensure minimum labour standard.. The marginalised peoples anger is turned against the state. They may become receptive sometimes to extremist politics of ethnic, racial and religious fundametalism pathing the way to violence. The striking workers, protesting students and civilians, may face brutal attacks by the military and police, detained, tortured and abused under the NSL and the new Anti-terrorist law?

Civil Society faces greater restrictions 

Since September 11, some aspects of civil society workings has been further compromised by new security measures that empowers police to conduct surveillance into the lawful, private affairs of their citizens in the disguise of fighting terror.  The police have power to monitor phones, emails and other forms of communication. Public demonstrations to protest against government policies are stifled. Thus, the citizens legal right to freedom of speech, the right to freedom of assembly and petition for redress of grievances are being eroded. Many Asian governments have restricted human rights NGOS, denying them the right to freedom of expression and opinion, threatening the NGOs with the Internal Security Act. But the long-term problems of discrimination and poverty are no more on the top priority.

In this context, there is a great anxiety within civil society in the region as how to respond to the changing environment within which civil society needs to work. While it may not be immediately discernable, a history of abuse of national security laws in Asia has put civil society in the region on their guard. Human right organisations fear it will be used against political groups, dissidents and human rights defenders. 

Post-September 11, even using peaceful tactics, a persons who calls into question the negative impacts of globalization, capitalism and free trade will find him/herself against a hostile environment, suspected of engaging in terrorist activities. For instances, non-violent mass demonstration whether its against economic inequality, globalization or a local fuel price hike could be smashed with "brutal police force" - tear gas, pepper spray, rubber bullets, truncheons and batons- in Genoa and Manila. Since September 11, the crackdown on civil society activism has intensified, with wiretapping, surveillance and police violence. Beside the lost of civil liberties; defending the rights of immigrants and refugees is becoming more difficult. The challenge for civil society organisations is to link economic inequality with the security issue of violence and fundamentalism and while creating an understanding that there will be no permanent peace without justice, equality, plurality and democracy.
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