
EDUCATIONAL PACK 1: KS 4-5 CITIZENSHIP



THE FILM AND THE PACK

David Bond is a man on the run.

After the government loses his personal data – his name, address, and bank account details – David 
decides  to  fnd  out  just  how  much  privacy  we  have  left. David  disappears  –  and  private 
investigators  Cerberus  are  hired  to  hunt  him; they  are  given  only  his  name. Using  only  the 
information he's left behind, Cerberus have 30 days to catch David. 

ERASING DAVID is a flm which asks the fundamental question: does the man with nothing to hide 
really have nothing to fear?

Inside this pack you'll fnd a range of worksheets and activities designed to help you explore in 
greater depth some of the issues raised in the flm. 

At its most basic, ERASING DAVID is a flm about privacy. It's also a flm about identity, security, 
liberty and rights – and what we mean by each of those terms. Whether you agree with David's 
arguments or not, in a world which is ever more monitored, it's surely worthwhile investigating 
these questions further.
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THE ISSUES: IDENTITY

The flm begins with David on a train, refecting on the fact that the government have lost the 
details of his identity. In this context, identity seems simple enough – his name, his address, his bank 
account details.

But identity is undeniably about more than this. Do we really only have one identity? Or do we 
have several? How are these identities constructed? The flm raises the question not merely of how  
identities are constructed, but who constructs them. In short, are you solely responsible for your 
own identity? Is the impression conveyed by the information on your Facebook or Bebo page 
'you'? Or is there more, which – to paraphrase Toon Vanagt – you choose not to reveal.

How much of your identity is constructed by others? And is it possible that – even using only 
information you have given them – they could construct that identity in a way you might fnd 
unfamiliar? As Professor Timothy Garton-Ash states in the flm, on its own one bit of information 
may not hurt you, but a number of pieces paint of picture. Is it necessarily a picture you like?

THINGS TO THINK ABOUT

 HOW MANY KINDS OF IDENTITY DO YOU HAVE? Legal and cultural are two kinds. 
Can you think of any others?

 THE UK IDENTITY CARD SCHEME Construct  your own identity  card. What kind of 
information should such a document hold?  How much is  too much?  And how do you 
decide what is too much?

 IDENTITY THEFT is an often-discussed crime; evaluate your own security by looking at 
how much information you give away on the internet.



THE ISSUES: IDENTITY

At the start of the flm David is on a train, refecting on the fact that the government have lost the 
details of his identity. In this context, identity seems simple enough – his name, his address, his bank 
account details.
 
Identity theft (or loss of personal data) is  a current issue that is often reported in the media. 
However, the question is “What is an Identity?” 

Students should be split into groups of two and each pair should try to fll in the spider diagram 
“Indentity and the Sources of the Self.” They should try to defne each other in terms of 
the categories provided. Students are, of course, free to come up with other relevant categories 
too. The categories suggested are intended to open up discussion rather than frame it or close it 
down. 

They should  try  to write  some bullet  points  around each category. The idea  is  to  encourage 
students not to put simple answers – for example “Gender = female” – but to think how the 
category given helps to construct their identity and determine their outlook(s) and patterns of 
behaviour.

Having completed the spider diagram, each student should try to see if they can write a sentence 
or  a  couple  of  sentences  saying  who  they  are. Writing  a  simple, clear  and  comprehensive 
description can be diffcult! Students should then be asked to consider - whether in pairs or as a 
whole class - and share with others their conclusions about what an identity is. This could be an 
opportunity for board work.

Students should try to come up with a “Top 10” of the essential parts of their identity. What are 
the ten essential characteristics of their identity.  What things do you need to have to show that it 
is you?

Can we change our identities? In schools it is sometimes easy to think that because people are one 
way or another at school, then they will be like that for the rest of their lives. The reality is that 
people change, people re-invent themselves, people move on. It is sometimes quite surprising to 
discover who has gone on to do what after leaving school.



Identity and the Sources of Yourself

Write a sentence describing who you are (your identity in other words): 

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

What is an identity? How easy is it to reduce it to a few categories?
________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________



What are the ten essential parts of your identity? (How can other people tell it is you?)

