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Foreword

On December 10, 1948, the United Nations General Assembly adopted the Universal

Declaration of Human Rights, declaring the right to life, freedom, security, and
economic, social and cultural rights as fundamental human rights. The pursuit of
these fundamental human rights is not only a recognition of human dignity, but
also a promotion of the foundations for world freedom, justice and peace. The
development and protection of human rights is not only a government’s duty, but also
the reason for a government’s existence. Democracy has become a universal value,
as it possesses various supervisory abilities to prevent governments from infringing
their subjects’ human rights. Therefore, it can be said that democracy and human
rights complement each other and are inseparable. Democratic development enhances
the protection of human rights, which in turn deepens and consolidates democracy.
Taiwan’s historical developments have provided one of the most successful examples
this regard.
Taiwan’s democratization has been hailed as a political miracle. As a fully
democratic country, Taiwan’s achievements in human rights protection and promotion
are widely recognized, but we are not complacent about this. In addition to further
strengthening these achievements, we hope to expand our horizons and go one step
further by caring about human rights and democratic developments in neighboring
countries. This is the raison d’etre for the establishment of the Taiwan Foundation for
Democracy and its goals.
The United Nations have already affirmed fundamental human rights, and
human rights protection has become a universal human right. To the Taiwanese
people, human rights are a given, yet to people from other countries, human rights
remains a luxury, and a prime example of this is our neighbor-China.
China’s human rights situation has long been a major concern of the
international community as the Chinese government’s abuse of human rights has
always been sternly criticized by the international community. From Taiwan’s point
of view, China’s management of human rights issues not only determines whether
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China is able to abide by universal norms of the international community, whether its
people can enjoy fundamental human rights, or whether their human dignity can be
protected, but also affects regional stability and the development of cross-strait ties.
With these considerations in mind, the Taiwan Foundation for Democracy entrusted
the Foundation on International and Cross-Strait Studies with a project that convened
academics and experts including Wen-cheng Lin, Li-Wen Tung, Chun-ju Chen, Fort
Fu-Te Liao, Jiann-fa Yan and Chang-yen Tsai who participated in a comprehensive
study of China’s human rights development in the social, political, judicial,
economic, educational and cultural spheres from July 2005 through June 2006. The
study culminated in a report that was published as China Human Rights Report 2006.
Through this annual report, the Foundation hopes to make a modest contribution to
the arduous task of promoting human rights in China.

Wen-cheng Lin

President
Taiwan Foundation for Democracy
December 2006
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Preface
Wen-cheng Lin*

The 2006 Annual Report by the Congressional-Executive Commission on China in
the United States points out that the Chinese government, concerned with increasing
social unrest, took several steps backward, increasing “government interference
with and intimidation and harassment of individuals and groups that the party
believes may threaten its authority or legitimacy.”① In order to maintain social
stability, the Chinese government relies on coercion to suppress any potential threats
to party rule. For instance, it has increased its restrictions on lawyers, continued
to use the mechanism of reeducation-through-labor, adopted vague criminal law
and administrative regulations to detain people, controlled religious literature, and
enforced censorship in order to deny the freedom of speech and publications provided
to the people by the Constitution.② In general, China’s human rights condition did not
improve in 2005-2006. On the contrary, it slid backward. The main reason for such
a regression is China’s increasing concern with its social unrest. This fact reflects
that although economic reform in the past three decades has resulted in substantial
economic growth in China, it has created many new problems that seriously threaten
China’s stability.

I. Factors leading to China’s increasing social unrest
According a report by China’s Minister of Public Security, Zhou Yongkang,
there were 74,000 “mass incidents” in China in 2004, with a total of 3.8 million
participants. The number of “mass incidents” increased to 87,000 in 2005, among
which “the crimes that interfered with government business increased by 18.9%, mass
gatherings that disturbed social order increased by 13%, incidents of provocation

*

Wen-cheng Lin is the Dean of the College of Social Sciences at National Sun Yatsen University.
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and stirring up trouble increased by 11.8%, and mob violence increased by 5.8%.”③
For instance, on August 6, 2005 in Daye, Huangshi City, northern Hubei, 10,000
people rioted against the Huangshi City Government’s decision to redraw the district
of Daye, confronting the police.④ On December 6, 2005, armed policemen were sent
to Shanwei in Guangdong Province to suppress residents who protested the lack of
compensation for having land confiscated by the government. About 20 people were
killed by policemen.⑤ The factors leading to increasing social unrest in China are as
follows:

Problems created by a large population
Many social, economic, and political problems in China are related to its large
population. China has more than 1.3 billion people, which account for approximately
21% of the total world population. China’s population will continue to increase by
8-10 million annually in the coming decade. It is estimated that China’s population
will reach 1.6 billion in 2030. ⑥ Overpopulation brings about the challenge of
job creation and the problems of insufficient living space, degradation of the
environment, and a shortage of food. In order to control population growth, China
strictly enforced the one-child policy in 1980. The one-child policy shapes the 4-2-1
family structure, namely a couple supporting four parents and one child. The burden
to the couple is understandable very heavy. In addition, China is a society which
traditionally prefers boys over girls. The one-child policy has led to the abandoning
or sale of female babies, especially in the rural areas. Unequal gender distribution
may become a source of social unrest in China in the future.

High unemployment rate
China’s high unemployment rate is related to its overpopulation. According to
official statistics, China’s unemployment rate is lower than 4.6%, but the figure is
underestimated. A scholar in the Chinese Academy of Social Sciences points out
that China’s unemployment rate is as high as 27.78%. The difference is due to the
fact that the official statistics do not cover the hidden unemployment, such as the
30 million extra workers in state-owned enterprises, more than 7 million in various
agencies in the government, more than 9 million in collective enterprises, and
more than 200 million in rural areas. Other academic studies also indicate that the
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Chinese government purposely underestimated the unemployment rate. For instance,
Michigan University conducted surveys in five Chinese cities, discovering that the
unemployment rate was 12.7%.⑦ The employment rate for college graduates dropped
from 83% in 2003 to 72.6% in 2005. This wave of unemployment is more serious
than the past two waves.⑧
Unemployment also reveals the lack of a social relief policy. Laid-off workers
are unable to receive adequate pensions. In fact, exploited by corrupt managers,
workers usually receive far less to live on. For instance, more than 1,500 workers in
an electric company in Xi’an have been deprived of health insurance, subsidized by
the government, as well as severance pay. The company even withheld more than
RMB 8,000, which every worker was entitled to have. The workers appealed through
every means possible, but in vain.⑨ Sometimes, managers might sell their factory to
their relatives or friends at a cheap price, which puts their workers in a tight spot, as
they cannot continue living without any income. It is not unusual for laid-off workers
to commit suicide, and similar cases in which laid-off workers are unfairly treated are
rampant.

Three agricultural problems
The so-called three agricultural problems relate to agriculture, farmers, and rural
villages. On August 24, 2000, Southern Weekly carried a letter written by party
secretary Li Changping of Qipan Township in Jianli County, Hubei to the Premier
of the State Council in its front page. The letter used three sentences to describe the
tragic condition in the countryside: “Farmers are really suffering, the rural villages
are really poor, and agriculture is really in danger.”⑩ Those three sentences fully
reflect the core problems of China’s agriculture, farmers, and rural villages.

Problems with agriculture
China is traditionally an agricultural country. Although economic reform has attracted
foreign investment and urbanization has been increasing, more than 60% of China’s
population is still living in rural villages. The problems that China’s agriculture faces
are the shortage and shrinking of arable land. In addition, China’s farming equipment
is outdated, and the government has long deprived the country’s agricultural sector.
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After joining the World Trade Organization, China’s agricultural market has been
forced to open up to the outside world. The shortage of water and the weakening
agricultural environment are also challenges for China’s agriculture. To solve those
problems, the government needs to develop a comprehensive policy, including the
investment in capital and technology and the improvement of management systems
in order to change the environment.

Problems with rural villages
China’s economic reform began in the rural villages. China abandoned communes in
the mid-1980s and allowed various systems of responsibility. Farmers were allowed
to decide what they wanted to plant, and they had the freedom to handle the rest of
their harvest after they paid taxes. Therefore, the rural villages were the first to benefit
from economic reform. However, the gravity of economic reform has moved from
rural to urban areas and from agriculture to industry in the past three decades. The
income gap between the rural villages and cities did not decrease. On the contrary,
it grew larger. ⑪ In fact, rural villages have returned to poverty, because every
household owns too little arable land and there is an oversupply of labor. In addition,
public order in rural villages is declining. Farmers suffer from heavy taxes and extra
financial obligations imposed by local governments. Most of the town governments
have heavy debts and budget deficits. Elections for village committees have become
an outlet for gangsters or other people with bad intentions to get rich quick, because
they can have a stake in village public property after they manipulate and win the
elections.

Problems with farmers
As mentioned above, the core problem that the framers face is that they are too poor.
Their income cannot support their needs. About 62% of farmers rely on agricultural
income for a living, and their income has decreased in recent years. Even worse
is that extra burdens have increased. Local governments frequently impose extra
taxes, fines, and financial obligations on farmers.⑫ Some farmers whose land was
confiscated by the government without reasonable compensation have lost their
means of living. According to a report by the British Broadcasting Corporation, more
than 66 million farmers have lost their land in the past decade,⑬ and the number
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increased by about two million farmers every year.⑭ Many extremely poor farmers
have sold their blood to make a living, but many were affected by HIV/AIDS.⑮ A
farmer in Henan committed suicide because he did not have money to support his
son to go to college. Similar cases were commonplace. Farmers are forced to migrate
from rural or outlying areas to the cities, because they could not find jobs in their
hometowns. But many of them are not fortunate enough to be employed in the cities,
and become the so-called “three-no’s” people: namely, no legal residence, no job,
and no place to live. Those migrants from rural areas to the cities, especially jobless
migrants, are discriminated against or deprived of their rights by the city residents
and the city government. For instance, their children cannot enjoy equal educational
benefits,⑯ many city residents have refused to marry them, and many female migrants
have been sold into the sex trade.

Laid-off workers
In the process of reforming the state-owned enterprises, many workers were laid off.
Many laid-off workers who do not have professional skills are unlikely to find new
jobs. Their pensions and unemployment subsidies are not enough to support their
lives. The impact on those who are in their 40s or 50s is especially harsh, because
they need money to support their families, including their children’s education. If
they are laid off, their family’s finances will be in serious trouble. It is estimated
that there are 20 million laid-off workers in China. According a survey, more than
287,000 people commit suicide (the fifth leading cause of death) in China each year,
which accounts for 3.6% of the total deaths in China each year.⑰ There are another
two million people every year who attempt suicide. Among those who committed
suicide, many were laid-off workers. For instance, more than 30,000 laid-off workers
committed suicide in 1998.
In addition, the rights of China’s workers are not protected by law. Two hundred
million out of 350 million of China’s workers are not labor union members. Even if
they were to join unions, the unions are not able to protect them, because the unions
are controlled by the party. Even worse, workers who are deprived of work and
income or other welfare policies find themselves unable to survive. Therefore, a labor
movement has emerged in China. It is not rare for workers to petition, demonstrate,
protest, occupy factories, or block the road when their interests and rights were
sacrificed. Social stability has been endangered.

©

2006 by Taiwan Foundation for Democracy

 China Human Rights Report 2006

Corruption
According to a report by China’s Ministry of Commerce, more than 4,000 corrupt
officials have fled overseas with more than $50 billion since China decided to open
up to the outside world in 1978.⑱ Corruption caused an economic loss of over RMB
980 billion - 1,250 billion, accounting for 13.2% to 16.8% of the GDP. A report by
the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) also points
out that corruption has cost China about 3-5% of its GNP, about RMB 409 - 683
billion. Corruption is ruining the Chinese Communist Party’s legitimacy.⑲
There have been more than 2,350,000 CCP members punished for corruption
or other economic crimes since 1978. Hu Jintao said that the government would
never be soft in combating corrupt officials. China’s Supreme Procuratorate revealed
that 67,505 officials committed crimes of corruption and bribery.⑳ Shanghai Party
Secretary Chen Liangyu was purged for corruption in October 2006, but Chen was a
victim of China’s power struggle. In other cases, China’s efforts to combat corruption
have not been productive. It is very rare that high-ranking officials are punished.
Corruption is so rampant that no one in the government is clean.

The widening gap between the rich and the poor
China has a three-gap problem: the gap between the rich and the poor, between urban
and rural areas, and between the eastern and western areas. The Gini coefficient for
China is 0.46. The poorest 20% has only 4.7% of the country’s wealth, while the
richest 20% enjoys 50% of the country’s wealth. According to a World Bank report,
the gap between the rich and the poor is even bigger than that of the United States
and Russia, and the gap is widening very quickly. According to the standard set by
the Asian Development Bank (ADB), a monthly income under RMB 492 is regarded
as extremely poor. By this criterion, there are more than 200 million people living in
extreme poverty in China. China’s population living in extreme poverty ranks second
only to India’s, the largest in the world. Medical care, education, and housing have
become the new “three mountains” in China. Many people in rural and outlying areas
are struggling to stay above the subsistence line. They do not have enough food,
clothes, housing, or rights to be free of hunger. In addition, more than half of the
workers do not have insurance. In a society that does not pay attention to industrial
safety and where occupational accidents occur frequently, workers’ lives and property
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are not protected. Many workers and farmers, whose interests were damaged and
who were unable to get help from the judicial system, tried to petition by mail or
by visiting Beijing, or even by demonstration and protest. However, the authorities
frequently cracked down on them and even arrested and sentenced them.

Environmental degradation
China’s environmental degradation is mainly reflected in the loss of soil in floods,
the desertification of land, the degradation of grassland, the shrinking of forests and
wetland, and the loss of wildlife. With regard to those issues, China is the country
whose environment has experienced the most serious degradation. For instance,
China has the worst soil loss in the world. Desertification has been expanding at a
rate of 2,460 square kilometers annually since the 1970s. Since the People’s Republic
of China was established in 1949, a total of 2.35 million acres of grassland has turned
into desert. The forest is shrinking by 5,000 square kilometers every year. About
15-20% of species of flora and fauna are endangered.㉑ Environmental pollution
includes air pollution, water pollution, concrete waste, noise pollution, and country
and township industrial pollution. A World Health Organization report on air quality
in 272 cities around the world concludes that seven of the world’s ten most polluted
cities are in China. According to China’s own evaluation, the air in two thirds of
China’s 338 cities is polluted. Respiratory and heart diseases related to air pollution
are the leading cause of death in China. About 300 million people in China drink
contaminated water, and ninety percent of urban water sources are severely polluted.㉒
Another challenge is the severe scarcity of water in northern China. About two thirds
of the cities face this problem, which will have a serious impact on China’s future
economic development.
Moreover, China’s industrial pollution has been growing worse as a result of
economic development. In fact, incidents of environmental pollution are now at
an all-time high in China. In November 2005, the blast at a petrochemical plant in
Jilin and hazardous chemicals seriously polluted the Sungari River. However, this
is only the tip of the iceberg in China’s long-standing disregard for environmental
protection. Environmental degradation has caused many infectious diseases to break
out in China. For instance, both SARS and bird flu started in China and spread
to neighboring countries and areas, causing heavy loss of life and property. The
prospects for improving China’s environment are dim. Industrial waste increases,
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the water shortage and air pollution have become more serious, and natural disasters,
including flooding and droughts, have not improved. River and underground water
pollution has grown worse. The land area of lakes in the country has shrunk by 15%.
The number of lakes along the middle and lower Yangtze River has decreased by one
half. The natural wetlands have decreased by 26%. There is no sign that this situation
is improving. According to the report China’s Ecological Protection, released by the
State Environmental Protection Administration of China on June 4, 2006, the trends
of China’s environmental degradation have not been effectively controlled.㉓ Popular
protests against factory pollution have become a source of social unrest.

Xinjiang and Tibet issues
The United States State Department’s International Religious Freedom Report 2005
pointed out that the Chinese government has tried to restrict religious practices and
has abused religious followers and clergy. The unregistered family churches and the
religious activities of the Tibetan Autonomous Region, as well as the Xinjiang Uygur
Autonomous Region, are in particular the targets of China’s harsh actions against
religious practices. For instance, persons younger than 18 are forbidden from entering
mosques or receiving religious education. “Arrest, detention, and imprisonment of
Falun Gong practitioners continued, and there have been credible reports of deaths
due to torture and abuse.”㉔
The demands of the minorities in both Tibet and Xinjiang for independence or
full autonomy are a great challenge for Beijing. In 1959, Beijing cracked down on a
Tibetan revolt, forcing the Dalai Lama to flee overseas. Regardless, the Dalai Lama’s
influence continues to be significant. China’s suppression of Tibet’s religion, culture,
and people during the Cultural Revolution created hatred among the Tibetan people
for China, and that hatred seems unlikely to fade away from the hearts of the Tibetan
people. Therefore, the Tibetan people continue to resist China’s rule. The Tibetan
people’s efforts to pursue independence and condemn Beijing’s cultural genocide
have won the support of the international community.
The Xinjiang Uygur independence movement is a bigger threat than Tibetan
secessionism, because the former is more likely to take radical action. In general, the
reason that the minorities in both Tibet and Xinjiang ask for independence is that the
Chinese government has treated those minority ethnic groups unfairly. For instance,
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China tested nuclear weapons in Xinjiang, polluting the environment, and created
grievances among the people there by opposing religious freedom and enforcing a
compulsive birth control policy.

