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RIGHT TO FREEDOM FROM FEAR I26I 

L ·. INTRODUCTION 

[F]reedom from fear, which, translated into world. terms, means a world-
wide· reduction· of armaments to such a point. and in such a · thorough 
f.!shion that no nation will be in a position to coriunit an act of physicil 
aggression against any neighbor - anywhere in the world. Thatis no vision 
of a distant znillennium.·lt is a definite basis for a Jcirld of world at;tai!lable in 
our own time and generation. 'That kind of world is the very antithesis Q[ 
the so-called 0 new order" of tyr.lnny which the dictators seek to ... create 
with the crash of a bomb.' 
- Franklin Delano Roosevelt 

On January 6, 1941, Franklin Delano Roosevelt addressed the 77th Congt:ess 
of the United S.tates of America.and the.whole of America, which was a.t the 
brink of joining the Allied Forces in the second world war. He rallied the 
American people into the sacrifices that the war effort would entail, by 

forth a vision of a world founded upon four esSential human fteedorils. 
These were freedom of speech and expression, freedom of religion, freedom 
from: want, and the freedom from fear.2 · 

Dean Harold Koh of the Yale Law School observes that the framework 
for these four freedoms foreshadowed the post-war human-rights construct -
embedded in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and subsequent 
international covenants.l Thus, the freeddm of speech and religion receiveS 
protection under International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights. The 
freedom from want is embodied in· the International Covenant on Economic, . 
Social and Cultl.lriil ·Rights. Both.· these. covenants wei·c; signed by the 
Philippines on I9 December I966. Lastly, the freedom from fear, including 
freedom from gx;oss violations. and persecutiQn are in international 
instruments such as the I9.SI C01wention Relating to i:heStatus ofRefugeesr 
the Convention on the ]>reve11tion am;l of the Ccirne of 
Genocide and the Conventi<m Against Torture and. Other Cruel, Inhuman 
or Degrading Treatment or The PhilippineS' is a signatory to all 
these international instruments .. · As a result, the Philippines has obligations 
that arise from these conventions to its nationals. 

I. franklin D,.lano Roosevelt, f(>Ur Freedoms, .a speech delivered on january 
6, 1941, available at Oast. access 
Dec. 31, 2003). 

2 .. !d. 
J. Koh, supra note 3. 
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human rights, because these freedoms are delicate and vulnerable, as well as 
supremely precious in our society' and the threat of sanctions may deter 'their 
exercise almost as potently as the actual application of sanctions. Justice 
M$asiar held that for there to be a constitutional or valid infringement of 
human rights, there is a more stringent criterion, that is, the existence·. of a 
grave and immediate danger of a substantive evil which the State has\(the 
right to prevent. This grave and immediate danger that we find in our tkne 

· is that of kidnapping. Having· found the common denominator that 
government action -upholding the freedom from fear it remains 

to seen where the equilibrium point lies, between the values of living our 
livesfree from anxiety and that of exercising the rights that make life human. 
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