1. ___________________________________________________________________

2. ___________________________________________________________________

3. ___________________________________________________________________

 

4. ___________________________________________________________________

 

5. ___________________________________________________________________

 

6. ___________________________________________________________________

 

7. ___________________________________________________________________

8. ___________________________________________________________________

 

9. ___________________________________________________________________

10. ___________________________________________________________________



Think about which parts of your identity you can change and which will stay the same and then fll 
out the table below:

Parts of your identity that you can change Parts of your identity that you cannot change

Everyone one gets an idea of who they are or who they want to be from people and things around 
them: friends and family, television, books, magazines and newspapers, celebrities or sporting role 
models  and  so  on. So, what  are  the  sources  of  yourself?  What  makes  up  your  identity?

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________



THE ISSUES: LIBERTY

In the flm we see David in conversation with Professor Angell of the London School of Economics. 
Here  David  notes  that  if  we  do not  give up  some information  we  simply  cannot  access  any 
services. 

The British government is currently trying to introduce identity cards. They say that the cards will 
provide an easy and secure way for legal UK residents to prove who they are. However, the cards 
are controversial: people have different views about whether they are a good idea or not.

The ID card can be used as a reference for checking and confrming ID when voting, opening a 
bank account or hiring a video. It will act as proof age for buying alcohol or cigarettes. Below is a 
specimen identity card (showing the front and the back of the card) for a foreign student which 
gives no entitlement to social security benefts. Identity cards for UK citizens look the same but 
have different information recorded on them.

Design your own identity card 
in your exercise book or on a 
piece of paper. 

What  information  do  you 
think you would need to have 
on the card you are designing?
 
You could record blood group, 
DNA  structure,  criminal 
record,  immigration  status, 
religion  or  even  any 
outstanding debts. 

THINGS TO THINK ABOUT

 HOW FAR IS TOO FAR? Clearly we have to sacrifce some freedom in order to beneft 
from public services such as education or health. Do ID cards represent a step too far, or 
are they essential for security and proving people's entitlement to services?

 Is it only the state which restricts your freedom? Can you think of any other individuals or 
organisations who do?



THE ISSUES: FREEDOM

What do we mean when we talk about freedom? What does it mean to be free?  Does 
freedom mean the ability to do or have whatever you want? What about other people’s 
freedoms to do what they want? What’s the relationship between what you want and what 
other people want? What happens if there is a conflict?

Freedom is  not  a  precise  term:  its  meaning  is  shifting,  vague  and  unclear.  It  means 
different things to different people in different cultures or circumstances. So, what does it 
mean to be free?



TWO THEORIES OF LIBERTY: 'NEGATIVE' AND 'POSITIVE'

The British philosopher Isaiah Berlin came up with two definitions of liberty in the 1950s: 
Negative and positive.  He talked about  “freedom from” and “freedom to.”  The idea of 
“freedom from” or so-called negative liberty is that you are free if there are no obstacles, 
barriers or constraints.   In other words, you are free if  you are not  chained up (either 
physical restraint or a non-physical restraint which stops you just like something physical).

“Freedom to” or positive liberty is the idea that there is something more to freedom than 
not being chained up. Maybe you cannot be truly free on your own you can only achieve 
your  full  potential  by  being  part  of  something  larger  than yourself  that  gives  your  life 
meaning: a school, a company or a religious group, even.  It also has the idea that you 
might need things such as access to healthcare free at the point of delivery in order to be 
free because health problems make you unfree. So, positive liberty is about being able to 
realize your full potential. Many commentators are suspicious of positive liberty because it 
potentially can lead to a government making decisions on the basis of what it thinks the 
true interests of the people are rather than actually finding out. Some opponents of positive 
liberty say that this leads to the so-called nanny state and could even develop into even 
totalitarian  dictatorship.  Defenders  of  positive  liberty  would  say  that  that  is  an 
exaggeration. 

A question which could arise is should you try to force people to be free.  Should the 
government or a government agency, for example, try to cure someone of drug addiction 
against their will? Would this be helping someone free themselves or is it unnecessary and 
potential dangerous government interference in areas of life in which it has no business to 
interfere.