II. China’s human rights record in 2006
Although China pledged to the UN Human Rights Council on June 19, 2006 that it
would promote human rights,㉕ China’s human rights record in 2006 was extremely
poor. In a hearing in the House of Representatives on April 19, 2006, Representative
Christopher Smith pointed out that “even though China’s economy has improved,
the human rights situation remains abysmal.”㉖ In addition, the Chinese Communist
regime has continued rejecting democratic reform. In its Building Democracy in
China white paper, released in October 2005, the CCP still insists on a political
system ruled by the CPP. No real opposition parties are allowed to be established.
The 2005 Country Reports on Human Rights, released by the US State
Department on March 8, 2006, lists more than 22 human rights problems in China,
including denial of the right to change the government; physical abuse resulting
in deaths in custody; torture and coerced confessions of prisoners; harassment and
imprisonment of those perceived as threatening to party and government authority;
arbitrary arrest and detention (including extrajudicial administrative detention,
reeducation-through-labor, and psychiatric detention); a politically controlled
judiciary and a lack of due process in certain cases (especially those involving
dissidents); detention of political prisoners; house arrest and other extrajudicial
approved surveillance of dissidents; monitoring of citizens’ mail and other
communications; use of a coercive birth limitation policy; increased restrictions on
freedom of speech and the press; restrictions on the freedom of assembly; restrictions
on the freedom of religion; restrictions on the freedom of travel; forcible repatriation
of North Koreans; severe government corruption; increased scrutiny, harassment and
restrictions on the operations of independent domestic and foreign nongovernmental
organizations; social discrimination against women, minorities, and persons with
disabilities; cultural and religious repression of minorities in Tibetan areas and
Muslim areas of Xinjiang; restriction of labor rights; and forced labor (including
prison labor).㉗
The 2006 Annual Report on China’s human rights condition released by the
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Congressional-Executive Commission on China on September 20, 2006, points out
that China’s human rights situation in 2006 was worse than the previous year.㉘ The
House of Representatives passed House Resolution 794 on June 12, 2006 by a vote
of 362-1, recognizing the seventeenth anniversary of the massacre in Tiananmen
Square. The House of Representatives also passed Resolution 804, condemning the
ordinations by the Catholic Patriotic Association of China without approval from the
Vatican and harassment of religious believers.㉙ In a press release on August 5, 2005,
Amnesty International pointed out that China’s human rights still have “a long way to
go before the Olympics” and “called on the Chinese authorities to make good on their
promise to improve the human rights situation in their country for Olympic Games
2008.”㉚ In another press release on September 2, 2005, Amnesty International called
on the European Union to press for real progress in human rights in its upcoming
summit with China in Beijing on September 5, 2005. It urged the EU to express
concern for human rights in the following four areas: the need for the release of
individuals still held in prison in connection with the pro-democracy movement of
1989 (dozens of individuals remain in prison), the need to ease media censorship,
the need to reform the reeducation-through-labor system, and the need to ratify the
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights.㉛
In addition to reports and materials released by the organizations mentioned
above, which clearly showed China’s poor record in human rights in 2006, other
organizations which observe China’s human rights also reach the same conclusion.
This report follows the model set last year. It is based on the International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights and the International Covenant on Economic,
Social and Cultural Rights, dividing China’s human rights into five categories for
observation: social rights, political rights, judicial rights, economic rights, and
educational and cultural rights. The freedom of speech and freedom of the press are
merged into the category of political rights for the purposes of this report’s evaluation.
The analysis of China’s social rights is written by Dr. Li-wen Tung; China’s political
rights are evaluated by Ms. Chun-ju Chen; judicial rights are observed by Dr. Fort
Fu-te Liao; economic rights are studied by Dr. Jiann-fa Yan; and educational and
cultural rights are analyzed by Dr. Chang-yen Tsai. This report covers China’s human
rights record from July 1, 2005 to June 30, 2006.
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Social Rights
The Chinese people still do not have the freedom of migration. The CCP government
adopted a household registration system in the 1950s, which imposed strict restriction
on farmers who wished to move to the cities. After China opened up to the outside
world in 1978, a high supply of labor in the rural areas and the income gap between
the urban and rural areas encouraged farmers to migrate to cities or coastal areas
to find jobs. The migrants who have no legal resident identification encounter
discrimination and unfair treatment in the cities. In addition, the Chinese government
continues to regard economic development as its top priority, and the environment
has become the victim of this economic development. The work environment for
workers is very poor. The poor environment not only hurts workers’ health, but also
leads to accidents, as safety measures are always ignored. Frequent coal mining
tragedies are only one example.㉜ The sudden death of a female worker from Sichuan
in a factory in Guangdong in November 2005, who was forced to work for 24 hours
nonstop,㉝ revealed the miserable life of these underprivileged people who were
deprived of their basic human rights.
Human trafficking is another serious problem for the human rights situation
in China. Although this issue is related to the widening gap between the rich and
the poor, China’s one-child policy is a key factor. While the one-child policy has
effectively controlled the unlimited growth of the population, it has also created
a lot of problems. The most serious problem is that it creates unequal gender
distribution in China’s population, thereby leading to more human rights problems,
including severe penalties imposed on couples who violate the one-child policy.
Many couples have aborted, abandoned, or even killed their female babies, because
Chinese people traditionally prefer sons over daughters. Approximately 100 million
Chinese girls have gone missing.㉞ According to a report by Xinhua News Agency,
the ratio of newborn boys to girls in 2000 was 113.02:100 in the cities, 117.13:100
in the townships, and 119.30:100 in the rural areas. There are at least nine provinces
(Hunan, Hebei, Jiangxi, Guangxi, Hainan, Guangdong, Anhui, Shaanxi, and Henan)
whose ratio was over 125:100, among which Jiangxi Province has the most serious
ratio: 138:100.㉟ It is estimated that 40 million Chinese men will not be able to find
wives by 2020.㊱ This abnormal situation encourages human trafficking. According
to a State Department report, there are approximately 10,000 to 20,000 victims of
domestic human trafficking in China.㊲
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A British Broadcasting Corporation report in January 2006 pointed out that
China would replace Thailand to become the region’s trafficking hub in just a few
years.㊳ China has not signed the UN Protocol to Prevent, Suppress, and Punish
Trafficking in Persons. Approximately 500 women commit suicide every day in
China. According to a State Department report, female suicides in China account
for 56% of the world total.㊴ In the areas bordering North Korea, human trafficking
is a serious issue. Many North Korean women, especially those who cross border
to China, are kidnapped, raped, and sold into prostitution.㊵ In addition, although
China is a member of the United Nations Refugee Convention, it has violated this
convention by sending refugees back to North Korea for punishment.

Political Rights
China does not have any intention to give up one-party authoritarian rule. On the
contrary, the Chinese Communist regime has not only continued to reject democratic
reform, but has also the Tiananmen Square demonstrators in jail since the massacre in
1989. It deprived those who were disabled in the massacre of the benefit of medical
care, as well as the rights to work and to live. As mentioned above, the CCP rejected
the establishment of real opposition parties. The Chinese people still do not have
the freedom of assembly or the right to participate in political life. The Chinese
people still cannot directly elect their leaders. The elections for representatives to
the National people’s Congress are still controlled by the Chinese Communist Party.
Therefore, the NPC, which remains a rubber stamp, cannot serve as a check-andbalance mechanism to supervise the government on behalf the people.

Judicial Rights
Arbitrary arrests and torture remained just as abundant in 2006 as they had been
in 2005. Torture and coerced confessions from prisoners were still very common.
For instance, Yu Tongyue became mentally ill after being jailed for 16 years for
participating in the Tiananmen demonstration and was frequently beaten and tortured
while in jail. The judicial system still failed to offer a real guarantee for personal
security. Many persons involved in lawsuits still could not receive fair trials. As
mentioned above, the court system, which is not independent, is a political tool.
Many legal terms remain vague. One Canadian lawyer even suggests that China’s
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judicial system is worse than it was 15 years ago.㊶ The defense lawyers and human
rights activists themselves become the target of government harassment. For instance,
defense lawyer Gao Zhisheng was arrested in March 2006;㊷ Chen Guangcheng, a
blind, self-educated legal advisor, was arrested in the same month; and many others
were also arrested,㊸ including several defense attorneys who join the hunger strike
launched by Gao Zhisheng on February 4, 2006, as well as those who fought for the
rights of the farmers.㊹

Economic Rights
As China Human Rights 2005 pointed out, there are still many people in China
struggling for survival, especially in the rural and outlying areas. Economic reform
has widened the gap between the rich and the poor. Many people in China do not
have enough food, clothes, or housing. They do not enjoy freedom against hunger.
This situation did not improve over the last year. On the contrary, it grew worse. The
majority of farmers in China can barely free themselves from hunger. When their
land is confiscated by the authorities without enough compensation, their survival
is endangered. When the petition system does not work, they are forced to protest.
Subsistence theory suggests that the peasants will resort to revolution if they realize
that it is the only way to survive. Disputes over state acquisition of land in rural areas
causing social unrest has become one the most important factors for the instability
in mainland China. For instance, villagers in Shantou, Guangdong rioted, protesting
inadequate land compensation, leading to a clash between civilians and the police on
May 21, 2006, which caused casualties on both sides.㊺ In addition, many workers
suffer at the hands of corrupt or poor managers in the push for reform in the stateowned enterprises. The laid-off workers did not receive adequate pensions and often
could not receive their salaries during this period. After the judiciary or the petition
system failed to help them, they rioted in protest. However, they were usually
quashed or arrested by the government. The Ministry of Public Security decided
in early 2006 that it would take harsh means to cope with increasing social unrest,
including preventive measures that violated the due process of law. For instance,
before the National People’s Congress met on March 5, 2006, the police widely
arrested illegal migrants and petitioners to prevent them from causing trouble.
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Educational and Cultural Rights
People in China still do not enjoy the freedom to participate in cultural life. Many
books are confiscated and movies prohibited. The ban on the movie The Da Vinci
Code is one example. China’s Press and Publication Office issued a notice on July
19, 2005 that it would launch a campaign to investigate and prohibit unauthorized
publications in foreign languages.㊻ The Chinese government strengthened its control
over the freedom of ideas, speech, and the press in the past year. China also increased
its control over internet and news reports. There are a total of 1,926 newspapers in
China (based on statistics from July 2005), and China prints more than 100 million
copies everyday, the largest number in the world.㊼ But media is a tool controlled by
the party to manipulate public opinion. Newspapers that dare challenge the party line
are banned. New York Times researcher Zhao Yan, who was arrested in September
2004 for “divulging state secrets to foreigners,” is still in jail. According to Xinhua
News Agency, the Chinese government banned 79 newspapers and journals and
confiscated 169 million books in 2005.㊽ In January 2006, China closed several
media firms, including the famous Ice-Point Weekly (Bingdian Zhoukan, which was
closed on January 24 and reopened on March 1, but under tight control, and two
editors were fired). The government has even strengthened its control over internet.
The Ministry of Information Industry decided to close down all domestic websites
that failed to register with the authorities before June 20. According to a report by the
Xinhua News Agency on July 2, 2005, more than 10,000 websites had been closed.㊾
If those websites failed to register before July 10, they would be banned forever.
This policy led major cities such as Qingdao, Guangzhou, Beijing, and Chongqing to
close private websites. Moreover, several giant search engines, including Microsoft,
Google, and Yahoo, succumbed to China’s pressure, agreeing to Chinese censorship
of their pages. Those companies have even used self-censorship and have restricted
the freedom of users to access information, but Google is still blocked in most parts
of China.㊿
China did not soften its abuse of Falun Gong practitioners, nor did it stop
suppressing minority cultures and religions. For instance, China has not stopped
suppressing the Tibetans’ religion and continued to arrest the Tibetans who show
their loyalty to the Dalai Lama. The suppression on the Muslims in the Uygur
Autonomous Region, under the excuse of combating terrorism, has become harsher.
The chairman of the Xinjiang Uygur Autonomous Region announced to the Regional
People’s Congress on January 17, 2006 that the government would continue to
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combat secessionism, terrorism, and extremist religions. The Xinjiang government
even increased restrictions over the Muslims to attend activities in mosques. It
prohibited the members of the Chinese Communist Party and the Communist Youth
League, national employees, workers, retired people, and people under 18 to enter
mosques. Moreover, the Chinese government has strengthened its assimilation
policy on the minorities in China, especially the Tibetans and the Uygurs. The
Uygur Autonomous Region government announced in February 2006 that the use of
Mandarin Chinese as the language of instruction would be increased in the schools
for the minorities in the coming two decades. Therefore, the Tibetan government
in exile has repeatedly accused the Chinese government of committing the crime of
cultural genocide in Tibet.
The Chinese people still do not enjoy the freedom of religion. The government
increased its abuse, arrest and detention of Catholics and Christians of unregistered
family churches. For instance, a group of Catholic nuns in the village near Xi’an and
a group of priests in Tianjin were beaten by governmental officials in late 2005.
Twenty-eight Christians of family churches were detained in May 2006. The Beijing
court sentenced and fined the Christian priests for publishing and distributing Bibles.
In fact, according to a report by an organization for religious rights, China arrested
nearly 2,000 Christians from May 2005 to May 2006.
College tuition in China is beyond many families’ financial capabilities. In
addition, the admission system for graduate schools has a number of unfair rules. One
Western reporter described the Chinese educational system as the most unfair in the
world. The educational resources are unequally distributed throughout the country,
much more favorable to the cities, especially big cities, at the expense of the students
in the rural areas. The addition of an oral exam in higher education opens a back door
for students from the upper class.

III. Conclusion
The record of human rights violations by the Chinese government is notorious.
The Chinese people, who live under the CCP’s heavy-handed rule, do not enjoy the
rights they are entitled to have in the aforementioned five categories of human rights.
China’s human rights situation showed no improvement in 2006. On the contrary, it
retrogressed in many respects. This development is related to the people’s potential
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grievances against the government and society. These grievances come from the
widening gap between the poor and the rich. The poor live miserable lives, while
the rich live very luxurious lives. Many rich people make their fortunes through the
use of special privileges or by bribing governmental officials. People who are fed
up with government corruption hate the fact that governmental officials use their
power to steal national wealth. In addition, many underprivileged groups, such as
laid-off workers and farmers whose land was confiscated by the authorities without
appropriate compensation, are forced to take radical approaches to protect their rights
when the petition system fails. Wang Shaoguang, Hu Angang, and Ding Yuanzhu
point out that there are up to 200 million people who are dissatisfied and another 30
million extremely dissatisfied with the existing conditions. Another study reveals
that the number of underprivileged in China ranged from 140 to 180 million. China’s
State Bureau for Letters and Calls also point out that the numbers of letters from or
visits by petitioners have increased every year.61 Millions of rural migrants in cities
who are treated unfairly by the city residents and government might cause trouble in
the future.
The Chinese government, which faces increasing social unrest, has chosen
to crack down on protests and demonstrations, leading to frequent bloody clashes
between civilians and police. The Chinese government took a number of measures
against human rights, such as restrictions on the freedom of speech, publication,
and assembly and the right of migration; and manipulation of the judicial system.
It controls society, blocks the news, and suppresses the voice of opposition in order
to maintain its rule. The root of China’s rampant problems is its system. Because
the CCP insists on its one-party rule, it harshly strikes down any voice that it deems
likely to challenge its ruling position. Not only is the media completely controlled
by the party, but publications that contradict the party line are also confiscated. Even
the internet is monitored. Dissidents are arrested. There are no social checks and
balances, nor is there anyone to supervise the government. It is hardly adequate to
rely on the incomplete mechanisms within the party to prevent corruption, wrongdoings, and injustices. If China continues to resist democratic reform, the government
can only rely on coercion to control the society. In such a situation, China’s human
rights situation is unlikely to see any improvement.
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Social Rights
Li-wen Tung*

I. Introduction
In examining China’s social rights, this report will focus on labor rights. The meaning
of social rights is that the state is responsible for maintaining an environment
in which its people can improve the quality of their lives and achieve equitable
development.① Within the domain of social rights, the topic most worthy of extensive
discussion is labor rights. Labor rights are more than just the right of an individual to
acquire the essentials in life; they are also the right to achieve comprehensive human
development.②
From July 2005 to June 2006, China’s economic growth set and exceeded
a new high several times. During the same period, China’s labor rights were
restricted and oppressed as China’s human rights situation continued to deteriorate.
Generally speaking, China’s record of social rights protection over the past year
has demonstrated three important facts. First, the government has enacted extensive
reforms in the areas of law and administrative standards. Second, evidence from
the public sector and civil society has revealed that labor rights have been severely
violated. Third, there are often large discrepancies between the labor rights statistics
reported by the government and those reported by state-owned media and civil
society. The great irony is that while Chinese leaders pay attention to social rights
issues (and in fact we are now witnessing more public displays by the government,
administrative protection measures, and rules and regulations regarding social rights
than ever before), the immense quantity and scope of social rights victims in China
are also now coming to light.
During this period, the Chinese government adopted the International Labour
Organization’s (ILO) Discrimination (Employment and Occupation) Convention

* Li-wen Tung is vice president of the Taiwan Foundation for Democracy.
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(Convention 111) and enacted a series of measures for occupational safety and health.
Such measures include elevating the status of organizations that oversee occupational
safety, developing a set of indices to evaluate the management of safe production,
promoting a system of safe production licenses and a system for monitoring the
accountability of government officials, and overhauling the regulations regarding sick
leave and occupational injuries. However, such measures have failed to prevent major
accidents and the spread of disease in the workplace, and problems of occupational
safety and health continue to grow in number and severity.
The basic reason that labor rights in China cannot achieve any kind of protection
guarantee is that workers are not free to organize or participate in labor unions
out of their own free will. The All-China Federation of Trade Unions (ACFTU)
remains the only legal labor organization in China, and it is chaired by a high-level
official of the Chinese Communist Party. The Labor Union Law grants the ACFTU
the power to control all subordinate labor unions and organizations throughout the
country, including the establishment, operations, and activities of unions attached to
enterprises. As the government has banned independent unions, workers do not have
the right to strike, and they are extremely limited in their ability to receive justice for
the abuses they suffer.
Despite the fact that the ACFTU and its subordinate organizations have a
monopoly over union activities, the influence of unions on the workplace has grown
weaker with economic reforms in recent years. The ACFTU and its subordinate
organizations are unable to protect the tens of millions of union members who have
been laid off or whose pay and benefits have been delayed or sharply cut in the
process of large-scale state-owned enterprise (SOE) reform. In addition, there is
nothing the ACFTU or its subordinate organizations can do about the problem of
deteriorating occupational safety and health, and they often become the target of
criticism from those workers who become labor rights victims.

