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	Summary of Presentations

	
	Summary

	
	The panel argued that human rights that should be promoted and protected must be equally so in cyberspace.  The panel presented the following points.  
Limitation on limitation.
· Repressive laws against rights to free expression & information online and offline are prevalent across the region.  
· e.g. Vietnam has the world’s second largest number of bloggers imprisoned; and the Philippines has one of the world’s highest record on the extrajudicial killings of journalists.  
· Extension to those existing laws, or new laws are being passed or drafted to control cyberspace.  There are many circumstances in Asia, where limitation on rights on the net need to be limited to promote and protect the rights to free expression and information online. 
· Defamation should not be criminalized; “National security” or “public order” must be used to protect citizens and must not be used to criminalize their fundamental rights to free expression & information; laws must not be written ambiguously; and cyber laws should distinguish and define clearly online content and computer data.  
· e.g. Thailand’s Lese Majeste law and Computer Crimes Act; Malaysia’s Computer Professionals Bill; and Cambodia’s draft Cyber-Law.  
Not only state actors, but also quasi-state actors, such as cyber troopers “hired” or cyber scouts “trained” by state agencies as well as non-state actors, such as radical community/religious groups, violate citizens’ rights on the net.  
· e.g. LGBT websites in Indonesia are named “porn sites.” 
Online intermediary liability
· In some instances, responsibility to censor online content is outsourced to private companies.     
· Lack of online evidence is a prevalent obstacle to rule of law and netizens’ justice in Asia. 
· Some existing laws presume guilt rather than innocence, which is against international human rights standards.    
· Examples. 

· Malaysia’s amended Evidence Act.  
· For Thailand’s election day last year, the government prohibited politicians from using Twitter.  
· In Indonesia, a musician was held liable for a private video clip that a third-party leaked and circulated publicly – under the Electronic Transaction and Information Law and the Anti-Pornography law.  
Internet as an opportunity for traditionally marginalized groups.  
· Some sectors of the population who are marginalized by the society offline has tendency to express themselves more openly in cyberspace, especially using anonymity.  Rights to anonymity should be respected.  
· e.g. LGBT people; women; and ethnic/religious minorities.  
Access to net as part of sustainable development
· Some argue that the right to net should be a constitutional right – universal rights & access. 
· e.g. free public good like free Wi-Fi.  
· But, difficulty in expanding the net outreach that often remains centralized in city-centers – urban-rural digital divide.  Some regional countries lack optic cable, needed regulation, and financial investment.  


	

	

	Summary of Discussion

	
	Issues which reached a common view

See above.  


	
	Issues where opinions varied

An audience suggested that the panel should have some government officials. 
· The panelists shared that it is ideal to get speakers from government and private sectors, but was challenging to do so.  It also remains difficult to get government officials involved in APrIGF.  A number of government officials registered but did not attend APrIGF in the end.  
· e.g. For instance, ASEAN continuously refuses to release a draft ASEAN Human Rights Declaration to be adopted in October-November this year, and to consult with certain civil society organizations including FORUM-ASIA and SEAPA.  
An audience shared that the discussion should move away from the subject of human rights, so that there will be more improvements in the area of rights on the net.  
· The panelists shared that it is a matter of how to phrase the rights issues, but the issues are nevertheless about human rights.    

	
	Summary See above. 
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