Freedom from and freedom to can be two sides of the same coin: freedom to worship is 
similar to freedom from religious persecution. On the other hand, ‘freedom to’ and ‘freedom 
from’ can be two fundamentally incompatible ways of looking at the same thing as in the 
example of forcing a drug addict to be free.

Which aspects of the Articles under the Human Rights Act represent ‘negative liberty’ and 
which represent ‘positive liberty’ ?  (See separate sheet)

What aspects of positive and negative liberty (‘freedom to’ and ‘freedom from’) do the 
following examples illustrate (each may represent different aspects):

1. Being allowed to borrow you parent’s car keys and car for an evening?

2. Age restrictions on buying cigarettes and alcohol? 

3. Tax. 

4. New medicine having to be trailed, tested and government approved before going 
on the market?

5. The Highway code.

6. School-based restrictions on searching the Internet.

 



THE ISSUES: PRIVACY

In the flm, we see David talking to a number of experts on privacy – including Toon Vanagt and 
Frank Ahearn. Frank in particular shows David that living a 'normal'  life means sacrifcing your 
privacy – using a mobile phone can give away your location. Toon notes that using new media such 
as Twitter, people are becoming more careless about their privacy – letting people know their 
whereabouts much more freely than they would have done in the past.

This problem has even spawned an internet site, Please Rob Me which trawls Twitter posts to give 
away people's locations.  Are we too careless with our location on the internet?

More fundamentally, Toon argues that privacy is about 'what you reveal about yourself to whom, 
and for what purpose'. This means how much of your identity will you reveal, and how much of 
your liberty are you willing to compromise.

Legally, privacy law is still catching up with the internet – and it's not clear if it will be able to do so.  
The  issue  of  a  privacy  law  in  the  UK  (which  does  not  exist  at  present)  has  raised  much 
controversy – doesn't the idea of a privacy law actually limit others too (in terms of freedom of 
speech). Do people have an absolute right to privacy?

THINGS TO THINK ABOUT

 Do we have an absolute right to privacy? If  a high-profle celebrity privately held racist 
beliefs, would 'we' have a right to know?

 Should  the UK have a  privacy law? And if  so, how would  it  deal  with the  amount  of 
information individuals now make freely available over the internet?

 Conservative  leader  David  Cameron  famously  responded to  questions  about  drugs  by 
saying all politicians have a right to a private life outside of politics. Do they have the right 
to a private life after entering into politics?

http://www.pleaserobme.com/


TASK: MAKE YOUR OWN FILM

It is not easy to make a flm. It takes a lot planning and preparation. You have to come up with a 
script and probably also a set of cartoon-style story boards to show how the scenes in the flm are 
going to develop. Story boards are a series of sketches, images or cartoons in sequence to guide a 
director on how to shoot a flm.

How would you tackle the issues of liberty, identity, identity cards, data loss and privacy dealt with 
in the flm?

In pairs, come up with some ideas for a flm on one of the different issues tackled in the flm. On 
an A4 or even better an A3 sheet of paper produce your own story board for the flm you are 
planning to make. Focus of the key sections or themes in the flm and produce a cartoon-style strip  
of images to show how your ideas will be turned into a flm.

What’s the most effective way or ways of catching the attention of viewers to inform them about 
aspects of the issues raised in the flm. Think of a title for your flm; think about the message or 
messages  you  want  to  get  across  and  how you  will  do  it; think  about  what  characters  and 
situations you want to have; think about how you would promote it. 
 



LINKS

THE FILM

www.erasingdavid.com
www.whereisdavid.co.uk

IDENTITY

The MIT Personas Project
personas.media.mit.edu
The No2ID Campaign (UK)
www.no2ID.net
Immigration and Passport Service ID cards site
http://www.ips.gov.uk/cps/rde/xchg/ips_live/hs.xsl/index.htm

LIBERTY

Liberty UK
www.liberty-human-rights.org.uk

PRIVACY

Privacy International
http://www.privacyinternational.org/
Frank Ahearn's website
http://www.frankahearn.com/
Open University Privacy resources 
http://openlearn.open.ac.uk/mod/resource/view.php?id=282294&direct=1
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EDUCATIONAL PACK 2: 
A-LEVEL AND HIGHER EDUCATION



THE FILM AND THE PACK

David Bond is a man on the run.

