LALIT

153 Main Road, Grand River North West, Port Louis,

Republic of Mauritius

Tel/Fax: 230 208 2132, 230 208 5551

e-mail   lalmel@intnet.mu

11th February, 2002

President of the Republic, Mr. C. Uteem,

State House, Le Reduit,

Reduit.

Dear Sir,

You will recall that, in our letter to you about the Constitutional Amendment to close down the Economic Crime Office, we forewarned you about the impending threats that we were predicting to fundamental human rights in the anti-terrorist legislation that was, at that stage, still a thing of the future. Our letter to you of 27 December, 2001, also exposed the manipulation of public opinion about the apparently invented “terrorist action” of putting “Lannate” into the sugar cargo of MV Nisha.

Even then, we already requested you to prepare to use your right to refuse assent in any anti-terrorist legislation that infringes fundamental human rights. We said: “Finally Mr. President, we cannot end this letter without referring to the gross manipulation of public opinion that we have witnessed around the “stop and search” operation by the British anti-terrorist forces, of the MV Nisha while it was carrying Mauritian raw sugar to British refineries. One Minister here chose to link the incident to so-called “terrorist” activities in Mauritius, and even to the purchase of common pesticides: it is indeed fortunate that the British authorities chose to ignore the petty political schemes underlying the pompous declarations of the local Minister, otherwise they may have decided to destroy the whole sugar cargo of the MV Nisha, just in case it contained any “Lannate”. But what is more serious is that all this cynical propaganda about possible “terrorist activities” in Mauritius is aimed at conditioning public opinion for the coming anti-terrorist legislation: such legislation invariably includes a shrinking of fundamental human rights. The manipulation of public opinion we are witnessing, in relation to “terrorist activities” in Mauritius, is clearly aimed at undermining any protest movement against such curtailing of civil and political rights.

“Although the Constitution of Mauritius does not give you any choice as to your “assent” for the kind of “rogue” constitutional amendments we have seen for the institutional destruction of the ECO, we hope you will use your present constitutional powers to protect the fundamental rights of the people of Mauritius, if the proposed “Anti-terrorist legislation” should undermine those rights.”
We now, therefore, call on you formally to refuse your assent to this dangerous law. We would very much like to be granted an appointment to meet you to discuss our objections on human rights grounds to this law. As you know, we are in the Ad Hoc Committee Against the Prevention of Terrorism Law, and we could discuss our objections in the context of a meeting between you and the Ad Hoc Committee, should this be more convenient for you.

Yours sincerely,

Lindsey Collen

for LALIT