II. This Year’s Focus: Occupational Health and Safety Issues
Occupational Health Issues
On April 19, 2006, the Ministry of Health, the ILO, and the Ministry of Labor and
Social Security held the Tenth International Conference on Occupational Respiratory
Diseases in Beijing. During the conference, a speaker from the Ministry of Health
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pointed out that “disease has affected over 1,600 businesses and over 200 million
workers in China.”③
Of all occupational illnesses in China, pneumoconiosis (black lung disease) is
the most prevalent. The number of cases in China accounts for over half of all cases
worldwide. Since China established a reporting system for occupational illnesses in
the 1950s, cases of pneumoconiosis alone have exceeded 580,000, and deaths from
pneumoconiosis have exceeded 140,000. There are currently 440,000 cases, and
that figure is increasing by 10,000 every year. There are approximately 30,000 cases
of illness that resulted from other occupational diseases or agricultural pesticides,
and approximately 1,500 deaths that resulted from such illnesses. The Ministry of
Health admitted, “Experts estimate that, due to the low rate of physical examinations
and drawbacks in the reporting methods of the mining industry, the actual number
of infected is ten times higher than the reported value. The actual number of
pneumoconiosis victims is at least one million.”④
Of the 200 million cases of occupational illness, approximately ninety percent
are agricultural workers. According to reports by Xinhua News Agency, as economic
reforms in recent years have left China with a surplus of farm labor, that excess
labor has moved into the urban areas. As these people from rural China are not
entitled to health care for short-term work and do not have a basic knowledge of how
to protect themselves, they are at great risk for contracting occupational illnesses.
Oriental Outlook reports that, according to statistics, the outbreak of occupational
illness is concentrated primarily in the “three kinds of enterprises and ventures”
(cooperative business, exclusively foreign-owned enterprises, and sino-foreign joint
ventures), private enterprises, town and township enterprises, and individual mining
enterprises.⑤
According to Chinese law, there must be three staff medics for every 10,000
workers. However, statistics show that even in the wealthier city of Shenzhen, which
has a non-resident population of over ten million, there are only fifty-eight such
people overseeing occupational health. Therefore, while the required ratio of medical
personnel to workers is 3:10,000, the actual ratio in Shenzhen is 0.0058:10,000. In
cities that are located further inland, company and enterprise safety inspections are
only conducted once every six years, representing a complete failure to uphold the
inspection regulations described in the law.⑥
Due to poor labor protection laws, the time that it takes workers to contract
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pneumoconiosis is growing shorter, as short as two years. All kinds of occupational
illnesses are growing more severe, and the rate of death from illness has increased
from the previous fifteen percent to over twenty percent currently.⑦ The number of
people who take dangerous work in China, number of cases of occupational illness,
and number of deaths and new cases of illness are all the highest in the world.
Why is medical care for Chinese workers so ineffective? According to expert
Li Tao, Director of the National Institute of Occupational Health and Poison Control
at the Chinese Center for Disease Control and Prevention, there are currently eight
major problems facing health care for workers in China:⑧
(1) Employers do not uphold their legal responsibilities to provide health care to
their employees.
(2) Occupational health inspectors from local governments do not perform their
duties.
(3) The mechanisms for long-lasting cooperation among different state
organizations are flawed.
(4) The supervisory and technical organizations lack communication and
exchange, information is limited, information is restricted, reports are made
late and inaccurately, there are information leaks, information supervision is
subjective, and representation is weak.
(5) It is difficult to report the actual state of the supervision of occupational
illness information. Town and township industries have already dropped off
the radar of occupational health supervision.
(6) The demand for occupational health services outweighs the supply. After
reforming the occupational health service system, newly established
occupational health care organizations were attacked. Most of these
organizations can be classified into three categories: disease control
hospitals, disease monitoring hospitals, and general hospitals (these
categories represent occupational health clinics). There are also eleven
independent occupational health centers.
(7) The employment and management of labor, as well as social security, is
flawed.
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(8) The focus of attention on occupational illness in China is different from that
of other countries. For example, China classifies its occupational illnesses
differently from other countries.
As a result of protectionism by local governments in China, the central
government is unable to effectively monitor or manage them. Enterprises have not
yet established a system of preventing and controlling occupational illness with the
backing of the law, and labor employment and management are in shambles. Tax
evasion and companies that fail to officially register are now prevalent. In addition,
ignoring basic labor rights and refusing worker participation in the process of
monitoring and managing occupational safety and health are the primary sources
of the endless occupational safety problems in China. Therefore, one of the most
effective ways to defend against and reduce safety problems and occupational illness
is to mobilize workers and labor organizations to participate in this process.

Labor Safety Issues
Within labor rights issues in China, the mining industry receives the most attention.
China is the world’s largest producer of coal, but the trade-off that it faces is a
high death rate. In 2004, there were 3.96 deaths for every one million tons of coal
produced, whereas the same rate in the US was 0.039, in India 0.42, in Russia 0.34,
and in South Africa 0.13, and the average rate in developing countries was 0.4. In
other words, the death rate in China for every million tons of coal produced is one
hundred times that of the US and thirty times that of South Africa. The average coal
production per person in China is only 2.2 percent that of the US and only 8.1 percent
that of South Africa.⑨
According to the State Administration of Work Safety, total coal mining deaths
in China in 2005 reached 5,968, representing a 0.7 percent decrease?⑩ However, the
number of deaths in China’s mining industry represents 80 percent of mining industry
deaths worldwide, while China’s coal production represents only 35 percent of world
coal production. These figures show clearly that, over the past year, the Chinese
government has been unsuccessful in implementing legislation and policies to ensure
the safety of mine workers.
The Chinese government itself admits that the primary reason mining accidents
continue to occur is that safe production laws and the safety measures drawn up by
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the State Council have not actually been implemented. Some regions, government
offices, and enterprises have put safe production down on paper or have discussed
it orally in meetings, but a number of enterprises have not kept their promises;
management has been lax; illegal orders, work, and disciplinary measures are
common; and hidden safety risks abound. In some mines, respect for the law is weak,
and production practices seriously violate both the law and company policy. Local
and company safety monitoring mechanisms are not producing results, and safety
laws are ineffective.⑪
Even worse is that while China had originally decided to close down nearly
five thousand mines that had not met safe production requirements by 2008, this
plan came under fire from the local governments, and now the central government
has decided to extend the deadline to 2010. Small mining operations in China are the
greatest source of accidents, as well as the setting in which the rights of mine workers
are most easily violated. However, as small mining operations are a source of income
for local governments and a source of special interest for local officials, this dire
human rights situation is a result of the fact that the aggregated power of special
interests is defeating human rights protection.⑫
The State Administration of Work Safety announced the status of safety
in China from January-June 2006: in the first half of 2006, there were fifty-three
major accidents nationwide, with a total of 854 deaths. There were two particularly
significant accidents, which resulted in eighty-eight deaths. More specifically, there
were fifty-three accidents during that period that resulted in ten or more deaths each,
with a total of 854 deaths. This represented five fewer such accidents and 455 fewer
deaths, 8.6 and 34.8 percent decreases, respectively. There were two incidents in
which more than thirty people died each, accounting for a total of eighty-eight deaths.
This represented five fewer incidents and 396 fewer deaths, 71.4 and 81.8 percent
decreases, respectively.⑬
Official reports from the government reveal some achievements in the area of
safe production. However, these are government statistics. In many parts of China,
particularly in remote areas with underdeveloped transportation and information
technology, unreported accidents are quite common in certain industries, especially
small-and-medium-sized private enterprises. Moreover, in recent years, local
governments and business owners have struck special, beneficial deals, and
the Chinese government has instituted a system of accountability under which

©

2006年 / 臺灣民主基金會

Social Rights 29

government officials are punished for occupational accidents. As a result, local
governments are now encouraging, and in some cases even helping, business owners
to hide accidents. As a result, these statistics have limited credibility.
The Chinese state-owned media has uncovered a number of accidents. Take
case number one, for example: on May 18, 2006, the largest mining accident of
2006 occurred in the Xinjing coal mine in the city of Datong, Shanxi Province. The
mine reported to the Datong City Administration of Work Safety that there were five
people trapped in the mine. It was only when Minister of the State Administration of
Work Safety, Li Yizhong, arrived at the scene that the mine reported that forty-four
workers had been verified as trapped in the mine. This was a full forty hours after the
incident had occurred, greatly exceeding the official time stipulated by law in which
accidents must be reported (three hours). The number and names of workers trapped
is still being verified.⑭
Case number two: on April 26, 2006, after the Xijing Wasi (Xijing Gas)
explosion in Xia County, Henan Province, five were reported dead and seven reported
injured. A more recent study has confirmed, however, that at least ten were killed and
eighteen injured in that accident.⑮
Case number three: On July 2, 2006, in Ningyu County, Xinzhou, Shanxi, there
was a particularly large gas explosion at the Jiabao Meikuang (Jiabao Coal Mine),
killing thirty-six people. The head of the Ningyu County Coal Industry Bureau and
the head of the mine’s medical staff plotted together and even gained the permission
of Ningyu County Party Committee Vice Secretary Li Tian’en and deputy county
head Li Desheng to falsely report that only nineteen had died, covering up the
remaining seventeen deaths. They dumped those seventeen bodies in Inner
Mongolia.⑯
Case number four: In 2005, the central government lauded Fengcheng City,
Liaoning for its safety record, but thanks to investigative media reports, we now
know that the government’s statements were lies: “There were at least twenty-some
mining accidents in 2005 in this very city, and there may have been as many as thirtythree deaths reported as a result of such accidents.” Even now, we do not know how
many were reported nor how many dead are still trapped in the ground.⑰
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III. Labor Persecution and Human Rights Incidents
China is a party to the International Covenant on Economic, Social and
Cultural Rights, and Article 8 stipulates that parties to the Covenant “ensure to
undertake...[t]he right of everyone to form trade unions and join the trade union of his
choice..., [t]he right of trade unions to establish national federations or confederations
and the right of the latter to form or join international trade-union organizations...
and the right to strike.” According to these regulations, China should create a series
of laws that can guarantee basic human rights, such as by reforming the Trade Union
Law of the PRC and drafting a law granting the right to strike; and should eliminate
those laws that conflict with the Covenant.
Unfortunately, the Chinese government has taken no such actions so far. The
Trade Union Law of the PRC stipulates that any enterprise with over twenty-five
staff members must elect a trade union committee through elections by its staff. In
most cases, however, there are no such trade union committees. Both SOEs and
local supervisory authorities prefer to turn a blind eye, allowing a large number of
trade unions to exist only on paper. In many cases, the chairmen of these unions are
the managers themselves, and thus the law cannot provide any guarantees to these
unions. Even more unbelievable is that officials have stated publicly that “enterprises
can lay off fewer than fifty employees under their own authority without having to
give an explanation to the union.”⑱
On March 21, 2006, China released the Draft Labour Contract Law of China
and solicited outside opinions on this draft. However, not only is this law unable to
limit the management, but it is in fact a subtle means of violating workers’ interests.⑲
For example, the draft stipulates that employers must sign a labor contract with their
workers, but this clause has no binding force over the employers. In fact, even if the
employer and the worker do not sign a contract with a fixed time limit, Article 32 of
the draft stipulates that as long as the employer gives the worker thirty days’ notice in
writing, the employer can cite an excuse listed in this draft as grounds for firing that
worker. That excuse is that the worker has been deemed as incompetent or that, after
the contract was signed, there was a major, objective change in the situation. Such
clauses exist entirely for the purpose of protecting the employer, and according to the
draft, employers can fire workers as they wish.
Article 33 of the draft states that an employer organization must submit an
explanation to its labor union or to all of its workers when firing over fifty workers,
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and it must also hold a meeting with the union or all of its workers. However, when
firing fifty workers or fewer, the employer can shanyi guibi (be exempted [from this
rule] in good faith).
Article 16 of the draft states that when a worker has access to company secrets,
the employer organization can stipulate in that worker’s contract that, for a fixed
period of time after the termination of that contract or after the worker has been fired,
that worker is not allowed to work for organizations that produce or offer similar,
competing products or services. Likewise, that worker is not allowed to start his
own business that produces or provides competing products or services. The time
limit for this stipulation is not to exceed two years. Under this agreement between an
employer and a worker, after the worker’s contract has ended or he has been fired, the
employer organization shall pay that worker a stipend not to exceed his yearly salary
from the employer organization. If the worker violates the agreement, he must pay a
fine to the employer organization not to exceed three times the value of the worker’s
yearly salary at the employer organization. Again, this clause protects the employer.
Under this agreement, the amount of compensation is one year of the worker’s salary.
If the employer wants to fire the worker, he need only pay that worker one year of his
salary, but the worker cannot find a similar job for two years. So in effect, the worker
loses the money that he is entitled to receive from his employer. Whether he keeps
his mouth shut and bears the financial blow or takes another job, he must pay the
employer organization RMB$90,000 if he violates the agreement.
The ACFTU released the 2005 Zhongguo Gonghui Weiquan Lanpishu (2005
Blue Book of Chinese Union Labor Rights Protection) this year, which cites statistics
and the establishment of various ordinances to prove the ACFTU’s achievements in
protecting labor rights. According to this report, there were 1.174 million base-level
labor unions nationwide by the end of 2005, covering 2.331 million organizations
and 150.294 million union members; this represented 15.1 percent, 20.5 percent,
and 9.7 percent increases over 2004, respectively. Among enterprises that had
established labor unions, 57.714 million workers had signed labor contracts, and
sixteen provinces, districts, and cities had established systems for guaranteeing salary
payments.⑳ However, the facts prove that this blue book has only promoted the
protection of labor rights on paper.
According to on-site interviews, the majority of Chinese laborers are migrants
from rural, inner China. They live at their factories like soldiers in barracks, with
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their rent deducted directly from their paychecks, and they may work up to sixtynine hours per week, even though the weekly number of work hours is forty-four by
law. In addition, many female workers are laid off at the age of thirty-five for being
too old. While the Chinese work ethic is unparalleled worldwide, workers in China
have demonstrated some resistance in the workplace. According to Chinese trade
union activist Han Dongfang, after the Italian sofa manufacturer Dekeluo reduced its
employees’ wages by twenty percent, three workers asked a group of five managers
for an explanation. Without saying a word, the managers simply beat the workers
to the ground. The ACFTU does not intervene in such situations. Han Dongfang’s
observation of labor issues has helped Chinese laborers win lawsuits in Hong Kong,
but no matter how many hundreds of lawsuits they may win, it is nothing more than a
drop in the ocean.㉑
China’s labor unions are certainly not ignorant of such cases of persecution,
but the ACFTU’s 2005 Blue Book does not address these incidents adequately,
and local trade unions actually help to cover up such incidents. In 2005, the Hebei
Provincial Federation of Trade Unions conducted a four-month survey on minimum
wage standards in various types of enterprises throughout the entire province, and
the results are startling to behold: forty-two percent of businesses surveyed had not
yet implemented minimum wage, and seventy-six percent of workers did not receive
the state-mandated overtime pay when they worked on holidays. The results of this
survey caused the Hebei Provincial Federation of Trade Unions to deem the survey
“unsuitable for public release to the media.”㉒
In 2006, the Anhui Provincial Federation of Trade Unions spent approximately
six months and RMB$200,000 on a large-scale public deliberation activity. The
500,000 people surveyed revealed problems in a number of industries and lauded
the records of more advanced industries. However, the organizers only made a
certain portion of the results available to the public, reporting only the top-ranking
organizations, those organizations whose employees ranked as “satisfied.” They did
not report those organizations whose employees were dissatisfied or the specific
problems that existed in those organizations. The reason they gave was that “this
would affect Anhui’s investment environment.”㉓
In reality, labor unions have proven themselves to be incompetent in protecting
labor rights, especially when enterprises or the government infringes upon the
workers’ interests. Labor unions should be confident that their position is just when
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they exercise their powers of supervision, standing their ground against enterprises
and the government on a foundation of reason and making their greatest effort to
protect labor rights. Their actual performance, however, has been disappointing.
In addition, it is still altogether too common for workers to face personal and
legal discrimination. On June 7, 2006, two employees of Lianda Sanmian Ranzheng
Youxian Gongsi (Lianda Umbrella Dye, Ltd.) in Xiaoshan, Hangzhou, Wang
Jianchang and Liu Yuanping, who had left their hometowns to go to Hangzhou for
work, applied for arbitration as their boss owed them money. Unexpectedly, their
company charged them with “inciting the suspension of work and causing financial
loss.” The local police illegally detained these two workers on grounds of being
involved in “disrupting orderly production operations.” Even more absurd is that the
labor arbitration office was located in the police station, forcing these two workers to
attend their own hearing in handcuffs and shackles.㉔
In 2006, oppression of labor rights activities by the government and enterprises
in China has been significant. From statistics in this report, as well as news
uncovered by international media, there have already been twenty cases of workers
who were arrested or physically abused by the police because they had protested to
demand their salary or benefits (refer to the chapter 2006 China Rights Chronology).
Of course, media reports only cover a small minority of such cases; according to
information from the Chinese government, there were 87,000 cases each involving
groups of over fifteen people in 2005, an average of 241 such cases per day.㉕
Labor demonstrations in China are extremely scattered. While there have
been nearly thirty thousand group labor demonstrations in China in recent years,
each demonstration is based on specific demands limited to the context of that
particular demonstration; there is no nationwide social movement for labor rights.
In addition, demonstrators in these cases have not expressed any working-classrights consciousness. These two facts prove that it will be difficult for Chinese labor
demonstrations to turn into an independent labor movement.㉖
Why have there been over 30,000 incidents involving groups of workers? In
a government survey from an undisclosed location, fifty-two percent of peasant
workers reported that their employers owed them paychecks in 2005, not to mention
that their salaries were rather low to begin with. According to a survey administered
to rural laborers by the Development Research Center of the State Council, peasant
workers who receive RMB$300-500 per month make up 29.26 percent of all peasant
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workers, and those who receive RMB$500-800 per month make up 39.26 percent.
Those who receive less than RMB$800 make up approximately 72 percent, and those
who receive at least RMB$800 make up 27 percent. The average labor costs for
workers in the manufacturing industry, who make up an important part of the work
force, increased by 6.4 percent each year from 1998 to 2003, and the industrial GDP
increased by 11.4 percent each year during the same period. From these figures, it is
clear that the labor costs increased more slowly than the industrial GDP. Experts in
the Chinese government believe that “Delaying and embezzling workers’ paychecks,
as well as the low price of labor, are having a serious, negative impact. These actions
are clearly violating the rights and interests of the workers.”㉗
In fact, while China’s GDP growth is much faster than that of developed
countries, the rate of increase in salaries in China lags far behind. When Japan
experienced high rates of economic growth, the rate of salary growth for Japanese
workers was 70 percent higher than that of the US, and by 1980, the two were equal.
This was a period of approximately thirty years, China’s economy grew quickly for
just under thirty years from 1978 to 2004, but its workers’ salaries are only 1/20
those of American workers and 1/24 those of Japanese workers. The cost of labor in
China is even ten percent lower than in India, which only began to develop rapidly in
the 1990s.㉘
Of the cases listed in this report, one of the more unusual is case number two:
in August 2004, the Chinese-Japanese joint venture that Mr. Tang Xiaodong worked
for fired him for serious dereliction of duty. In 2005, he had still not received an
explanation for this decision. While this incident has been reported in the Chinese
media, those reports have not helped to guarantee Mr. Tang’s rights.
A large number of the cases documented in this report are a result of delayed
salary payments or diminished or canceled benefits. The workers who protested or
went on strike in these cases clashed with the police, and workers and human rights
activists were beaten violently or were arrested. According to information from
the China Labour Bulletin, there are currently twenty-six labor activists in prison,
and all twenty-six of these activists were arrested for being involved in labor rights
protection activities, framed by the government, and put in jail with no charges. It is
time for the Chinese government to clear these prisoners’ names and release them.
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IV. Conclusion
This report proves that the primary reason China is unable to guarantee labor rights is
that workers are not able to form or join labor unions out of their own free will. When
disputes occur over workers’ salaries, the workers do not have faith in the fairness
of mediation with the companies. They believe that, during negotiations, the primary
function that labor unions serve is to protect the interests of the employers. Workers
prefer to have independent arbiters from outside their workplaces, as they often do
not trust the local governments.
Even if the special economic zones (SEZ) were the same as other regions in
China, there would still be a problem of local officials not enforcing the law. In
certain industries, salaries in the SEZs and in Southeastern China are generally higher
than the inland regions, because the large amount of investment that these regions
attract has created an enormous demand for labor. Likewise, however, some investors
in the SEZs can form “confidential” partnerships with local businesses, avoiding
the relevant worker benefits and overtime pay. In the SEZs, some foreign-owned
businesses have labor unions under the ACFTU. The companies report that these
unions have good relations with the workers, and this is the ACFTU’s basis for not
supporting strikes or the suspension of work.
In conclusion, China needs to establish free, autonomous unions, independent
from the government. This has become an urgent necessity; without such unions,
social rights in China will continue to be trampled, and there will be no point of
departure to begin to protect labor rights.
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Political Rights
Chun-ju Chen

I. Introduction
Since 1991 the Chinese Communist Party (CCP) annually publishes a white paper
on human rights succumbing to international pressures. However, the white paper
on human rights has served as a political propaganda. It has been observed by
international human rights organizations like “Amnesty International,” based in
London; “Human Rights Watch” and “Human Rights in China,” based in New York;
and “Reporters Without Borders” and “Freedom House” that the infringement of
political human rights by the CPP in China has been severe. Also, it has been noted
that by the end of 2006, the CCP had not produced the annual white paper on political
rights for 2005. China has also obtained a seat in the newly formed United Nations
Human Rights Council.① But this has had no impact on the human rights situation in
the country; the infringement of political rights by the CCP has been deteriorating at
a fast pace.
China’s economic development has also increased social conflicts; incidents of
land closure in the countryside; houses being torn down by force by city governments;
government corruption; labor dispute; and environmental pollution are on the rise.
According to China’s official statistics, in 2005 there were more than 80,000 cases
of social unrest.② Spontaneous rights movements have gained momentum and the
CCP has responded to their demands with greater control over citizen’s rights. In
order to clamp down these fledging social forces, the CCP further tightened up
citizen’s political rights. In particular, the CCP severely curtailed rights of lawyers
and activists; restricted freedom of speech and freedom of the press; strictly forbade
reports of rights movement and criticisms of the CPP regime. It guarded against any
social organization that it did not have control, including religious groups.
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Chun-ju Chen is assistant research fellow of Institute of International Relations,
National Chengchi Universuty.