After the government loses his personal data – his name, address, and bank account 
details – David decides to find out just how much privacy we have left. David disappears – 
and private investigators Cerberus are hired to hunt him; they are given only his name. 
Using  only  the  information  he's  left  behind,  Cerberus  have  30  days  to  catch  David. 
ERASING DAVID  is  a  film  which  asks  the  fundamental  question:  does  the  man with 
nothing to hide really have nothing to fear?

Inside  this  pack  you'll  find a range of  worksheets  and activities  designed to  help  you 
explore in greater depth some of the issues raised in the film. Accompanying this pack – 
which is  aimed at  students in  sixth  form or  degree-level  education – is a  PowerPoint 
presentation in the form of an 'issues guide'.

At its most basic, ERASING DAVID is a film about privacy. It's also a film about identity, 
security, liberty and rights – and what we mean by each of those terms. Whether you 
agree with David's arguments or not, in a world which is ever more monitored, it's surely 
worthwhile investigating these questions further.

CONTENTS
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THE ISSUES: IDENTITY

The film begins with David on a train, reflecting on the fact that the government have lost 
the details of his identity. In this context, identity seems simple enough – his name, his 
address, his bank account details.

But identity is undeniably about more than this. Do we really only have one identity? Or do 
we have several? How are these identities constructed? The film raises the question not 
merely of how identities are constructed, but who constructs them. In short, are you solely 
responsible for your own identity? Is the impression conveyed by the information on your 
Facebook or Bebo page 'you'? Or is there more, which – to paraphrase Toon Vanagt – you 
choose not to reveal.

How much of your identity is constructed by others? And is it possible that – even using 
only information you have given them – they could construct that identity in a way you 
might find unfamiliar? As Professor Timothy Garton-Ash states in the film (16:02), on its 
own one bit of information may not hurt you, but a number of pieces paint of picture. Is it 
necessarily a picture you like?

DEFINING IDENTITY

Burke and Stets define identity as “the set of meanings that define who one is when one is 
an occupant  of  a  particular  role  in  society,  a  member of  a  particular  group,  or claims 
particular characteristics that identify him or her as a unique person.” (Burke, P. & Stets, J., 
Identity Theory, Oxford University Press, 2009). Different disciplines (social psychology, 
philosophy, cultural studies) have different views on what identity is, and no one definition 
is exclusive. Burke and Stets' definition begs the question – who attributes the meanings 
that make you who you are?



THINGS TO THINK ABOUT

 HOW MANY KINDS OF IDENTITY DO YOU HAVE? Legal and cultural  are two 
kinds. Can you think of any others.

 THE UK IDENTITY CARD SCHEME Construct your own identity card. What kind of 
information should such a document hold? How much is too much? And how do you 
decide what is too much?

 IDENTITY CARDS II If ID cards were introduced, who should be allowed to ask to 
see them, and why? What penalties should be imposed for non-compliance?

 IDENTITY  THEFT is  an  often-discussed  crime;  evaluate  your  own  security  by 
looking at how much information you give away on the internet.

FURTHER READING

 BBC News, 'Q&A: Identity cards', http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/uk/3127696.stm

 'Facebook generation faces identity crisis', http://www.medicalnewstoday.com/articles/113878.php

 'Personal  identity',  Stanford  Encylopedia  of  Philosophy,  http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/identity-
personal/#PsyApp

http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/uk/3127696.stm
http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/identity-personal/#PsyApp
http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/identity-personal/#PsyApp
http://www.medicalnewstoday.com/articles/113878.php


THE ISSUES: LIBERTY

In the film (19:21),  we see David in conversation with Professor Angell  of  the London 
School of Economics. Here David notes that if we do not give up some information we 
simply cannot access any services. Fifty years ago, the philosopher Isaiah Berlin defined 
two concepts of liberty:

1 NEGATIVE LIBERTY – Freedom from interference.
2 POSITIVE LIBERTY – Freedom to realise your potential.

Examples of negative liberty include freedom of speech, freedom of assembly, 

Berlin noted that the two inevitably come into conflict.  No-one has absolute negative 
liberty; we have to accept state interference in our lives from birth, when our arrival in this 
world is registered (and probably facilitated by the NHS) to death, when our exit is again 
registered. In between we are compelled to accept a regime of taxation, law and state 
intervention. So we can see that our negative liberty is always restricted.

