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Ashby Wilson, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, p. 57 And Also See: D.Luban,
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2. D.Luban, and R.Goldstone, “The Tension between Combating Terrorism and

Protecting Civil Liberties” (2005), Ibid, pp. 245-249

3. M.Freeman, Human Rights: An Interdisciplinary Approach (Cambridge: Polity Press,

2002) p. 37.
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(2007) Vol. 31, Melbourne University Law Review, p. §10.
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M. Freeman, Ibid , pp. 37-38. S0 cas)

3. Agamben, G., The State of Exception (Chicago: Chicago University Press, 2005) pp: 37-40.

4. The Normalization of Emergency Conditions.

5. B. Ackerman, “The Emergency Constitution” (2004) Vol. 113, Yale Law Journal, pp.

1029-1043.

6. The Age of Terror.

7. 0O.Gross, , “Chaos and Rules: Should Responses to Violent Crises Always be
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1. L.Lazarus, and B. J.Goold, Security and Human Rights: The Search for a Language of
Reconciliation, Security and Human Rights, (ed.) Liora Lazarus and Benjamin J. Goold,
Oxford: (Oxford University Press, 2007) p. 2.

2. J.Waldron, Security and Liberty: the Image of Balance) (2003) No. 2, Vol. 11,
Journal of Political Philosophy, pp. 191-92.

3. 0O.Gross, «Chaos and Rules: Should Responses to Violent Crises Always be
Constitutional?) (2003) Vol. 112, Yale Law Journal, pp. 1013-15.

4. L.Lazarus, and B. J. Goold, Ibid, p. 2.

5. Remarks to the Republican Governors Association, Washington, DC, 25 October 2001,
Available at http://www.whitehouse.gov /?vicepresident/?news- speeches/? speeches/?text/?
vp2001/10/25.html. Repeated in an Interview to the Television Programme 60 Minutes II, 14
November 2001, Available at http:/ www.whitehouse.gov/? vicepresident/?news-
speeches/?speeches/?vp2001/11/14.html, Noted in L. Lazarus, and B. J. Goold, Ibid, p. 3.
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1. M.Ignatieft, The Lesser Evil: Politics in an Age of Terror, (Princeton: Princeton
University Press, 2004), p. 43.

2. A.Dershowitz, Tortured Reasoning, Torture: A Collection, (ed.) S Levinson, (Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2004), pp. 14-36.

3. B.Ackerman, “The Emergency Constitution”, (2004) Vol. 113, Yale Law Journal, pp.
1029-1043.

4. See for Example: D.Luban, “Eight Fallacies about Liberty and Security” (2005) Human
Rights in the War on Terror, Ibid, pp. 242-45, And Goldstone, R., The Tension between
Combating Terrorism and Protecting Civil Liberties (2005), Ibid, p. 249.
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1. Waldron, J., Ibid, pp. 203-4.

2. L.Lazarus, and B. J. Goold, Ibid, p, 4.

3. A Culture of Control.

4. D.Garland, The Culture of Control, (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2001), p. 33.

5. See Also: J. Simon, “Entitlement to Cruelty: Neo-liberalism and the Punitive
Mentality in the United States” (2001) Crime, Risk, and Justice: The Politics of Crime
Control in Liberal Democracies, (eds.) K Stenson and R Sullivan, Portland: Willan
Publishing, pp. 125-43.
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8. Management of Risk.

9. D.Garland, Ibid.
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2. Ibid, pp. 36-37.

3. L.Lazarus, and B. J. Goold, Ibid, p, 5.
4. Politics of Rights Skepticism.
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1. M. Freeman, Ibid, p. 33.

2. C.Douzinas, The End of Human Rights, (Oxford: Hart Publishing, 2000), p. 202 and
T.Campbell, , K.D. Ewing, and A. Tomkins, Skeptical Essays on Human Rights,
(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2001) p, 45.

3. L. Lazarus, and B. J.Goold, Ibid, p. 6.

4.C.Gearty, Can Human Rights Survive, (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2006) p, 45.

5. A.Macintyre, “On Democratic Theory” (1976) Vol. VI, Canadian Journal of Philosophy,
p. 181. See also: Ch. Taylor, Philosophy and Human Sciences, Philosophical Paper 2
(New York: Cambridge University Press, 1985) p, 188

6. L.Lazarus, and B. J. Goold, Ibid, p, 7.

7. The General Distaste for Rights within Certain Cultures.

8. Noted in Ibid, pp. 9-10.
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4. A Normative Judgment.
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