©

2006 by Taiwan Foundation for Democracy

40 China Human Rights Report 2006

II. Political Rights in China in 2006
In 2006, the Chinese Communist Party did not publish the white paper on human
rights. There has not been any significant progress in the area of political rights. On
the contrary, political rights were further curtailed by the various kinds of social
tensions introduced by economic development. In the following categories of major
political rights- personal liberty; freedom of thought, expression and speech, and the
press; freedom of religion and belief; the right of assembly and association; the right
to political participation - both the intensity of violation and its nature worsened. The
following sections will discuss each of these categories.

Personal Liberty
The infringement of personal liberty by the Chinese Communist Party has aggravated
in 2006. The CCP continued to violate the personal safety and liberty of dissentients,
in particular rights lawyers and activists. They were harassed; illegally arrested;
kidnapped; taken into custody; restrained action and put under house arrest. The most
terrifying of all these practices is that the CCP was found to have made huge profits
by selling Falun Gong practitioners’ organs taken alive in concentration camps.

Rights of Dissidents:
In 2005-2006, rights movement flourished all over China. This has attracted a lot of
attention from CCP, to curtail the rights of lawyers and activists. They have become
the target of harassment and persecution by the CCP. The CCP has adopted various
methods to keep rights lawyers and activists from contacting foreigners or foreign
media; lawyer Kao Zhisheng, an activist, has received the most attention of the party.
Kao Zhisheng has actively campaigned for the rights of Christians and Falun Gong
practitioners in China for a long time. He has been harassed by the party for his
activities; even threatened and forced to terminate his legal practice for one year.③ In
April of 2006, US House of Representatives passed a unanimous resolution that urged
the CCP to stop the harassment of Kao Zhisheng and recommencement of his lawyer’s
license, and to stop persecution of other rights lawyers.④ The noted blind rights
lawyer Chen Guang-cheng, who exposed the lacunas of the family planning policy
that forced women to undergo abortion in Linyi, Shandong, is reported to have been
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harassed and is now under house arrest by the CCP.⑤ Rights lawyer Zheng Enzong,
who filed a lawsuit on behalf of residents in Shanghai against Shanghai tycoon Zhou
Zengyi, has been put in the same cell as with prisoners who committed aggravated
felony, while he was in prison. Even after his sentence of three years expired, Zheng
Zhiyi was not allowed to attend church meeting and to meet foreigners.⑥ Zou Tao,
a rights activist who initiated the movement of “no buying house for three years” in
Shenzhen was rejected a pass to Hong Kong and Macao; Shenzhen’s entry and exit
management department also informed him that his right to exit the country had been
curbed.⑦

Torture and Inhuman Treatment
The situation of torture of and inhuman treatment by the CCP has not improved in
2006. On the contrary, incidents like organ harvesting have augmented.
On 21 November 2005, the United Nations commissioner on torture Manfred
Nowak visited Beijing to conduct an investigation on the situation of torture in China.
Nowak is the first the United Nations commissioner on torture to be able to set foot
in China. Nowak’s report suggests that, in China’s prisons, the situation of torture
remained highly serious.⑧ For instance in the case of democratic activist Yang Jianli
and rights activist Yeh Guozhu who have been put in prison since 2004, did not
receive proper medical treatment in the prison despite their poor health condition.⑨

Organ Harvesting
Infringement of personal safety and liberty of Chinese people by the CPP is reported
to have reached a horrifying state in 2006; the most outrageous issue is organ
harvesting. The CPP is believed to have sold body organs of Falun Gong to patients
in need of organ transplant; this practice is however not new. Earlier, the CCP used to
sell body organs of prisoners at execution for organ transplant. However because the
CCP had the prisoners sign a letter of consent, the international community could not
intervene.
The situation has worsened over the years. In March 2006, there were reports
that the CCP set up a secret concentration camp in Sujiatun, Shenyang. In this
camp more than 6,000 Falun Gong practitioners were detained; their body organs
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were taken out and sold in the medical market with huge profit margins. This news
coverage attracted attention and concern of international human rights groups and
the United Nations Commissioner on torture; the international community called
for an investigation.⑩ On 27 March, China’s Xinhuanet released news saying that
Ministry of Public Health has enacted “temporary provisions governing human organ
transplant technology and clinical practice,” which will enter into force on 1 July 1,
2006.⑪ The new provision was enacted to regulate organ transplant and donation
and forbade human organ trade. This however was only an eye wash; it is a common
practice with the CCP to stipulate relevant law at sensitive moments to divert or lessen
attention. Further, on 28 March, after having been silent for nearly three weeks,
spokesman of PRC Ministry of Foreign Affairs Qin Gang denied all allegations of
Falun Gong practitioners being secretly detained in a hospital in Sujiatun, Shenyang,
Liaoning Su. The government even agreed to invite international community to
conduct an investigation in Sujiatun.⑫ However, visa applications of some media
personnel, who wanted to visit China to conduct the investigations, were denied;
Chinese consulate in Sydney, Australia denied visas to many journalists.⑬ Falun
Gong activists protests against organ harvesting has attracted international attention
and many initiatives have been taken to pressure China to stop the practice. On 20
April, Wang Wenyi, a Falun Gong practitioner called for called for Hu Jintao to stop
organ harvesting outside the White House, during the reception held by US President
George Bush for PRC President Hu Jintao.⑭ On 24 April, 81 US congressmen jointly
signed a letter asking US President Bush to express stern concern over accusations
of organ harvesting of Falun Gong practitioners in China. On 8 May, David Kilgour,
former chairman of foreign relations, director of Asia Pacific division and human
right commission of Canadian Congress, and David Matas, an international human
rights lawyer, held a press conference at Capital Hill of Canadian Parliament on the
issue. They announced their intention to conduct a joint independent investigation
of accusations of organ harvesting of Falun Gong practitioners by the CCP.⑮ Their
call was supported by seven Canadian parliamentary members representing the
three major political parties of Canada. Congressman Rahim Jaffer, chairman of
the Conservative Party showed support to the independent investigation initiative on
behalf of the Conservative Party government.
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Death Penalty
Statistics of Amnesty International, in 2005, states that a total of 2,148 people were
executed in the whole world, of which 1,770 were in China. The actual number of
execution carried out by China is probably higher than the reported records. China
therefore continues to have the maximum number of executions in the world.⑯
Further, according to Amnesty International, in China, the charges that are
punishable by death penalty are very extensive. China’s Criminal Code stipulates 68
kinds of charges that are punishable by death penalty; they include minor crimes like
tax evasion and bribery as well. Punishment for crimes is therefore not based on the
principle of proportionality.
In China, many high, medium and low-level officers have been sentenced
to death for taking bribes. The rate of suspension of these officers also reflects
an increase form previous years, rose from 51% in 2001 to 66% in 2005.⑰ These
so-called economic criminals also were executed rapidly. According to China’s
Prosecutor Daily, in recent years, the rate of exemption from criminal punishment
or suspension sentence by court for misconduct and abuse of power has increased
progressively from 52% in 2001 to 82% in 2005. From 2003 to 2005, in China there
were 33,519 office holders whose sentences were suspended. The average suspension
rate is 51% per year, obviously higher than the 19% suspension rate for the criminal
cases investigated by public safety agencies.⑱

Freedom of Thought, Speech, and the Press
Freedom of Speech and Expression has been further controlled in the last few
years; especially after Hu Jin Tao gained control over the party, the government and
the army, in September 2004. The CCP tightened its ideology and tried to control
people’s thought more stringently; ideological education in schools and BBS of the
universities were tightened in 2005 and 2006 respectively. As in previous years, the
CCP continued to engage in tight control of people’s freedom of thought, speech,
and press; even monitored the new communication mediums of the internet and cellphone. News reports critical of the government were still oppressed by the CPP and
reports by non-local media is still prohibited. In addition, the CPP government also
drafted laws to legalize the CCP’s control of the media.
Two major henchmen for the CCP’s restriction of the press and speech are
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the Propaganda Department of the CCP Central Committee and the General
Administration of Press and Publication (GAPP). The Propaganda Department of the
CPC Central Committee is an organization of the CCP; for many years, it has adopted
many methods to oppress China’s press and publication industry in conjunction with
the state monopoly of property rights of press and publication. For example they used
methods like prior review; text review and warning; post-publication dealings; prior
announcement of authors to be censored; blocking and intimidation; notification
of suspensions over the telephone etc to deal with the press. According to the Jiao
Guobiao, former professor of Beijing University who published “Taofa Zhongxuanbu”
(send a punitive expedition to the Propaganda Department of the CCP Central
Committee), there are about 80 million people all over China who are engaged in
thought control.⑲

Restriction of Freedom of Speech and Thought
Political reform and democracy are banned issues; any speech in disfavor of the
government is seriously oppressed by the CCP. For instance, on 3 August, 2005,
democratic activist Zhang Lin was sentenced to imprisonment for five years on charge
of “inciting the subversion of government” for his critical comments of the CCP
government, published on the internet.⑳ In January 2006, Yang Tianshui, member of
Independence Chinese Writer Pen Association and a democratic activist of the June
fourth movement, was arrested and sentenced to 12 years in prison by the Nanjing
government for “suspicion of subverting the state.”㉑ On 18 March, 2006, Ren Ziyuan,
a dissident, was put on a trial and subsequently sentenced to ten years’ imprisonment
for publishing an article titled “The Way to Democracy.”㉒ On 15 December, 2005, Tu
Huaizhang, Professor of University of Hubei, was charged with libel for his novel “The
Calamity of Human” on the Cultural Revolution. Tu was sentenced to six months in
prison and is the first person to be imprisoned after the Culture Revolution for writing
a novel.㉓

Restriction of Freedom of Publication
After the ban on investigation reports on China’s peasants- “Investigation of Chinese
Peasants” by Chen Gueidi and Wu Chuntao and Zhang Yiho’s memoir “The Past
Was Not Like Wind” - in 2004, the CCP without exception banned any publication
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that was critical and exposed the secrets of the party. In 2005-2006, novelist Yan
Lianke story titled “Serving the People,” was banned for its satire of CCP bureaucrats
and ideology. Writer Zhang Qingzhou of Tangshan wrote a report novel on the big
earthquake in Tangshan in 1976; but a novel “Tangshan Jinshih Lu” (A Warning
of Tangshan) was banned because it exposed the mistakes of Central Bureau of
Seismology- its concealment of the correct forecast of the earthquake in 1976.㉔

Restriction of Press Freedom
In 2005-2006, the Chinese Communist Party continued to tighten the freedom of the
press. The restrictions on freedoms have further intensified owing to the rise of rights
movement in society; the CCP strictly prohibited accounts of rights movement and
activities. Non cooperators were penalized by lock up of reporters and suspension
of the rights of the press. In one incident on 2 July, 2005, Hong Kong’s Commercial
Radio terminated its contract with Huang Yumin, a known host of the station, for his
political comments.㉕ The freedom of speech in Hong Kong’s media is also restricted.
The host on news programs can neither criticize the station nor make comments
critical of controversial policies by Beijing and Hong Kong government.
In the end of 2005, Xin Jin Bao (The Beijing News) based in Beijing, was
reorganized by the Propaganda Department of the CPC Central Committee. Several
senior members were replaced, such as the editor-in-chief and associate editor-inchief. However following protest and strike by other staff members only its editor-inchief Yang Bin was replaced.㉖ Bai Xing, a magazine known to have exposed many
corruption cases in Hebei, was forced to change its old slogan—“recording the China
in change.”㉗
On 24 January, 2006, Bing Dien, the weekly magazine of Zhongguo Qingnian
Bao (China Youth News) - the organ newspaper of the Communist Youth League,
published an article by Yuan Weishi, a professor of Zhongshan University, titled
“Modernization and Historical Textbook.” The weekly was suspended by Propaganda
Department of the CPC Central Committee because the historical view in the article
was different from that of the Chinese Communist Party. Although it resumed
publication on 1st March, Lee Datung, its editor-in-chief, and Ru Yaogang, its
associate editor-in-chief, were transferred to the news research institute of “Zhongguo
Qingnian Pao”.㉘
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In another incident on 5 August, 2005, senior Straits Times reporter Ching
Cheong from Hong Kong, who had been detained for more than three months by
Beijing authorities, was officially arrested and indicted on the charge of “suspected of
being involved in espionage” by State Security Bureau of Beijing.㉙ And Zhao Yan,
the news assistant of New York Times of Beijing office, has not been released since
he was arrested in 2004. Prior to Hu Jintao’s US visit, in April 2006, Zhao Yan’s
case was revoked on the 17th of March; however on 15 May, Zhao Yan was again
prosecuted with a new charge by the prosecutor of Beijing.㉚ In local areas, reporter’s
situation has deteriorated. On 2 February 2006, Wu Xianghu, deputy editor-inchief of Zhejiang Taizhou Wangbao, was heavily wounded by the police because he
exposed incidents of police arbitrariness.㉛
On 16 March, 2006, “Caijing Lang Xian Ping” (Chat With Me on Economy),
a popular TV talk show on Shanghai cable TV finance channel hosted by Lang
Xianping, professor of finance and economics at Hong Kong Chinese University,
was pulled off air.㉜ The CCP’s control measures are even stricter for foreign media;
Beijing has adopted many measures to restrict foreign media from entering China’s
market like stopped grant of permits to publish to most foreign periodicals,
obstructed foreign corporations entry to the Chinese media market etc.㉝ The General
Bureau of Radio, Film and Television reiterated that the TV stations at all levels must
broadcast international news offered by China Central TV (CCTV) and China Radio
International (CRI)- both of which are state controlled.㉞

Restricton on Supervision by Media of Other Localities
The power struggle between local and central governments often spills over to the
control of news media. Supervision by media from different locality is a method used
to supervise the government; media investigators visit other cities or towns to report
wrongdoings by local government. This nature of news reporting has been beneficial
to the central government in monitoring local administration. However local
governments were not appreciative of this central interference and demanded the
central government to ban news media from engaging in news report localities other
than their own. The regional economic gains of recent years enhanced their claims to
less interference. In September 2005, 17 provinces and cities in Guangdong and Hebei
submitted a joint letter to the central government in which, they demanded a ban on
local supervision by central government’s media.㉟ The letter pointed out that local
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government was capable to control its own local media and also that interference by
central government’s media was a source of social instability in localities.
Due to the insistence of the local governments, the General Office of the CPC
Central Committee issued a notice that called for a stop of supervision reports of
localities by central media; it also incorporated a requirement of permission from
the local administration before publication/broadcast of critical reports. Further with
regards to criticisms of major leaders, it was required to report the information in
advance to the superior Party Committee of the person to be criticized. Subsequently,
the Propaganda Department of the CPC Central Committee proposed the “two
whenever.” First, whenever a report and criticism of a locality is to be released, the
draft must be approved by the propaganda department of the Party Committee of
that locality. Second, whenever a report involves a criticism of leading cadre, it must
be approved by the superior of that cadre. In addition, the Propaganda Department
of the CPC Central Committee strengthened its control and check over social news,
including disaster news, in conformity with the demand of the local areas. It stipulated
that no media could, without authorization, report on social events involving disaster,
incident, property disputes over house, land enclosure dispute, and collective petition.
Accounts of these incidents were to be based on the wire copy released by Xinhua
News Agency.
In localities, restrictions on news report have also increased. According to the
report of Nanfang Zhoumou (Southern Weekend), Nanjing city introduced a law in
July 2005 - “measure of news censor by public opinion supervisor”- that required
reporters and editors to acquire signature of public opinion supervisor (a CCP
officers) before the release of story.㊱ Asian Times has reported that Shenzhen’s
followed similar measures like that of Nanjing. Further, after Li HongZhong took
over the official post of Municipal Committee secretary, he stipulated that negative
news can not be released without approval of the propaganda authorities. As a result,
negative accounts of incidents disappeared from the local media in Shenzhen, even
news of thefts or minor squabbles between citizens.㊲
The ban also impacted some popular programs on the CCTV, such as Focus
Interview, Tell the Truth, which began to be less provocative. Allegedly, in order not
to violate regulations, CCTV’s News Investigation has discontinued its follow-up
stories on sensitive issues. Some local press with national circulation like Nanfang
Zhoumou of Guangdong cancelled their investigation reports beyond Guangdong; this
suppressed the freedom of speech to a large degree.㊳
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Although the central government complied to demands of the local governments
on media supervision, they also put forward another magic weapon to deal with
localities, the draft of “Emergency Response Law” submitted in June 2006. Since
2003, the CCP has engaged in the writing of “Emergency Response Law” due to
the proliferation of social conflicts, such as local riots, SARS etc. This draft law
also aimed to deal with local governments that failed to report events to the central
authorities. The implication of the draft law on the freedom of the press is that only
the government could release information on any of these four kinds of accidents:
natural disaster, disaster, public health, social safety incident. Making pubic of any of
these news without government’s authorization was a punishable offense, for serious
offenses the fine was to be between 50,000 and 100,000 renminbi, includes foreign
media as well.㊴ Indeed the draft law was a cause of commotion and protest by the
media.