For Berlin, writing in the immediate aftermath of the Second World War, there was a further 
danger. Some philosophers and politicians had come to see the claims of positive liberty 
as rational, and only discoverable by an educated, trained class. In other words, people 
didn't know what was good for them (a position held as early as Plato), and in order to 
realise their potential – and to realise the potential of the 'general will'  (Rousseau) – a 
class of trained politicians were required to interpret what was best and to make laws 
accordingly. Philosophers such as  Berlin and  Sir Karl Popper saw in this the seeds of 
totalitarianism; belief in expertise over democratic choice is to imply that the views of 
some are worthless.  This wasn't  an attitude found only  in Nazi  Germany and Soviet 
Russia;  a  famous  British  Labour  politician,  Douglas  Jay,  once  said  'the  gentleman in 
Whitehall  knows best',  whilst  Margaret  Thatcher,  Conservative Prime Minister  between 
1979 and 1990, was fond of stating that 'There is no alternative' (TINA) to her policies. 
Both Berlin and Popper – whilst accepting the need for some positive liberty – argued that 
these kind of attitudes, promoting intervention to the exclusion of negative liberty, could run 
the risk of  trampling over citizen's  rights.  Clearly,  there always needs to  be a balance 
between negative and positive liberty.



THINGS TO THINK ABOUT

 HOW FAR IS TOO FAR? Clearly we have to sacrifice some negative liberty in order 
to benefit from public services such as education or health. Do ID cards represent a 
step too far, or are they essential to security and proving people's entitlement to 
services?

 Choose one of these areas of policy and argue whether too much negative liberty 
has been sacrificed – or not! (Works best if each topic allocated to two people – one 
for, one against. For larger groups, use two-person teams).
1 EDUCATION
2 HEALTH
3 TAXATION
4 SECURITY
5 CENSORSHIP
6 MEDIA PIRACY

 Is it only the state which restricts your negative liberty? Can you think of any other 
individuals or organisations who do?

 Which is more important – negative or positive liberty?

FURTHER READING

 Berlin, Isaiah, 'Two concepts of liberty' 
(1958).http://www.nyu.edu/projects/nissenbaum/papers/twoconcepts.pdf 

 Mill, John Stuart, On Liberty (1860). http://www.constitution.org/jsm/liberty.htm

 Popper, Karl Raimund, The Open Society and Its Enemies  (1945). The Guardian, 'Civil liberties', 
http://www.guardian.co.uk/uk/civil-liberties

http://www.guardian.co.uk/uk/civil-liberties
http://www.constitution.org/jsm/liberty.htm
http://www.nyu.edu/projects/nissenbaum/papers/twoconcepts.pdf


THE ISSUES: PRIVACY

In the film, we see David talking to a number of experts on privacy – including Toon Vanagt 
(11:47) and Frank Ahearn (08:07). Frank in particular shows David that living a 'normal' life 
means sacrificing your privacy – using a mobile phone can give away your location. Toon 
notes that using new media such as Twitter, people are becoming more careless about 
their privacy – letting people know their whereabouts much more freely than they would 
have done in the past.

This problem has even spawned an internet site, PleaseRobMe.com, which trawls Twitter 
posts  to  give  away  people's  locations.  Are  we  too  careless  with  our  location  on  the 
internet?

More fundamentally, Toon argues that privacy is about 'what you reveal about yourself to 
whom,  and for  what  purpose'  (11:47).  This  means how much of  your  identity  will  you 
reveal, and how much of your liberty are you willing to compromise.

Legally, privacy law is still catching up with the internet – and it's not clear if it will be able 
to do so. The issue of a privacy law in the UK (which does not exist at present) has raised 
much controversy – doesn't the idea of a privacy law actually limit others too (in terms of 
freedom of speech). Do people have an absolute right to privacy?

