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Amnesty International supports the draft Global Principles
Amnesty International supports current drafts of the Global Principles on National Security
and the Right to Information as prepared by the Open Society Justice Initiative (OSJI) in
consultation with a wide range of actors.1
The Global Principles have the potential to be a credible and effective form of guidance to
governments, civil society and individuals, if the text is consistent with international human
rights standards and at the same time realistic about legitimate national security interests
of states. Amnesty International believes that the approach taken by the draft Global
Principles can satisfy both of these criteria. Amnesty International will continue to
participate in the process of finalizing the draft Global Principles with the objective of
ensuring that the final version remains consistent with international human rights standards.

Background
The Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe has affirmed the general guiding
principle in this area that, “information and evidence concerning civil, criminal or political
liability of the state’s representatives for human rights violations are not and must not be
considered worthy of protection as state secrets.”2
Other more specific relevant standards include:



The right of victims of violations of human rights and humanitarian law to an
effective remedy. This includes rights of access to investigations and proceedings,
and the right ultimately to have the truth about the violations disclosed and
publicly acknowledged by the authorities.3



The right of society as a whole to the truth about human rights violations.4



The rights of detainees and those with a specific interest in their well-being to
certain basic information necessary to prevent arbitrary detention, torture or other
cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment, and enforced disappearance or other
forms of secret detention.5



The right to fair trial of a person who is the subject of criminal proceedings.
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The right of everyone to “seek, receive and impart information” as an aspect of
freedom of expression, subject only to such restrictions as are demonstrably
7
justified pursuant to, amongst other things, national security.



The right of government employees in certain circumstances to reveal, in the
public interest, wrongdoing that would otherwise be concealed (particularly,
though not exclusively, violations of human rights), as an aspect of freedom of
expression.8
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I.e. the draft circulated to the Committee (current as of 18 November 2012) with some further
clarifying amendments that have been discussed with OSJI.
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