Monitoring and Control of Internet Network
In response to the rapid growth of internet users, the Chinese Communist Party
adopted policies to censor the internet network. Following the “Gold Shield” project,
internet network police, and real name of website, the CCP continued to strengthen
the control and review of internet network both in terms of software and hardware
technology. They arrested dissidents on the internet, closed down websites and blogs
and exerted pressure on foreign internet network providers to filter and sensor.
On 25 September, 2005, in order to strengthen the internet censor, the PRC
Information Office of the State Council and Ministry of Information Industry
jointly released the “regulation of Internet information service management.”㊵ This
regulation is a serious infringement of the freedom of speech because it grants the
Information Office of the State Council the administrative right to review and manage
internet news information service providers. Further article 5 of this regulation
requires that to set up a news information service provider on Internet, it has to be
reviewed and approved by the Information Office of the State Council and should be
placed on the record of the Information Office of the State Council or Information
Office of the government in province, autonomous region or municipality directly
under the Central Government.㊶ Article 8 of this regulation also raises the threshold
for setting up a Internet news information service provider, such as professional news
personnel, venue, and capital (10 million renminbi), no joint venture by Chinese
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and foreign investment, joint cooperation and management by Chinese and foreign
investment, and no foreign management.㊷ These extensive restrictions in other words
imply prohibited the establishment of news website on the internet. International
human rights organizations like the “Human Rights Watch” have asked the Chinese
government to revoke this regulation.㊸
The Chinese Communist Party has shut down some internet website according
to article 5 and article 8 of this regulation. For example, Democracy and Freedom
(later renamed as “Viewpoint”) was closed for violating article 5 of the regulation.㊹
On the eve of “Liang Hui (National People’s Congress and Chinese People’s Political
Consultative Conference),” the news authorities in Beijing ordered the shut-down
of three leftist websites: Chinese Worker Network, Worker, Peasant and Soldier
BBS, and Communist Net for having violated article 8 of the regulation as they did
not fulfill the safety deposit requirement of 10 million renminbi and so were not
qualified as news providers.㊺ In the beginning of March of 2006, Information Office
and Administration of Communication Management of Zhejiang Province closed
down a humanity website, Ai Qin Hai (Aegean Sea Net) for violating article 5 of this
regulation and did not get the approval of the State Council’s Information Office.㊻
In October of 2005, the CCP also banned Wikipedia, a web-based encyclopedia.
The content of this website is maintained and edited collectively by independent
users, hence has been difficult for internet police to control.㊼ On 19 June, 2006, two
major search engines on the internet, Sohu and SinaNet were forced to shut down
due to censor on their databases because some political keywords were not filtered.
Meanwhile, New York Times writer, Kristof’s blog on Sohu Net was closed because it
carried a discussion of the arrest of his colleague Zhao Yan.㊽
The Chinese Communist Party has continued with arrests of online dissidents.
In April of 2006, with evidence provided by Yahoo (Hong Kong) Company, Wang
Xiaoning, an internet user in China, was sentenced to ten years in prison on the
charge of “instigating the subversion of the state” by the Chinese government. This
is the fourth time that Yahoo is accused of aiding the Chinese government in putting
online dissidents in prison.㊾
In the meantime, the CCP also continued its control of international network
providers. Following Cisco and Yahoo, Google also yielded to the demands of the
CCP government. On 25th January 2006, Google launched its Chinese edition.
Under the pressure of the government, Google engaged in self-censorship on their
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search engine. Google’s users were restricted from searching some keywords like
“Tiananmen,” “Taiwan Independence,” “Tibetan Independence,” “Democracy,”
“Human Rights,” and “Falun Gong” or anything criticizing the CCP dogmas. The
Chinese edition also does not provide email and blog service either.㊿ Microsoft Corp.
also closed down a blog by Chinese writer Zhao Jing, who criticized the government.
In April 2006, the internet communication company Skype, an affiliate with the
biggest auction website eBay of the United States said that its Chinese partner TOM
on-line will filter information sent by its users. Sensitive words, such as “Falun Gong”
and “Dalai Lama” and “June Fourth” will be excluded.

Control over Cell-phone
Government statistics in China state that there are about 390 million cell-phone users,
of them about 200 million users have not left their identity information. This is a
great loophole in the control of speech exercised by the Chinese Communist Party. In
recent years, text messages conveyed through cell-phone is the fifth media in China;
information on the anti-Japan parade in 2004 and the contamination of Sungari River
in 2005 was spread around by text messages. Text message management is a difficult
problem for the CCP. On 27 December, 2005, Wang Xudong, Minister of Information
Industry, clearly said that a nationwide registration program would be launched in
2006 to register all information about users. On 21 February, 2006, the Ministry of
Information Industry launched the “Sunshine Green Internet Project;” the project was
to deal with removal of spam, management of illegal information on the cell-phone,
propagate internet civilization and crack down on illegal online service. The real
intention is nonetheless to reinforce control over cell-phone communication.

Freedom of Religion and Belief
The “2005 International Religious Freedom Report” released on 11 May, 2006 by
the US International Religious Freedom Committee declared 11 countries including
China to be serious violators of religious freedom that need special concern.
According to the report, the Chinese authorities still continued to arrest, detain
and imprison Falun Gong practitioners and its oppression of Falun Gong has been
particularly severe.
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The Chinese Communist Party preaches atheism; its view of religion is entirely
guided by politics. The criterion for suppression of certain religions depends on its
threat potential to CCP’s authority and rule rather than the religious doctrine. In other
words, religion often is an excuse for the CCP to engage in political elimination of
opposition. This is especially obvious in Xinjiang and Tibet. Religious groups that
refuse to obey CCP’s rule are suppressed without exception, including Catholics who
pledge loyalty to the Vatican, Christian churches that have unregistered devotees,
followers of Islam in Xinjiang, Tibetan Buddhism and Falun Gong. The underground
churches and Christian family churches are labelled as foreign infiltrators and
Islam of Xinjiang and Tibetan Buddhism are considered to be secession movements
and Falun Gong is described as an evil cult. Religious dissidents and groups are
victimized and suffer from various kinds of persecution by the Chinese Communist
Party like threat, harassment and detention, labor education, torture, and even death.
The CCP put into force the first comprehensive administrative statute on religion in
March of 2005 called the Regulations Governing Religious Affairs. This law stressed
the legalization of religious work but made the approval of newly-built religious
venues difficult. In December 2005, the official website of Bureau of Religious
Affairs was set up.
On the other hand, because of condemnation by the international community,
the CCP has fostered some religious groups to create a false sense of religious
freedom. At present, the CCP acknowledges five major religions: Buddhism, Taoism,
Islam, Catholicism and Christianity. Each of them has a corresponding association
sanctioned by the CCP government and supervised and directed by National Bureau
of Religious Affairs and CCP United Front Work Department; it allows foreigners’
participation in religious activities. Since 1950, the CCP government has separated
China’s Roman Catholic Church from the Vatican; it is managed by “Patriotic
Church” appointed by the government. Religious activity that is not under the
management of “Patriotic Church” is regarded as illegal and underground. The CCP
has established for Christians “Three Self Church,” that follows the three principles
of self-rule, self-subsistence, and self-spread. In April 2005, the government hosted
“World Buddhism Forum” in Hangzhou and invited over one thousand Buddhist
leaders from all parts of the world to participate, except Dalai Lama.
The persecution of religion and belief by the CCP has been comprehensive.
The CCP bans unregistered religious gathering, arrest, detains and abuses religious
persons; and strictly forbids the printing of religious publication. For example, Lei
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Dayung, a Buddhist living in Beijing, was sentenced to four years in prison for
printing free Buddhist scripts for the public. The CCP has engaged in religious
persecution by means of attacking superstition and cults. In November 2004, the CCP
disseminated to every provincial Party Committee and propaganda and education
departments a secret document titled “Notice About Strengthening Research and
Propaganda Education Work of Marxism Atheism;” demanded the strengthening
of propaganda education work on Marxist atheism, implementation of atheism in
extensive, multi-level, comprehensive manner, and an end to the so-called feudalistic
superstitions. The students in secondary and primary schools were asked to sign an
oath against evil cult. Major news media and internet websites were asked to launch
columns of atheism. Institutions of higher education and the Chinese Academy of
Social Sciences were demanded to promote atheist education.
Uighur Muslim in Xinjiang
Uighur Muslims in Xinjiang have received special attention and control from the CCP.
than Muslims in other areas of China because of the ongoing independence movement
in Xinjiang. The CCP engaged in control of Uighur Muslims through existing
religious and educational system; systematically suppressed Muslims by means of
law, regulations, administration, and policy, such as monitoring mosque; closing down
underground mosques; arrest of Imams; reeducation and training of religious persons;
monitoring the editions of Koran and the speeches made in the mosque; maintaining
record of attendees in the mosque of Xinjiang: the number of people, age, sex, and
whether they are cadre members. People under 18 years old are not allowed to enter
the mosque. The CCP also carried out strict control through the educational system.
In ordinary school, teachers cannot teach the Koran. In August 2005, a female teacher
by the name of Aminan Momixi in Xinjiang Uighur autonomous region was arrested
by public safety bureau for teaching the Koran to students. More than 30 teenage
students were taken away by police as well. In addition, schools were not allowed to
celebrate religious holidays either. Individuals were not allowed to express their belief
through their clothing’s or use of accessories. After 9/11 incident, China used the antiterrorism label to suppress religious rights of Uighurs. The enactment of “Regulations
Governing Religious Affairs” tightened the CCP’s control of religious organizations
and made it difficult for independent religious organizations to register as legal social
organizations. In addition, the CCP used the annual “Severe Attack” campaign meant
to crack down on as a pretext to harass Muslims.
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Tibet
Religious freedom in Tibet is also suppressed because of the ongoing independence
movement. Since the bloody repression of Tibet in 1949 and Dalai Lama’s exile to
India, the CCP has conducted a close surveillance of temples and monks and criticism
of the government. In August 2005, a Lama Monk in Potala Palace of Tibet was taken
into custody for criticizing the Chinese Government and expressing support for Dalai
Lama; he has been missing so far. In 1995, Beijing picked the child reincarnate
of Panchen Lama’s, and the chosen child by Dalai Lama (Gundun Choekyi Nyima)
along with his parents have been take into custody and are missing so far.
Since 1995, the CCP has imposed government ideology by force to the monks by
means of “patriotic education.” Buddhist monks and nuns who resisted the education
were usually locked up or expelled. Although the CCP has declared that the “patriotic
education” policy ended in 2000, it still requires monks to participate in political
education. In November 2005, five Tibetan monks were arrested for their opposition
to the so-called “political education activity” and for their refusal to sign a document
that condemed Dalai Lama, included two abbots of Drepung Monastery. According
to human rights organization, on November 25, 400 monks engaged in sit-in protests
were arrested.
In the prisons in Tibet, many monks have been detained for their non
cooperation with the so-called “patriotic education.” According to statistics, after
the implementation of “patriotic education,” monks who were unwilling in their
acceptance of the education program were locked up or expelled; the number of
Buddhist monks have decreased to some extent.
The “International Campaign for Tibet,” a human rights organization for Tibet
based in Washington, D.C., reports that Beijing has expanded its control over religious
activity in Tibet since 2004. The CCP required Tibetan Buddhist temples to reduce
religious preaching and to engage in political study, and to openly renounce Tibet’s
spiritual leader Dalai Lama. According to the report of Voice of America, the CCP
regards Tibetan Buddhism as potential threat to Beijing’s control over Tibet and this
probably explains the efforts to eliminate Dalai Lama’s influence in Tibet. Recently,
the CCP has also focuses in reducing the teaching quality of Tibetan Buddhism. As a
result, regular Buddhist teachers are in short supply, and young Buddhist monk with
little knowledge teach courses now.
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The Hans in Tibet are usually forbidden to study Buddha dharma in Tibet
Autonomous Region and Tibetan monks are forbidden to teach Buddha dharma
outside the Tibet Autonomous Region too. The CCP does not allow children under
the age of 18 to become a monk in temple. In recent years, although Dalai Lama’s
representatives have engaged in talks with China and Dalai Lama’s reaffirmed his
promise that he will strive for autonomy than Tibetan independence, China’s stringent
control over Tibet remains.

Christian Family Church
After the implementation of “Regulations of Religious Affairs” in March 2005, the
survival of unregistered religious organizations has become more and more difficult.
The CCP has stepped up suppression of Christian family churches. According to
“China Aid Association,” in August 2005, 30 public security officers in the Zaoyang
City of Hubei, intruded into a family church in Lutou Town and took away 41
Christians, including two US seminary students. The public security officers ill
treated the American students; they were handcuffed and detained in a hotel for seven
hours. They were not allowed to contact the American Embassy and their property
was confiscated, including the Bible and religious books. In October, 2005, a
meeting held by 51 underground churche leaders of more than 20 provinces and cities
in China in Goge Village of Hebei, was intervened by 70 public security officers; the
personal liberty of the particiants were restrained for 24 hours and their properties
confiscated. For two Sundays in succession since 8 January 2006, Beijing police
assaulted the well-know Fangzhou family church in Beijing’s Chaoyang district. One
of the founders of the family church is writer Yu Jie.
In November, 2005, Cai Zhuohua, a Christian pastor in Beijing, was sentenced
to three years in prison for printing the Holy Bible. In April 26, 2006, several public
security officers intruded into the household of Liu Yuhua in Linyi, Shandong, a
Christian. Liu was accused of being involved in illegal business operation and
detained for criminal act. In fact, Liu Yuhua printed Christian books in order to meet
the growing need of Holy Bible.
China Aid Association reports that on March 13, 2006 an associate meeting
of family church leaders from all parts of Henan in Wen county was jeopardized
by the national security group. The well-known family church leader Pastor Zhang
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Rongliang was sentenced to imprisonment for seven and a half years by Zhengzhou
Zhongmou County People’s Court in Henan Province on 4 July, 2006 on the charge
of “falsely obtaining exit papers” and “illegally crossing the border.” Chinese film
producer, Wu Hao, was detained by the police on 22 February, 2006 while making a
documentary about underground Christians in China.

Deteriorating Relation With the Vatican
Vatican and China have mediated on the reestablishment of diplomatic relations
especially since the new pope Benedict XVI took over. Despite the rumor that Beijing
and Vatican will resume diplomatic relationship, the relationship has worsened. In
May 2006, China’s Patriotic Church disregarded Vatican’s persuasion and ordained
Ma Yinglin in April 30 and Liu Xinhong as the bishop of Wuhu, Anhui on 3
May. China also claimed that it will ordain 20 other bishops in the near future.
Pope Benedict XVI issued a statement with strong words in response to the CCP’s
ordaining bishops in China without the Vatican’s consent. He expressed “distress” at
the ordaining of bishops by “Chinese Patriotic Catholic Association” and said that
such action has caused “great harm to religious freedom.” In response the National
Bureau of Religious Affairs asked the Vatican not to interfere in China’s internal
affairs and to respect the interests of the Catholic Church and the Catholics in China;
and not to set up new obstacles for the improvement of relations between Beijing and
Vatican. The relations between Beijing and Vatican are likely to worsen further.
The CCP’s persecution of the underground church has continued. In one case,
Bishop Jia Zhiguo was taken away from his home in Beijing by public security
officers in the morning of 8 November, 2005. The Police said Jia was taken to join
a “study session,” yet no information was provided about the nature and duration of
the study session. These so-called “study session” were rather meant to persuade Jia
to join the government-sanctioned Patriotic Church. It was the eighth time that Jia
Zhiguo was taken away by the authorities. In another case reported by Asian News,
affiliated with Catholic News Agency, in November 2005, 16 Catholic nuns in Xi’an
were attacked for protesting at a sit-in at the gate of their missionary school in order
to defend school from being dismantled by force. On 22 November, 40 uniformed
men claimed to have been sent by the bureau of education intruded the school
premises and hit the 16 nuns with clubs.
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Falun Gong
The CCP’s persecution of Falun Gong has continued since June 1999, when it first
identified Falun Gong as an “evil cult.” On 30 October, 1999, the 12th session of
the Standing Committee of the ninth NPC passed the “Decision on banning Cult,
Taking Precautions Against and Punishing Illegal Cult Activity.” The decision to
ban cult was directed against Falun Gong and legitimized the persecution of Falun
Gong. According to statistics, 2,956 Falun Gong practitioners have died as a result
of persecution so far and at least 100,000 practitioners have been sent to labor
reeducation.
The CCP’s persecution of Falun Gong has originated from political
considerations. Since 2005-2006, the methods of persecution have increasingly
become outrageous and economic motives were added to the harassment of Falun
Gong. Falun Gong practitioners’ organs were removed by the CCP to make exorbitant
profit. In March 2006, organ harvesting in the concentration camp in Sujiatun
was exposed and by April, the issue of organ harvesting attracted international
attention due to Wang Wenyi. (please see the section on organ harvesting mentioned
previously). The lucrative profits involved in organ trade have made the situation of
Falun Gong practitioners more difficult.
The CCP’s focus on their activities not only concentrated within China but also
outside China. For example in February 2006, San Francisco Chinese Chamber
of Commerce rejected the application by Falun Gong to participate in the parade
for Lantern Festival, and the representatives of Falun Gong criticized the Chinese
Chamber of Commerce of being a puppet of the CCP. In April and May 2006,
Falun Gong practitioners in Indonesia were assaulted for holding a protest against the
persecution of Falun Gong by the CCP on the street.