THE IDEA OF A RIGHT TO PRIVACY

Debates over whether or not individuals have a right to privacy began in earnest after the 
rise of tabloid journalism; future US Supreme Court justice Louis Brandeis argued in an 
1890 article that people did have 'the right to be let alone'. 

This debate has returned in the UK during the 2000s; a number of high-profile libel actions 
leading newspapers to argue that a right to privacy has been created by 'stealth' and is 
stifling freedom of expression. Is this true?

http://www.pleaserobme.com/


THINGS TO THINK ABOUT

 Do we have an absolute right to privacy? If a high-profile celebrity privately held 
racist beliefs, would 'we' have a right to know?

 Should the UK have a privacy law? And if so, how would it deal with the amount of 
information individuals now make freely available over the internet?

 If there is a privacy law, or tighter regulation of the press, doesn't that undermine 
the right to free speech? Which is more important – privacy, or free speech?

 David  Cameron  famously  responded  to  questions  about  drugs  by  saying  all 
politicians have a right to a private life 'before politics'. Do they have the right to a 
private life after entering into politics?

FURTHER READING

 Warren, Samuel D., and Brandeis, Louis D.,'The right to privacy', Harvard Law Review (1890) – 
online at http://groups.csail.mit.edu/mac/classes/6.805/articles/privacy/Privacy_brand_warr2.html

 Privacy International, 'Privacy and Human Rights 2004', 
http://openlearn.open.ac.uk/file.php/3472/W100_6_Reading8.pdf

 Vallance, Chris, 'Surveillance fears for the UK', BBC News, 4 May 2009, 
http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/technology/8029349.stm

http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/technology/8029349.stm
http://openlearn.open.ac.uk/file.php/3472/W100_6_Reading8.pdf
http://groups.csail.mit.edu/mac/classes/6.805/articles/privacy/Privacy_brand_warr2.html


LINKS

THE FILM

www.erasingdavid.com
www.whereisdavid.co.uk

IDENTITY

The MIT Personas Project
personas.media.mit.edu
The No2ID Campaign (UK)
www.no2ID.net
Immigration and Passport Service ID cards site
http://www.ips.gov.uk/cps/rde/xchg/ips_live/hs.xsl/index.htm

LIBERTY

Liberty UK
www.liberty-human-rights.org.uk

PRIVACY

Privacy International
http://www.privacyinternational.org/
Frank Ahearn's website
http://www.frankahearn.com/
Open University Privacy resources 
http://openlearn.open.ac.uk/mod/resource/view.php?id=282294&direct=1
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What do we mean when we talk about freedom? What does it mean to be free?  Does 
freedom mean the ability to do or have whatever you want? What about other people’s 
freedoms to do what they want? What’s the relationship between what you want and what 
other people want? What happens if there is a conflict?

Freedom is not a precise term: its meaning is shifting, vague and unclear. It means 
different things to different people in different cultures or circumstances. So, what does it 
mean to be free?

The United Kingdom has signed up to the European Convention on Human Rights and 
introduced the Human Rights Act in 1998 which came into effect in 2000.  It allows people 
in the UK to use to British court system – the British system of justice – to try to get their 
rights protected.

The rights protected under the European Convention on Human Rights and the Human 
Rights Act (1998) are set out below.

Students should consider in groups which are the three most important freedoms and 
liberties set out in the articles. Each group should produce a list of their top three freedoms 
together with a reason for choosing each one.

A representative from each group will report back to the rest of the class. The results could 
be written up on the whiteboard or electronic whiteboard.

• Have different groups made different choices of which are the most important 
rights/freedoms? Why?

• Have different groups come up with some of the same ideas? Why?

• Which choices are the most hotly debated or controversial?

• Do some of the different rights potentially conflict with each other? (For example 
freedom of conscience (religion) and freedom of expression.)



The exercise is likely to show that a roomful full of different people is likely to come up with 
a different set of ideas about which rights and freedoms are the most important. More than 
that people often find it difficult to agree about definitions of freedom. Politicians, 
particularly presidents of the United States often talk of freedom - which they associate 
with the American way – as a universal concept.  