Freedom of Association and Assembly
Freedom of Association
Although Article 35 of PRC Constitution guarantees people the freedom to
assemble, parade, demonstrate, in reality, the CCP fears any organization that it
can not control. This can be seen in the suppression by the CCP of various kinds of
religious organizations, and even more so for political groups and unions. The CCP
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government forbids the existence of any independent unions, which is harmful to
worker’s rights and interests, in particular peasant-turned-workers. Any call for the
establishment of political party or independent union are seen with suspicion and
its supporters are regarded as political prisoners and are sentenced to heavy prison
term. For example, in September, 2004, dissident writer Huang Jinqiu (pen-named
Qingxui Jun on the internet) was sentenced to 12 years in prison for calling for the
establishment of Patriotic Democratic Party of China on the internet network in 2003;
Huang Jinqiu will remain behind bar until 13 September, 2015. Several leaders of
workers’ movement have also been arrested and detained. In January of 1998, Gao
Hongming and Cha Jianguo jointly wrote a letter to Wei Jianzing, president of AllChina Federation of Unions in application of the establishment of an autonomous
labor organization, “Union of Free Labor in China.” The two were arrested in the
beginning of 1999, for their participation in the establishment of Chinese Democratic
Party. They were accused of “instigating and subverting the state.” Gao Hongming
was sentenced to eight years in prison by the Intermediate Court of Beijing. Their
situation in prison was difficult as well. Others like Yao Fuxin, a leader of labor
movement, suffered from serious blood pressure and heart disease. Yang Jianli,
founder of the 21st Century Foundation in the United States has also been kept behind
bars till his term expires in 26 April, 2007 despite bad health and demand for release
on bail for medical treatment. US congressmen also appealed to President Bush to
raise the request to release Yang Jianli, in his meeting with Hu Jintao. On 15 May,
Tan Kai, an environmentalist underwent a secret trial by Xihu District Court of
Hangzhou City. Tan was arrested for initiating the establishment of an environmental
protection group, “Green Watch.” However, the charge on which he was prosecuted
was “illegally obtaining state secret.”

Freedom of Assembly
In recent years, economic development in China has brought about many social
problems. As a result, demonstrations have increased by a wide margin, mostly on
issues like unemployment, land compensation, pulling down house by force, housing
problem, environmental pollution, labor dispute, local corruption etc. Sometimes,
the police used excessive violence on the demonstrators and this has resulted in
conflict between the people and the authorities. According to the Trend monthly,
a report by the CCP titled “Concerning the Overall Situation of Demonstration
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and Assembly in Cities, Towns and Villages in 2005,” in 2005, there were 96,408
unapproved demonstration and assembly in cities and towns in China, in which
about 8,208,600 persons participated. Despite efforts by local party committee and
government, public security departments, and armed police to maintain social order
and mediate conflicts, there were 2,171 incidents of conflicts between the government
and people and resulted in 6,107 injury and death cases, and direct economic loss of
32.7 billion renminbi. In addition, according to Xinhua News Agency, Wu Hoping,
the spokesman of Ministry of Public Security said in a news conference that public
security bureaus at all levels have dealt with a total of 87,000 criminal cases related
to social unrest and public disorder in 2005, an increase of 6.6% compared to the
previous year. The cases of assembly and social unrest have increased by 13%.
These figures reflect that spontaneous mass movement in China as a result of social
changes has been on the rise.
The CCP’s attitude has continued to be against allowing assembly, parade,
and demonstration; they have used various kinds of excuses to reject application for
assembly and demonstration. For example, the excuse of “liang hui” period is used to
disallow all demonstrations; people are rather asked to register their complaints with
the Bureau of Letters and Calls.

Rights Movement
In 2005, rights movement showed obvious progress. Under the leadership of activist
lawyers, rights awareness arose and the ability of organizing a social campaign has
strengthened. However, the situation of rights activists in China has worsened as a
result of increase in protests in 2005. According to “International League for Human
Rights,” an international human rights organization based in Paris, more rights
activists in China were arrested than before and the treatment of rights activists has
not been in line with the legal procedures. The government has suppressed most
rights activities. According to “International League for Human Rights,” China
also passed a new law that required international human rights organization in China
to register in order to effectively control the activities of human rights organizations
legally.
In 2005, rights activists mainly protested against the miscarriage of justicein favor of rights of laid-off worker’s, land compensation; settlement of labor
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disputes and environment. It is in particular noteworthy that in 2005, there were
several incidents of petition in Beijing by PLA veterans whose livelihood was in
predicament because of lack of social security. They assembled in front of the
PLA general political department in Beijing and demanded the government to
improve their welfare. In order to check against “color revolution,” Military
Commission of the CPC Central Committee issued “Supplementary Regulation
about the Military’s Implementation of Chinese Communist Party’s Disciplinary
Punishment Regulations.” This supplementary regulation has 30 provisions,
includes prohibitions on servicemen to establish or join social groups, participate in
parade, demonstration, rights activities, protest, and religious activity even belief. For
instance, Article 5 stipulates that violators of the above regulation would be punished
with severe warning. In serious cases, the offender would be removed from party
duty, suspended or expelled by the party. Article 7 stipulates that any serviceman
who participates or show support in parade, demonstration, sit-in, petition, and appeal
by means of providing information, materials, and venue would be given warning
or severe warning. Those who organize parade, demonstration, sit-in, petition, and
appeal should be punished in accordance with the regulation. Article 8 also stipulates
that those who participate in religious and superstitious activity and would not change
after criticism will be given a warning or severe warning; those who cause bad
influence would be removed of party duty, suspended or expelled by the party.
Due to fast economic development, China’s environmental problems have
aggravated and have resulted in many social conflicts over issues of pollution. In June
2005, in Xinchang County, Zhejiang Province, a social campaign was mobilized over
the explosion on 22 June in Jingxin Pharmaceutical factory that caused one death and
injured four. The factory has also been responsible for leaking poisonous chemical
materials for many years and polluted rivers and creeks in the neighborhood. Many
residents demanded compensation and termination of the operation of the factory,
leading to protests. On 19 July, more than 15,000 residents mobilized a march,
smashed the police car and threw stones at the police. The county government sent
out armed police and more than ten quells vehicles; the resistance was finally stopped
by firing teargas. Many people were wounded. On 30 September, 2005, in Songhe
town, Jingshan County, Hubei Province, one thousand teachers and students of the
Second Middle School and villagers in the neighborhood, surrounded the Jingshan
Battery Factory responsible for polluting the school neighborhood, for several days.
The local government was forced to send out the riot police to disperse the crowd. At
least three villagers were arrested and several students were injured.
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The conflict between the people and the government also increased. In
December 2005, in Dongzhou Village of Shanwei City, Guangdong Province, several
hundred policemen opened fire on more than 1,000 villagers; the villagers were
protesting against unfair compensation and land enclosure that was caused by the
local government’s plan to build a power plant in order to develop the economy by
enclosing large stretches of land in the village. This forbade villagers to engage in
aqua-farming in the lake or harvest quarry the water. Villagers were discontented
with the land enclosure and launched a long-term resistance movement. The incident
drew domestic and international attraction because the police opened fire at the
people in the protest. Two of the protestors were killed as confirmed by Dongzhou
Hospital.
The CCP also stepped up the persecution of rights lawyers and activists. Lawyer
Gao Zhisheng, known to have submitted letters to the leaders of the Communist
Party of China to appeal for Falun Gong practitioners’ judicial rights, an dhis faily
have been harassed by the party. The Bureau of Justice in Beijing announced on 4
November, 2005 that Shengzhi lawyer office would be suspended for one year. In
May 2006, Gao ZhiSheng issued on the internet network a “Declaration for Revising
Constitution and Safeguarding Basic Human Rights” that he jointly wrote with
Yuan Hongbing, wherein he demanded the abolishment of the stipulation that the
Chinese Communist Party is the leader of the Chinese people of all nationalities.
Gao Zhisheng launched a relay hunger strike to safeguard rights and protest against
the violence on rights lawyer Guo Feixiung on 4 February, 2006 by secret police and
unidentified gangsters. The relay hunger strike started in Beijing, and later spread to
Shanghai and other cities in more than 20 provinces and overseas. On 6 February,
AIDS activist Hu Jia, based in Beijing, joined the hunger strike for 48 hours. Other
participators included Guo Feixiung; Zhao Xi; Qi Zhiyong; Wang Guoqi; Ren
Wanding; Jia Jianying; Li Hai; Teng Biao; Li Heping and Du Daobin. Many civil
groups and individuals in Hong Kong, Germany, United States, Canada and other
places also joined the hunger strike relay. However, some of the participants in were
taken away by the police, even Gao Zhisheng was taken away by the police.
In May 2006, Chinese Bar Association announced a new measure to restrain
lawyers from engaging in lawsuit related to rights activity. The National Bar
Association which claims to safeguard lawyer’s rights and interests released the
“Opinion of Instructing Lawyers to Handle Collective Action Case,” it stipulated
a number of restrictions on lawyers to check their involvement in lawsuits related
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to rights activity. For example, lawyers were required to accept the supervision
and guidance of judicial administrative organs; lawyers were required to report
to the judicial administrative organ if they find that they might intensify conflict;
and required lawyers to “cautiously handle contacts with foreign organizations and
media.” These instructions were meant to deprive rights lawyers, willing to assist
under-privileged groups, of their legal rights in accordance with the law.
In June 2006, Fu Xiancai, an immigrant rights activist in Sanxia, Hubei, was
interrogated by the public safety officials in Zigui County after he had an interview
with a German TV station. He was also assaulted on his way home and suffered
cervical vertebra fracture and was seriously injured.

Right to Political Participation
The Information Office of the PRC State Council published the “White paper on
China’s Democratic Politics Construction” on 19 October, 2005. The whitepaper
has 30,000 words and is the first white paper published by the CCP on democracy.
This white paper provides a defense of the “socialist democracy” by the CCP; in
reality, it is to defend dictatorship. It did not shed any new meaning on political
reform of China; rather it stressed that China’s political system is the democratic rule
of the CCP. Ironically this democratic rule means that the Chinese Communist Party
will rule for the people and rule by the people; it will insist in perfecting people’s
democratic dictatorship and use it to perfect the democratic centralism of the party.
The whitepaper has many provisions that are not so democratic. For example, the
whitepaper reiterates “leadership of the CCP” as necessary for the guarantee of
regime stability and for the national unity of China and social harmony and stability.
This kind of logic that only the CCP rule can lead is against the democratic principle
of people’s choice- their right to political participation and power with the people.
Judging from the suppression of grass-roots democracy by the CCP in the past one
year, the CCP’s determination to pursue “democracy” remains in question.

Grassroots Democracy
Grassroots democracy in China is another important issue that has concerned
the international community. Robert B. Zoellick, US Deputy Secretary of State,
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expressed in his speech to the National Committee on US-China Relations on 21
September, 2005, that China needs peaceful political transition so that the government
will be accountable to the people. He suggested village and municipal elections to be
the beginning which, could later be expanded to county and provincial level.
Despite promises by the CCP in its “eleventh five year program” to develop
grassroots democracy- guarantee people the right to exercise vote, right to know,
right to participate, and right to supervise in accordance with the “construction
of strengthening socialist democracy” it is far from implementing it. Recently, a
proposal of recall at the grassroots level in Guangdong Province, in July 2005 has
drawn attention on the probability of reform at the grassroot level. In Taishi Village
of Fanyu District, Guangzhou City, Guangdong Province, villagers found that the
land of the village was misused and the village had incurred debt of more than 10
million renminbi; they suspected Chen Jinsheng, director of village committee, of
being involved in corruption and initiated a recall of the village committee director.
More than 400 villagers’ signatures or handprints were collected (over one fifth
of the village population) in support of recall. Article 16 of “Organizational Law
of Villager Committee of the People’s Republic of China” stipulates that recall
of village committee members can be demanded if one fifth of those with voting
rights sign the petition. Despite the signatures this was not allowed by the district
and town governments who obstructed the recall movement. Chinese and foreign
media and scholars who visited the village to study the campaign have noted that
many villagers withdrew their signatures form the petition under the pressure of local
governments. The developments in the case suggest that the local governments took
various measures to obstruct participation by villagers in local affairs- even also used
violence.

Right to Letters and Visits
On 1 May, 2005, the CCP implemented the “Regulations of Letters and Visits,” which
added more limitation on petition. For example, people are no longer allowed to
engage in petition by bypassing the immediate authorities; people cannot go to Beijing
for petition. In August 2005, the CCP further limited the veteran’s right to engage
in petition. According to a report released in December 2005 by “Human Rights
Watch,” petitioners often faced serious threat of life and violence. Thousands of
Chinese people who engaged in petition to the authorities have been attacked, beaten,
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threatened or sent to labor education. People who provided assistance to petitioners
were also arrested. PRC National Letters and Visits Bureau admitted that in fact,
only 2% of the problems were resolved through petition. The system of letters and
visits often turned to be a trap for petitioners. The “petition village” in Beijing was on
the brink of being torn down. In February 2006, the Beijing Municipal Government
dismantled houses in the “petition village” for constructing facilities for the Olympic
Games. Now petitioners can only stay in makeshift tents.

III. Conclusion
In 2006, China did not make any progress in political rights. On the contrary, the
various kinds of social tensions brought about by economic development, have
suppressed political rights even more. Violation of political rights takes place everyday
particularly, because of the rise in people’s rights consciousness and conflicts with the
government. In order to suppress the rights movement, the Chinese Communist Party
stepped up the suppression of rights lawyer and activists and tightened up freedom of
speech and press; strictly forbade reporting of rights movement and criticism of the
CCP regime. The CCP also took strict precaution against any social organization not
in its control, including religious organizations. However, the rise of new media, such
as internet, has forced the CCP to invest more manpower and resource to enforce
control. Although the CCP declared that it will develop democratic institutions and
expand grassroots democracy, in reality, its efforts aimed at preventing people from
exercising their lawful political rights. The CCP carried out comprehensive control of
the people. In terms of personal safety and liberty; freedom of speech and thoughts;
freedom of the press; freedom of association and assembly; religious freedom; and
rights to political participation, there is deterioration in quality and quantity.
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Judicial Rights
Fort Fu-Te Liao*

I. Introduction
Judicial rights include the right to personal liberty and dignity, fair judicial trial,
and the proper implementation of laws. International human rights treaties offer
protection to these rights; national constitutions of many states also guarantee judicial
rights.
This article seeks to evaluate the situation of judicial rights in the People’s
Republic of China (PRC or China) between July 2005 and June 2006. It applies the
criteria established in international human rights law, particularly those enshrined in
the Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR)① and the International Covenant
on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR).② China signed the ICCPR on 5 October 1998,
but up till now the PRC has not ratified it. Nonetheless, Article 18 of the Convention
on the Law of Treaties obliges states on signing a treaty “to refrain from acts which
would defeat the object and purpose of a treaty,” this requires the PRC to protect
judicial rights so as not to violate the object and purpose of the ICCPR.
This article examines the situation of judicial rights in China on three issues:
personal liberty and dignity, fair judicial trials, and proper implementation of laws.

II. Personal liberty and dignity
Personal liberty and dignity are foundations of judicial rights; minimally it includes
prohibition of torture, abolition of slavery and forced labor and guarantee of personal
security.

* Fort Fu-Te Liao is associate research fellow of Institute of Law, Academia Sinica,
Taiwan.
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Prohibiting torture
Article 5 of the UDHR and Article 7 of the ICCPR, states that “No one shall be
subjected to torture or to cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment.”
Further, Article 7 of the ICCPR rules that “in particular, no one shall be subjected
without his free consent to medical or scientific experimentation.”
It is an international consensus that China has used torture extensively. For
example Amnesty International reports that torture and inhuman treatments persisted
in China’s state institutions in 2005. Commonly used methods included kicking,
beating, electric shock, sleep and food deprivation etc. Tens of thousands of people
have been detained or imprisoned in China; their basic human rights infringed and
are reported to be subject to torture and inhuman treatment.③ The U.S human rights
report said that Chinese police continually applied torture to suspects and prisoners
in 2005. Superior officers regarded torture to be normal and therefore did not take
measures to prevent it. Human Rights Watch also reported on the common use of
torture in Chinese criminal system, especially in Xingjian and Tibet.④ The UN
special rapporteur on torture, Professor Manfred Nowak, reported in November
2005 after his visit to China that torture was prevalent, particularly in regard to
religious groups like church groups, Falun Dafa, Tibet and Xingjian supporters.⑤
Although Chinese government rebutted that Nowak’s visit was limited to only three
urban areas and not all,⑥ it does not prove that torture was not practiced. In fact
Chinese government itself admitted that torture has been prevalent since early times.
According to Chinese Supreme Prosecution Office, 3,700 cases were found in a
movement to punish officers who used torture to get evidences.⑦ This showed that
torture was applied commonly.
Here are two examples of cases in which torture was employed:
1. Mr. Tsu Wen Ku, who was charged with murder and cheating, was hung in
the air for five hours. He was not allowed to sleep for five days and nights.
His fingers, toes and penis were tightened by live electric wires. Another
man involved in the same case, Lee Mou Shin, was covered by quilt, that
had electricity going through it.⑧
2. A member of Falun Dafa, Mr. Wang Chin Fu, was sent to a re-education
camp for merely twenty days, was tortured by tying his hands and feet with
handcuffs. He thereby could not walk at all.⑨
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China claimed that offices of prosecution will record all procedures used in
investigation so as to enhance law enforcement and implementation of constitutional
spirit of human rights protection. It wished to achieve goals like preventing police
from forcing suspects and excluding illegal evidence.⑩ Chinese government said that
such measures will include three stages. The first one started on 1 March 2006 and
the third will begin on 1 October 2007, thereafter all procedure of investigation of
suspects will be recorded.
However, Deputy Prosecutor General of Chinese Supreme Prosecution Office,
Chou Shu Chan, also emphasized that the method of recording could confirm
evidence and prevent suspects from revoking confession. He expressed that the
intention of recording was to prevent revoking confession and not to torture.
Moreover, since there were not sufficient legal and institutional reforms,⑪ it is
doubtful whether it will be possible to achieve the goal of preventing torture.

Prohibiting slavery, servitude and forced labor
Both Article 4 of the UDHR and Article 8 of ICCPR state that “No one shall be
held in slavery or servitude; slavery and the slave trade shall be prohibited in all
their forms.” Further Article 8 of the ICCPR stipulates that no one shall be held in
servitude and be required to perform forced or compulsory labor.
China’s system of reeducation through enslavement or forced labor takes
innocent people into custody for as long as four years for no crime and without
due process of law. No prosecution process is followed. The system of reeducation
through labor therefore seriously violates the ICCPR. No matter how China limits
its ambit, it deprives liberty through practice of torture and forced labor. Chinese
legal system says re-education through labor is a way of deprivation of liberty by
administrative means and not by judicial procedure regulated by criminal law. It is
therefore regarded as a “black hole of Chinese legal system;” it deprives personal
liberty and ruins the principle of preventing forced labor.⑫
States in the world have paid much attention to whether the system of
reeducation conforms to human rights standards. For instance, the US House of
Representatives passed a “Resolution on Condemning the System of Reeducation.”⑬
It considered that the system of reeducation was an enormous forced labor network;
it comprised of more than 1,000 prisons, camps and mental hospitals, and forced
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prisoners to work at factories, farms or mine fields. The two main purposes of this
system were to obtain cheap labor and impose political education. The system
had more than 15 million people working under harsh conditions such as working
at asbestos mines, engaging in poisonous chemical works without respirators, or
pouring chemical materials in nude.
Some examples of such cases are:
1. On 20 July 2005 the seventh team of Wan Chia reeducation camp, which
was a principal detaining place of members of Fulan Dafa, forced detainees
to join the Chinese Communist Party; those who refused were tortured.
Wan Chia reeducation camp is notorious for applying extreme mental and
physical torture. It is estimated that there were at least 23 persons who were
tortured to death in this camp and more than 100 people were seriously
damaged in this camp.⑭
2. On 31 March 2006 Wu Chin En was tortured to death within 48 hours at a
female reeducation camp in Beijing. However, the camp and court did not
review the case, but wished to “wash all the records” by paying ten thousand
Chinese dollars.⑮
A more grievous issue concerns the removal of human organs. In its “Resolution
on Condemning the System of Reeducation”⑯ the US House of Representatives
regarded that since 1984 China explicitly allowed removing organs of people
executed without consents from themselves or their relatives, which was quite
different from the principles held by the international community. On 10 March 2006
a Dutch media, APS, claimed that Su Chia Tuan reeducation camp in Shan Yuan
Province detained members of Fulan Dafa, murdered prisoners and sold their organs
for benefits.⑰ It was also claimed by a member of Fulan Dafa who was detained at
Cha Yuan Cou reeducation camp in Chan Chun City that more than 500 members of
Fulan Dafa were forced to draw blood to produce stem cells.⑱
The US House of Representatives appealed that the international community
commonly condemn the forced labor reeducation system applied by China as a
repression tool. The House requested the Chinese government to allow international
human rights organizations to monitor and freely visit all reeducation camps, and
called on the Committee on China in the US Congress to investigate the situation in
these camps so as to protect fundamental rights of Chinese citizens. The EU, when it
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held human rights dialogues with China, also expressed its concerns and worries on
the system of reeducation.⑲
It was reported that China was drafting a “Law of Correcting Illegal behaviors”
to replace the reeducation system, and to improve conditions. However, in almost
all cases decisions of reeducation did not follow legal procedure. The committee
that was given power to decide on these cases seldom held or did not even hold
meetings. The affected person did not have a right to express views; there was no
public debate and reasonable decision. Even the new law titled “Law of Correcting
Illegal behaviors” has many limitations and there are still elements that are contrary
to international human rights standards. The result of which is that the situation could
not be improved.⑳

Guarantee of Personal Security
Personal security is the third important issue. Article 3 of the UDHR and
Article 9 of the ICCPR rule that: everyone has the right to life, liberty and
security of person. Such right includes five important items: 1. limitation on liberty
only in accordance with law; 2. prompt information of any charges; 3. be brought
promptly before a judge; 4. entitled to have proceedings before a court; 5. right to
compensation.
According to the provisions of Chinese Criminal Procedure Law, the police may
detain suspects for fourteen days, and such detention can be extended to 37 days to
repeated offenders or those who commit crimes collectively. The prosecutor may
put defendants in custody for two months and such detention can be extended to as
long as seven months. Since the legal regulations were controlled by polices that did
not respect legal norms, a long term detention did not find any barrier. There was no
rule on whether the extension of detention should be heard by the prosecutor, and
in reality the prosecutor did not hear such cases. It was the power of the prosecutor
to decide whether to permit arrest before indictment, but the prosecutor did not hear
such cases either. It was required by Chinese law that families of arrested should be
informed within 24 hours, but this was rarely followed especially so in politically
sensitive cases. The laws also provided that families of arrested could apply for
meeting with or release of the arrested, but implementation was rare.㉑
Under such a legal system that did not provide sufficient protection to personal
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liberty, human rights violations are common. For example in the case of the
persecution of members of Fulan Dafa, China started its oppression since 1999 and
almost every state organ has joined in the process. The government has employed
varied methods to crush the movement like burnt books on Fulan Dafa and related
literature, reeducation camps, criminal penalty, torture, beating etc. It was calculated
that by 2006 there were at least 2,711 Fulan Dafa members who were forced to death,
in more than 30 provinces in China.㉒
China has also used administrative detention allowing long term detention
without prosecution and trial, such as re-education through labor, “detention
education” to prostitutes and whores, 3 to 6 months forced admonishment to drug
addicts and forced education to minors etc. A special non-judicial detention called
“Double Rule” is also exercised. In these cases superintending or monitoring
department of the Communist Party may investigate a suspect for corruption. The
“Administrative Supervision Law” and “the Communist Party of China discipline
rules” provide that the police have the right to send suspects to psychiatric hospitals
called “safe and comfortable hall.”
Another special measure is called “soft detention,” which is applied to political
criminals and their families, religious activists, people with political sensitivity or
“trouble makers.” They are usually placed under house arrest and stay in completely
isolated situations with guards on duty. A famous example is that of Chao Zue Yuan,
who has been under house arrest since the Tiananmen incident for more than 15
years now. However such arrest did not have a legal basis, and violated the right to
personal liberty guaranteed by international human rights norms.
Here are some examples of cases where detentions exceeded the time limit:
1. Before the six-state summit was held in Shanghai, Du Yang Min and three
other persons, who were to appeal, were arrested for more than 37 days.
However, their families did not receive any information concerning their
arrests.㉓
2. On July 28, 2005 Ma Shu Chin was arrested in Da Leang City Liau Lin
Province while on way to his office. His house was also searched. This was
his seventh detention and the fourth search of house and belongings.㉔
3. Lo Chin Su, a retired female worker from the Bureau of Mine in Caon Shu
Province, was illegally detained for more than seven months.㉕
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Due to the reasons that Chinese government sent out police and military to
suppress activists and lawyers who campaigned for rights, supporters of such
movements started a global hunger strike at 6:00PM on February 4, 2006.

III. Fair Trial
Fair trial is an important tenet of judicial rights, and includes at least five elements:
presumption of innocence, crime and punishment according to law and prevention
of double jeopardy, right to defense, equal and public trial, right to appeal and
compensation.

Presumption of innocence
According Article 16 of the ICCPR, “Everyone shall have the right to recognition
everywhere as a person before the law.” Article 14 of the Covenant also states that
“Everyone charged with a criminal offence shall have the right to be presumed
innocent until proved guilty according to law.”
In China there is no legal norm to protect presumption of innocence, neither
in practice nor in criminal procedure.㉖ A scholar who examined the principle of
presumption of innocence in China has pointed out that for a long period of time
Chinese system of criminal procedure and policy focused more on protection of
social security than protection of individual rights. This spirit of criminal procedure
did not have any checks on the judicial organs, and so the prosecution and defendant
did not have equal arms.㉗
Moreover, the so-called “endangering national security” is a vague legal term;
triggering litigations without clear legal definition did not protect rights guaranteed in
the UDHR. Even the reeducation system, which was not controlled by judicial power,
did not conform to the principle of presumption of innocence.

Crime and Punishment according to Law and Prevention of Double
Jeopardy
Article 15 of the ICCPR rules: “(1) No one shall be held guilty of any criminal
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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 when
the criminal offence was committed. If, subsequent to the commission of the offence,
provision is made by law for the imposition of the lighter penalty, the offender shall
benefit thereby. (2) Nothing in this article shall prejudice the trial and punishment of
any person for any act or omission which, at the time when it was committed, was
criminal according to the general principles of law recognized by the community of
nations. Also, Article 14 of the Covenant protects: “No one shall be liable to be tried
or punished again for an offence for which he has already been finally convicted or
acquitted in accordance with the law and penal procedure for each country.”
In China there is no idea of preventing double jeopardy. Political imprisonments
are extensive. A crime that is often used to imprison activists is “subverting
government,” but only few such cases were true. Reeducation system was still applied
in 2006 by Chinese government to limit personal liberty of political or religious
prisoners. This has been criticized by international human rights organizations.
Some religion advocators and members of the opposition Chinese Democratic
Party were also arrested. Because China prohibited Fulan Dafa, litigations against
them were even held outside courts.㉘ In 2006 China continued suppressing political
oppositions by arresting them in the name of national security and subverting
government. Many Chinese citizens were arrested and prosecuted due to broad and
vague laws of protecting national secret. Similar approaches were also employed to
Chinese citizens who discussed political issues in the Internet.
Some cases include:
1. Shu Wan Ping, who was a famous democratic and human rights defender,
was imprisoned for 12 years imprisonment by a court in the name of
“subverting national regime.”㉙
2. A 45-year man and journalist of “Bi-Jeau Daily,” Lee Yuan Long, was
arrested by Chinese national security agency because he posted essays in the
internet criticizing the Chinese Communist Party. He was charged with the
crime of “subverting national regime.” Although he was once discharged
because lack of evidence, he was recharged again.㉚
3. A young teacher, Zen Tue Uang, was sentenced to 10 years imprisonment
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by a local court for crime of “subverting national regime.” However, the real
reason was that he published a pamphlet entitled “the Road to Democracy,”
in which he discussed democratic developments in China and urged to
form a “Chinese Democratic Frontier.” He also claimed to have initiated a
revolution to turn over the Chinese Communist Party.㉛
4. Cheng Seng, a senior reporter of Strait Times in Singapore, was detained for
a long time and sentenced because of “crime of spy.”㉜
In 2006 China also detained people even in cases of peaceful exercise of the
rights of freedoms of expression and association. Persons in judicial branch however
assumed they were guilty.
Following are some examples:
1. Fong Bin Shan was sentenced to 3 years imprisonment by a local court for
the crime of “gathering a crowd to engage in disturbing social order.” In
fact he was arrested for protecting the rights of investors of oil fields in the
northern Shan Shi Province. He took part in pre-litigation dialogues twice
and was therefore defined as an organizer of a group.㉝
2. In a local city, officers took over farm lands for chemical factories and
disregarded the pollution caused by such factories. More than 3,000 farmers
protested against this measure and attacked police with bricks and stones.
Among them some people were sentenced to 15 or 18 months or even 5
years imprisonments for the crimes of “attacking police” and “disturbing
social order.”㉞
3. In December 2005, Huang Wea Tun, a representative of 667 farmers,
planned to appeal in Beijing to protect rights of farmers who lost their lands.
He was subsequently arrested, and sentenced to 3 years imprisonment for
the crime of “gathering a crowd to engage in disturbing social order.”㉟

Right to Defense
Article 14 of the ICCPR rules: “In the determination of any criminal charge against
an individual, everyone shall be entitled to the following minimum guarantees, in
full equality: (a) To be informed promptly and in detail in a language which s/he
understands of the nature and cause of the charge against him/her; (b) To have
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adequate time and facilities for the preparation of his/her defense and to communicate
with counsel of his/her own choosing; (c) To be tried without undue delay; (d)
To be tried in his/her presence, and to defend himself/herself in person or through
legal assistance of his/her own choosing; to be informed, if s/he does not have legal
assistance, of this right; and to have legal assistance assigned to him/her, in any case
where the interests of justice so require, and without payment by him/her in any such
case if s/he does not have sufficient means to pay for it; (e) To examine, or have
examined, the witnesses against him/her and to obtain the attendance and examination
of witnesses on his/her behalf under the same conditions as witnesses against him/
her; (f) To have the free assistance of an interpreter if he cannot understand or speak
the language used in court; (g) Not to be compelled to testify against himself/herself
or to confess guilt.” These are the important principles of the judicial right to defense.
In China defendants do not have sufficient right to defense when they are
charged by national agencies. It has been pointed out that in only one-fifth of the
trials, witnesses were present. In other cases oral witnesses were read, and defendants
and their lawyers did not have the opportunity to rebut such evidence. More so the
defendants and their lawyers did not have the full right to obtain all the information
concerned in order to prepare for the trial.㊱
According to Paragraph 2 Article 96 of the Chinese Criminal Procedure Law,
when lawyers meet with defendants the police or prosecutor may appoint someone
to be present depending on the “nature of cases and their necessity.” However, this
rule does not comply with Article 14 of the ICCPR. It is stipulated in Article 306 of
Chinese Criminal Code that lawyers or attorneys can be imposed as high as seven
years imprisonment if the lawyer or attorney destroys or forges evidence or seduces a
defendant to change confession. Article 38 of the Code also includes a crime named
“disturbing order of the court.” Such rules have been applied to threaten and create
obstacles, and put penalty on lawyers or attorneys who argue in favor of their clients.
There are many cases where lawyers suffered for having defended politically
sensitive cases. Here are some examples related to members of Fulan Dafa:
1. A famous human rights lawyer, Kao Gui Sheng’s office was forced to close
down three times because he defended the members of Fulan Dafa and
condemned China’s oppression of Fulan Dafa. When he defended a case that
was believed to be wrong he was permitted to read only one of the many
documents in this case.㊲
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2. On 17 October 2005 a lawyer, Liau Lu Ping, also a member of Fulan
Dafa, was arrested and sent to a “legal training center” for posting an
announcement by Fulan Dafa. Thereafter on 25 November 2005 he posted
an article titled “Stop forced ‘transformation’ to members of Fulan Dafa”
at a foreign website. After two weeks he was detained and then sent for 15
months reeducation.㊳
3. Chen Kung Cheng, a blind human rights lawyer, was arrested for his protest
against the Chinese government’s implementation of birth policy by force.
Further, during the investigation process his defense lawyer was obstructed
and intimidated by local agencies. The defense lawyer was attacked and hit
by some unidentified people in the presence of local police when he met
with Mr. Chen’s wife.㊴
4. A member of Fulan Dafa, Wang Le Ya, was arrested on 12 September
2005. But her lawyer was not allowed to meet her until after three months.
Thereafter the lawyer received a number of threat phone calls from judicial
agencies that tried to force the lawyer not to defend Ms. Wang or other
members of Fulan Dafa.㊵
Even other than Fulan Dafa cases, lawyers’ power of defending was also
restricted in China. Here are some examples:
1. In the case of Fong Chi Shan who was delivered a sentence of three years
imprisonment for the “crime of gathering a crowd to engage in disturbing
social order,” a local court did not inform Fong’s lawyer and families of the
date of the trial; they could not even be present. Fong’s son, incidentally
happened to be in the court and he was the only person from Fong’s side
present; the rest were all governmental officers.㊶
2. Yang Shau Ching’s trial, a reporter of the “Chinese Financial News” who
exposed corruption of local officers, was held on 10 May 2006. However,
before that date Yang’s lawyer could not see the indictment. The reason
offered by the court was that the judge of the case was out of town for
official business. The lawyer went directly to the court on 30 April, but the
lawyer could not see Yang.㊷
3. A famous democracy and human rights defender, Shu Wan Ping, was
sentenced to 12 years imprisonment because of the “crime of subverting
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national regime” on 23 December 2005, and was then detained. His wife
appointed Kao Gui Sheng as Shu’s lawyer. However Kao was denied for
the reason that “this case concerned national secret.” He was replaced
by another lawyer about whom Shu’s wife claimed was appointed by the
government.㊸
The human rights report of the US state department has also pointed out that
Chinese criminal procedure lacked right to access to defend. Government officers
influenced the criminal procedure. If a lawyer tended to protect a defendant too much
the lawyer’s license was revoked and sometimes even taken into custody. China’s
attempt to amend the “Lawyer Act” is even more harmful to lawyers’ right to defense
as it is concerned with subjecting lawyers to two levels of management- by judicial
administrative agencies and bar associations. This will offer more harms.㊹
China also did not protect procedural rights. Article 168 of PRC Criminal
Procedure Law rules that judgments shall be pronounced within one month, and
never go beyond one and half months, after courts receive cases. However in reality
many cases did not follow such rule. For example the first person who reported bird
flu, Chao Sung Chui, was detained for more than six months without a judgment.㊺

Fair and Public Trial
Article 14 of the ICCPR rules: “All persons shall be equal before the courts and
tribunals. In the determination of any criminal charge against him, or of his rights and
obligations in a suit at law, everyone shall be entitled to a fair and public hearing by a
competent, independent and impartial tribunal established by law.”
In the absence of an independent judiciary, right to fair trial is denied in
China. In China there still exists a system called criminal judgment monitoring in
which the prosecutor has a right to monitor whether the court’s criminal judgments
and decisions are legal or proper. Therefore Chinese judicial system itself is a
major source of violation of human rights. According to Article 5 of the “Law of
Organization of the Chinese People’s Prosecution Office” and Articles 181 and 205
of the “Criminal Procedure Law,” in criminal procedure the prosecutor is not only
takes the indictment but also monitors the procedure. It is the power of the prosecutor
to counter appeal against judgments of the court, and whenever the prosecutor brings
an appeal the court has to reconsider a case. Such a system puts the court under the

©

2006年 / 臺灣民主基金會

Judicial Rights 87

prosecutor and does not conform to international standards, which rules that the
prosecutor only brings a case to and the court that has the right to deliver the final
judgment.
Moreover, in China some laws are vaguely formulated and that has given the
prosecutor and the court plenty of opportunity to use law for political purposes.
The court is not independent and politicians intervene in judgments for the interests
of their relatives. Chinese government, both central and local, and the Chinese
Communist Party control judgments and sentences especially in politically sensitive
cases. Judges deliver judgment under the instruction of a “Committee of Judgment”
of every court. The Legal and Political Committee of the Chinese Communist Party
is composed of the police, national security officers, prosecutors and judges. The
committee reviews functions of courts of all levels, and even amends judgments. The
People’s Congress also has the power to change the contents of judgments. Judges
are elected and budgets of courts are passed by the People’s Congress; this implies
that the Congress controls the court.
It is a rule in Chinese laws to have open trial as a principle except for the
protection of national secret, privacy and minors. Cases that concern national secret
are regarded as highly political sensitive and are not open to the public, not even
to defendants’ families. Foreigners can attend the court only when the government
permits. On the other hand, some cases are even broadcasted through radio, television
and Internet.㊻
Examples of some cases that failed to comply with standards of open trial are
listed:
1. Thirteen protesters in a land dispute were sentenced to 7 years imprisonment
for committing the crime of illegal rally and disturbing social order.
However, no open trials were held for them.
2. A 69-year woman, Wang Zou Uur, was arrested and detained for more than
7 months. She was transferred to another detention place on 9 December
2005, and then a secret trial was held on 16 February 2006 that her families
and others did not even know.㊼
3. Shu Wan Ping, a famous democratic and human rights defender, was
imposed 12 years imprisonment by a court in the name of “subverting
national regime.” However, his wife did not even know when the date
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of judgment was, and it took her some efforts to obtain the judgment.
Even before the judgment she could not get indictment or other related
documents.㊽

Right to Appeal and Compensation
Article 14 of the ICCPR states that “Everyone convicted of a crime shall have
the right to his/her conviction and sentence will be reviewed by a higher tribunal
according to law. When a person’s final decision of conviction is reversed or s/he
has been pardoned on the ground of a new or newly discovered fact that shows
conclusively that there has been a miscarriage of justice, the person who has suffered
punishment as a result of such conviction shall be compensated according to law,
unless it is proved that the non-disclosure of the unknown fact in time is wholly or
partly attributable to him.”
Although there is an appeal system in China, few appeals can overturn original
judgments. Since the judicial system did not function well, there were many wrong
judgments. Between January and November 2005 there were 488,759 appeal cases,
but more than 80% of them were unchanged.
In China judicial complain refers to a litigant’s, who believes that there is
mistake in a judgment, decision or mediation is confirmed, request to the court that
renders such a judgment, decision or mediation or to a higher court to reconsider.
During the period of complain the judgment, decision or mediation is enforceable. If
the complain is reasonable, the president of the court may refer it to the committee of
trial for reconsideration. However in reality it has been very difficult for a complaint
or retrial to be successful. Recently, the Supreme Court of China in 2006 introduced
a reform proposal to reform trial monitoring system of civil and administrative
litigations so as to solve the difficulties with regard to complain and retrial. ㊾
However it is observed that the Chinese systems of complain and retrial did not work
well.