The United Nations organization has a Universal Declaration of Human Rights. The idea 
here is that certain rights and freedoms should apply at all times and in places. There is a 
debate about what these rights and freedoms should be. Are these really universal rights 
and freedoms or are they just ideas that advanced western countries want to impose on 
the rest of the world for their own reasons.  What role do individual cultures and traditions, 
religious observances etc play? There are lots of debates in this area with issues such as - 
and by no means confined to - genital mutilation, forced marriages, different forms of 
torture/aggressive interrogation techniques, uncensored web access and so on.

Are rights and freedoms wide-ranging and universal or are they limited and geographically 
specific?    

Can different ideas of freedom exist within different countries or across the world?



“The Human Rights Act (1998) and the European Convention Rights” 

Article 2: Right to Life 

(1)Everyone's right to life shall be protected by law. No one shall be deprived of his life intentionally save in 
the execution of a sentence of a court following his conviction of a crime for which the penalty is provided by 
law.
(2) Deprivation of life shall not be regarded as inflicted in contravention of this Article when it results from the 
use of force which is no more than absolutely necessary- (a) in defence of any person from unlawful 
violence;
(b) in order to effect a lawful arrest or to prevent the escape of a person lawfully detained;
(c) in action lawfully taken for the purpose of quelling a riot or insurrection.

Article 3: Inhuman treatment 

No one shall be subjected to torture or to inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment. 

Article 4: Slavery 

(1) No one shall be held in slavery or servitude.
(2) No one shall be required to perform forced or compulsory labour.
(3) For the purpose of this Article the term "forced or compulsory labour" shall not include: 
(a) any work required to be done in the ordinary course of detention imposed in accordance to the provisions 
of Article 5 of this Convention or during conditional release from such detention;
(b) any service of a military character or, in the case of conscientious objectors in countries where they are 
recognised, service exacted instead of compulsory military service;
(c) any service exacted in case of an emergency or calamity threatening the life or well-being of the 
community;
(d) any work or service which forms part of normal civic obligations.

Article 5: Right to Liberty 

(1) Everyone has the right to liberty and security of person. No one shall be deprived of his liberty save in the 
following cases and in accordance with a procedure prescribed by law:
(a) the lawful detention of a person after conviction by a competent court;
(b) the lawful arrest or detention of a person for non-compliance with the lawful order of a court or in order to 
secure the fulfilment of any obligation prescribed by law;
(c) the lawful arrest or detention of a person effected for the purpose of bringing him before the competent 
legal authority on reasonable suspicion of having committed an offence or when it is reasonably considered 
necessary to prevent his committing an offence or fleeing after having done so;
(d) the detention of a minor by lawful order for the purpose of educational supervision or his lawful detention 
for the purpose of bringing him before the competent legal authority;
(e) the lawful detention of persons for the prevention of the spreading of infectious diseases, of persons of 
unsound mind, alcoholics and drug addicts or vagrants;
(f) the lawful arrest or detention of a person to prevent his effecting an unauthorised entry into the country or 
of a person against whom action is being taken with a view to deportation or extradition.
(2) Everyone who is arrested shall be informed promptly, in a language which he understands, of the reason 
for his arrest and of any charge against him.
(3) Everyone arrested or detained in accordance with the provisions of paragraph 1(c) of this Article shall be 
brought promptly before a judge or other officer authorised by law to exercise judicial power and shall be 
entitled to trial within a reasonable time or to release pending trial. Release may be conditioned by 
guarantees to appear for trial.
(4) Everyone who is deprived of his liberty by arrest or detention shall be entitled to take proceedings by 
which the lawfulness of his detention shall be decided speedily by a court and his release ordered if the 
detention is not lawful.
(5) Everyone who has been the victim of arrest or detention in contravention of the provisions of this Article 
shall have an enforceable right to compensation. 



Article 6: Right to a fair trial 

(1) In the determination of his civil rights and obligations or of any criminal charge against him, everyone is 
entitled to a fair and public hearing within a reasonable time by an independent and impartial tribunal 
established by law. Judgment shall be pronounced publicly but the press and public may be excluded from 
all or part of the trial in the interests of morals, public order or national security in a democratic society, where 
the interests of juveniles or the protection of the private life of the parties so require, or to the extent strictly 
necessary in the opinion of the court in special circumstances where publicity would prejudice the interests of 
justice.
(2) Everyone charged with a criminal offence shall be presumed innocent until proved guilty according to law.
(3) Everyone charged with a criminal offence has the following minimum rights - 

(a) to be informed promptly, in a language which he understands and in detail, of the nature and cause of the 
accusation against him;
(b) to have adequate time and facilities for the preparation of his defence;
(c) to defend himself in person or through legal assistance of his own choosing or, if he has not sufficient 
means to pay for legal assistance, to be given it free when the interests of justice so require;
(d) to examine or have examined witnesses against him and to obtain the attendance and examination of 
witnesses on his behalf under the same conditions as witnesses against him;
(e) to have the free assistance of an interpreter if he cannot understand or speak the language used in court. 

Article 7: Retrospective crimes 

(1) No one shall be held guilty of any criminal offence on account of any act or omission which did not 
constitute a criminal offence under national or international law at the time when it was committed. Nor shall 
a heavier penalty be imposed than the one that was applicable at the time the criminal offence was 
committed. 

(2) This Article shall not prejudice the trial and punishment of any person for any act or omission which, 
at the time it was committed, was criminal according to the general law recognised by civilised nations.

Article 8: Right to privacy 

(1) Everyone has the right for his private and family life, his home and his correspondence. 

(2) There shall be no interference by a public authority with the exercise of this right except such as is in 
accordance with the law and is necessary in a democratic society in the interests of national security, public 
safety or the economic well-being of the country, for the prevention of disorder or crime, for the protection of 
health or morals, or for the protection of the rights and freedoms of others.

Article 9: Freedom of conscience 

(1) Everyone has the right to freedom of thought, conscience and religion; this right includes freedom to 
change his religion or belief and freedom, either alone or in community with others and in public or private, to 
manifest his religion or belief, in worship, teaching, practice and observance. 

(2) Freedom to manifest one's religion or beliefs shall be subject only to such limitations as are prescribed by 
law and are necessary in a democratic society in the interests of public safety, for the protection of public 
order, health or morals, or for the protection of the rights and freedoms of others. 

Article 10: Freedom of Expression 

(1) Everyone has the right of freedom of expression. This right shall include freedom to hold opinions and to 
receive and impart information and ideas without inference by public authority and regardless of frontiers. 
This Article shall not prevent States from requiring the licensing of broadcasting, television or cinema 
enterprises. 

(2) The exercise of these freedoms, since it carries with it duties and responsibilities, may be subject to such 
formalities, conditions, restrictions or penalties as are prescribed by law and are necessary in a democratic 
society, in the interests of national security, territorial integrity or public safety, for the prevention of disorder 
or crime, for the protection of health or morals, for the protection of the reputation or rights of others, for 
preventing the disclosure of information received in confidence, or for maintaining the authority and 
impartiality of the judiciary. 



Article 11: Freedom of Assembly 

(1) Everyone has the right to freedom of peaceful assembly and to freedom of association with others, 
including the right to form and to join trade unions for the protection of his interests. 

(2) No restrictions shall be placed on the exercise of these rights other than such as are prescribed by law 
and are necessary in a democratic society in the interests of national security or public safety, for the 
prevention of disorder or crime, for the protection of health or morals or for the protection of the rights and 
freedoms of others. 

This Article shall not prevent the imposition of lawful restrictions on the exercise of these rights by members 
of the armed forces, of the police or of the administration of the state. 

Article 12: Marriage and the family 

Men and women of marriageable age shall have the right to marry and to found a family, according to 
national laws governing the exercise of this right. 

Article 14: Discrimination 

The enjoyment of the rights and freedoms set forth in this convention shall be secured without discrimination 
on any ground such as sex, race, colour, language, religion, political or other opinion, national or social 
origin, association with a national minority, property, birth or other status. 

Source: BBC

http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/uk/946400.stm
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