IV. Proper implementation of laws
The ICCPR has emphasized that proper implementation of laws shall includes
two fields, one relates to death penalty and the other concerns respect of dignity of
criminals.
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Death Penalty
In the field of death penalty Article 6 of the ICCPR rules: “(1) Every human being
has the inherent right to life. This right shall be protected by law. No one shall be
arbitrarily deprived of his life. (2) In countries which have not abolished the death
penalty, sentence of death may be imposed only for the most serious crimes in
accordance with the law in force at the time of the commission of the crime and
not contrary to the provisions of the present Covenant and to the Convention on
the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide. This penalty can only be
carried out pursuant to a final judgment rendered by a competent court. (3) When
deprivation of life constitutes the crime of genocide, it is understood that nothing
in this article shall authorize any State Party to the present Covenant to derogate in
any way from any obligation assumed under the provisions of the Convention on the
Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide. (4) Anyone sentenced to death
shall have the right to seek pardon or commutation of the sentence. Amnesty, pardon
or commutation of the sentence of death may be granted in all cases. (5) Sentence of
death shall not be imposed for crimes committed by persons below eighteen years of
age and shall not be carried out on pregnant women. (6) Nothing in this article shall
be invoked to delay or to prevent the abolition of capital punishment by any State
Party to the present Covenant.”
According to Amnesty International, in 2005, 5,186 people were executed
overall in 53 states. Among these states China, Iran and Saudi Arabia were the
top three. China executed 1,770 people occupying 80% in the world, and had the
maximum number of executions. It was established that at least 3,900 people were
given death sentence in 2005.㊿
China however has continued to maintain the number of execution in secret
because of reasons of national security. About 10% of executions were due to
economic crimes. One example is the sealing of Chang Chu Shin’s property for
secretly forming criminal syndicate by the police of Hea Lung Chan Province.
However the case was essentially introduced by commercial conflicts. Mr. Chang
was imposed death penalty and executed.
Due to insufficient protection of the right to life the Chinese Supreme Court
did not have the right to review cases where death penalty was imposed. It was
however in September 2005 that the Supreme Court prepared to regain its power
of review, and promised to increase three criminal chambers and some judges. Its
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reform proposal included procedure of appeal and permission. It was estimated that
executions will be reduced by 30%. However, the number of execution in China is
still kept secret so it is very difficult to review the change in number of executions.

Dignity of criminals
Article 10 of the ICCPR emphasizes that all persons deprived of their liberty shall be
treated with humanity and with respect for the inherent dignity of the human person.
The penitentiary system shall comprise treatment of prisoners, the essential aim of
which shall be reformation and social rehabilitation.
There were more than 700 prisons and 15 million prisoners in China. The
conditions of detainees and prisoners, no matter political or economic ones, did not
comply with international standards. A grievous problem was that there was heavy
burden on prison capacity and this affected the standards of prison like shortage of
food, deterioration in food quality etc. Some relatives and families had to provide
prisoners additional food and drugs. Political prisoners were often beaten by officers.
Another problem was lack of sufficient and timely medical care. It has been pointed
out in the US human rights report by families and international organizations that
political prisoners did not have access to proper medical care. Some prisoners
protested through hunger strikes. An example was that Bai Si Chun who was a
member of Fulan Dafa was on the verge of death. But no families were allowed to
see him and he could not get medical parole.
A second criticism on management of prisons in China was that dissenters,
particularly members of Fulan Dafa, were treated in ways similar to those in
psychiatry hospitals. For example an associate professor, Ms Wu Sha Hwa who
maintained her belief in Fulan Dafa, was detained in a psychiatry hospital and was
forced injections and drugs, electric shocks etc.
A third issue is removal of organs for donation from death penalty prisoners.
In China legal regulations on organ transplant are lacking; also there is no official
statistics on organ donation from death penalty prisoners. Although Chinese Ministry
of Heath argued that all such donations of organs had consents from prisoners,
there was a doubt whether these were true consents. It was in 1984 that China
announced a “Temporary Regulation on Using Death Penalty Prisoners’ Bodies
and Organs” which ruled that organs could be used provided that prisoners or their
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families voluntarily consented. According to statistics of Chinese Ministry of health,
between 1993 and 2005 there were 59,540, 6,125 and 248 kidney, liver and heart
transplantations respectively. However, the figure increased every year, and in
2004 there were 2,700 liver transplantations and 6,000 kidney transplantations. The
Ministry of Health drew up the “Temporary Regulation on Clinical Application of
Transplantation Techniques,” which came into force on 1 July 2006. However it was
an administrative regulation and not law; concerns of violation of human rights still
exist.

V. Conclusions
Broadly speaking judicial rights include right to personal liberty and dignity,
fair judicial trials, and the proper implementation of laws. Such rights have been
consensually included in constitutions and international human rights instruments.
China signed the ICCPR, but has not yet ratified. According to Article 18 of the
Convention on the Law of Treaties protection of judicial rights in China is obliged
to abide by the object and purpose of the ICCPR. Many states and international
organizations have urged China to ratify the ICCPR; UN High Commissioner for
Human Rights did so as well when she visited China on 29 August 2005. It is seen
that the international community distrusts China with regard to protections to civil
and political rights including judicial rights. It is a cause of concern that China has
still not ratified the ICCPR.
It can be concluded from above analyses that protection of judicial rights in
China during 2005 and 2006 was bad and did not conform to international human
rights standards. There were many torture, forced labor, arbitrarily arrest and
administrative detention cases. It did not provide effective and comprehensive system
of judicial defense by lawyers. Chinese judicial system itself is far from independent.
The prosecutor and judge could not exercise their power independently and so that
did not conform to the requirements of fair trial particularly in politically sensitive
cases. The rate of effectuation of appeal and compensation was quite low so that
resulted in many wrongful judgments. Executions were extensively applied in China.
Prison management was not adequate; and health and psychiatry care system were
far from adequate. There is a serious problem concerning donations of organs from
death penalty prisoners. Therefore a conclusion that could be reached that in all
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stages investigation, prosecution and trial protection of judicial rights in China did
not conform to international human rights standards.
The European Union, in its human rights dialogues with China, has suggested
that China should stop executions; reform reeducation and judicial systems; prohibit
torture; and withhold judicial independence and fair trial. The Freedom House
evaluated political rights in China as 7 on 1 to 7 scale; meaning China was one of
the least free states. Its report has pointed out that problems of judicial rights in
China included secret trial, lack of procedural guarantees, reeducation system and
death penalty. Professor Jerome Cohen is of the view that Chinese government was
in a crossroad or even in crisis because the system was not functionally effective.
There are many laws concerning judicial rights that needs amendment to comply
with international human rights standards. It concerns not only China’s international
reputation but more importantly also Chinese people’s rights. Thus judicial reform in
China has become an international concern.
China has proposed some judicial reforms in order to comply with standards in
the ICCPR. China has expressed that its “Criminal Procedure Law” will be amended
to correspond with the ICCPR. However, in reality, because it’s judicial system is
not sensitive to human rights protection, it is difficult to believe that the reforms
will bring any constructive change and ensure conformity with international human
rights standards. China has been elected as a member of the newly established UN
Human Rights Council. China should amend its domestic laws and ratify the ICCPR
as quickly as possible so as to conform to international human rights standards and to
guarantee judicial rights.
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Economic Rights
Jiann-fa Yan*

Economic and environmental degradation may affect a whole range of basic rights.
More and more activists take environmental protection as a public interest and
fundamental right. The birth of environmentalism signals the arrival of global
environmentalism in China. In contrast to the rise of its economic power, China
has changed little with regard to the vital problems in its economic rights and
environmental rights. As some potentially negative factors are emerging, China
will encounter more difficulties and challenges ahead. Despite the fact that China’s
rapid economic development over the past 25 years has become the envy of other
developing nations, the negative aspects of China’s development, such as government
corruption, increasing polarization of wealth, and environmental degradation, are
not so encouraging. The Chinese economy remains dominated by resource-hungry
and inefficient polluters. China is in the midst of an environmental crisis that
continues to worsen. Now, China is at a crossroads: China needs sustainable growth
but has not prepared itself to march forth into political reform. On the contrary, the
Chinese government seems to know that rapid development and modernization are
generating enormous inequality and social tension and hence continues to use all
kinds of measures to keep people from knowing too much or from organizing. The
PRC government tends to apply a carrot-and-stick approach, or a combination of
appeasement and scare tactics, to control restive social groups. An energetic and
ambitious but uncertain China will present thorny challenges not only for itself, but
also for the world.

* Jiann-fa Yan is associate professor in the Department of Business Administration,
Ching Yun University, and he also is chairman of the Research and Planning
Committee, Ministry of Foreign Affairs.
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I. The Significance of Economic and Environmental Rights
Theoretically speaking, economic rights are defined as the rights to be enjoyed by
free individuals who can live and pursue their own interests in a responsible manner,
whereas environmental rights are defined as the rights of nature itself. Environmental
rights are meant to promote the cause of environmental justice. There is a close
linkage between the protection of human rights and the protection of economic rights,
as well as environmental rights; and economic and environmental degradation may
affect a whole range of basic rights.
A free-market approach does not necessarily contradict human rights, nor does
it entail an attitude of indifference towards human rights abuses. The East Asian
experience in economic development has shown that democracy helps upgrade
industrial structures and the economy as a whole. In addition, a recent OECD study
suggests that the relationship between democracy and the security and enforcement
of property rights positively impacts growth.①
Similarly, the relationship between environmental protection, economic
development, and human rights is also of great concern in advanced countries. More
and more activists take environmental protection as a public interest and fundamental
right.
Theoretically, a core principle of the human rights regime is the indivisibility
of civil, cultural, economic, political, and social rights. In China, since the
government prohibits the formation of independent trade unions and restricts political
participation, the ability of workers to negotiate the terms and conditions of their
employment with employers is limited, while the ability of workers, as well as some
other environmental organizations, to pressure the Chinese government to take the
necessary steps to promote economic rights and environmental protection is also
constrained.② Environmental rights can be understood as rights to an environment
that is healthy and safe. Environmental problems pose serious threats to fundamental
human interests, values, or norms; that governments may appropriately be burdened
with the responsibility of protecting people against these threats. The pervasive
problem of corruption in China has a profound and negative effect on the economic
well being of workers, sustainable economic development, and environmental
protection. Combating corruption that impacts economic rights and environmental
rights is an obligation of the government.③
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Above all, environmentalism hit China in the 1990s. The birth of environmentalism signals the arrival of global environmentalism in China.④ In contrast to its
rise in economic power, China has changed little in the vital problems in its economic
rights and environmental rights. As some potentially negative factors are emerging,
China will encounter more difficulties and challenges ahead.

II. Potentially Negative Factors Undermining China’s
Economic Rights
China is a rising regional economic power that has the potential to achieve a higher
status and plays an important role in the division of labor in the international
economy. However, some potentially negative factors have brought about big
challenges and difficulties as follow:

The Aging Problem
The 2000 demographic census statistics showed that people aged 60 and older
already accounted for 10 percent of the general population and those aged 65 and
above made up seven percent of the populace.⑤ By the middle of this century, one
in eight Chinese people are likely to be aged 70 and over. China has crossed the
threshold of an aging society, according to the United Nations’ criteria. The rapid
aging of the population poses great economic, social, and public health challenges for
China. The Chinese government’s “one child” policy has also raised more concerns
about aging problems. China, especially rural China, has relied on families to care
for the elderly. Elderly people normally prefer to be cared for in their own homes
by their own families, and family members have a moral and social responsibility to
look after their elderly parents and kin. More than three quarters of all care for senior
citizens in China is currently provided by families.
As a result of the changes in the population structure and family size, along with
the continuing economic transition towards a market-based economy, family care
for elderly people becomes increasingly problematic.⑥ China is, without a doubt,
facing rising problems in financing and delivering adequate social welfare benefits,
and in particular retirement pensions, medical care, and care for the elderly, to its
population, which is simultaneously growing larger and older. The aging problem is
thorny and challenging.
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Unemployment
Employment is a matter of great importance that concerns social stability and
sustainable economic and social development. Premier Wen Jiabao announced
in his government work report in March 2006 that China will keep its registered
unemployment rate under 4.6 percent. Wen also pledged to put more laid-off
workers from state-owned enterprises (SOEs) under the umbrella of the country’s
unemployment insurance system. Mo Rong, professor and deputy director of the
ministry’s Institute for Labor Studies, said the actual unemployment rate might be as
high as 7 or 8 percent if those who have not been officially laid off and registered are
taken into account.
Those who will seek jobs in 2006 include 2.7 million graduates from secondary
vocational schools, 2.1 million graduates from junior high schools and high schools,
700,000 ex-servicemen, 2.6 million former rural residents who now have permanent,
registered, urban residences, 1 million laid-off workers from SOEs, and 8.4 million
registered unemployed people. The pressure of employment, especially for the youth,
is unlikely to decrease in the coming five years.⑦ At the same time, protests are on
the rise at China’s private universities. The problem became all the more acute amid
high rates of graduate unemployment in China, where a diploma from a prestigious
university would help graduates fight off tough competition.
Nevertheless, the real problem for Chinese leadership is that the situation of the
rural poor has gotten worse. Many farmers have lost their means of livelihood. The
rapid growth of the cities has resulted in the seizing of rural land for development
with little or no compensation, making the problem of unemployment dangerous.
In order to prevent the rural areas from becoming sources of social turmoil, the
Chinese congress approved a 15% increase in the money earmarked for agricultural
development, rural services, and the like. The amount to be spent has now risen
to RMB 340 billion (US$42 billion), 8.9% of the entire budget. However, China’s
vast size makes this increase trivial. Some 800 million people still live in the
countryside.⑧

Overdevelopment of Heavy Industry
China is a country with special characteristics: ample human resources, scarce natural
resources, a shortage of capital resources, and a fragile environment. First, since
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the one-sided emphasis on the development of heavy industry will cause a critical
shortage of coal, electricity, fuel, shipping and other scarce resources, China’s push to
grow the economy will accelerate its increasing reliance on imported fuel. It will also
be a threat to China’s economic security. As a matter of fact, China has become the
world’s second largest consumer and importer of fuel, after the United States. China’s
aggressive expansionism in procuring energy resources has aroused grave concerns
among international society. Second, overdevelopment of heavy industry has
accelerated the damage to already fragile ecosystems. It accelerates the deterioration
of the environment. This is threatening China’s basic manufacturing conditions and
living environment, which will cause severe harm to China’s industrial development
over time. Third, heavy industry is resource- and capital-intensive, with very low
employment capacity. It will not help solve China’s unemployment problem.⑨

Disparities between the Rich and the Poor
The polarization of wealth between the rural and urban and interior and coastal areas
continues. The widening income gap among Chinese farmers and urban residents is
the root cause of disharmony. It shows the hidden potential for social crises in China.
The ratio of annual disposable income between Chinese farmers and urban residents
was 1:2.57 in 1985. The gap widened to 1:3.23 in 2004. The income of best-paying
professions was 2.62 times that for the lowest-paying professions in 2000, but that
ratio rose to 3.98 in 2003 and 4.25 times in 2004 respectively. China’s richest 10
percent had disposable incomes 11.8 times greater than those of the poorest 10
percent. Disposable income is defined as salary minus government levies and taxes.
China’s wealthiest 10 percent held 45 percent of the country’s wealth, while the
poorest 10 percent held just 1.4 percent by the end of the first quarter of 2005. The
per-capita income of China’s top five regions, namely the municipalities of Shanghai
and Beijing and the provinces of Zhejiang, Guangdong, and Fujian, averaged RMB
7,453 in the first half of this year, twice the per capita income of the five poorest
provinces and autonomous regions. The wealth gap is most serious in rural China,
where average farmers earn 3.39 times as much as those listed as the lowest earners.
That ratio was just 2.45 in 1992. The government said earlier this year that income
gaps were expected to continue to widen over the next decade. About 26.1 million
Chinese people are still in abject poverty in rural areas, and 22 million urban residents
live on a minimum living allowance, Comparatively, senior citizens in rural areas
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have become the most disadvantaged group. A survey jointly conducted by China’s
Youth Daily and SINA reports that 98.3 percent of the correspondents feel the gaps
and 84.6 percent feel they are unacceptable.⑩
Disparities have also appeared in the ethnic minorities. Some 70 ethnic Tibetans
staged protests this week outside government offices in the Qinghai provincial capital,
Xining, in western China, accusing authorities of favoritism and discrimination in
filling the few jobs available. The Tibetan college students have accused authorities
of discrimination and nepotism in hiring, and they say that most local officials are
Salars or Han Chinese.⑪ There is very little employment available for a young
woman with no marketable skills, and prostitution has become a huge business,
employing thousands in Tibet. The influx has changed Tibet’s urban environment
beyond recognition. The majority of prostitutes are women arriving from other
parts of China, but ethnic Tibetans also account for a growing proportion. ⑫
Chinese authorities in the northwestern region of Xinjiang are relocating hundreds of
ethnic minority farming families along the dwindling Tarim River, and the families
blame major Han Chinese farming and industrial complexes for depleting upstream
waters.⑬

III. The Victims of the Weak
The Struggle of the Weak against the Powerful
It is commonly understood that Chinese leaders prioritize stability and social order
over human rights. The government also tightly controls the publishing industry, thus
seriously constraining the freedom of intellectual enterprises or jobs. The Chinese
Communist Party controls all resources of political power, including the judiciary,
and the government controls the citizens’ political views. The law requires all civic
organizations to register with and get approval from the CCP government. For these
organizations, the CCP government is a diabolical entity.
In December 2005, as many as 30 villagers who lived just a few miles from
Dongzhou were killed, and many others were missing. It was the first bloody
incidence of official oppression against the protests in China since the killings at
Tiananmen Square in Beijing in 1989. The protest erupted over plans for a windpower plant that used village lands and required significant landfill in a bay where the
people have made a living by fishing for generations. The protests were against an
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unjust appropriation of village lands by the local government. The wind-power plant
is a joint venture between an SOE and a Danish company.
The bay where the wind-power plant is located has been a fishing area for the
villagers for generations.⑭ The villagers were blamed for the unrest, and seven were
given long sentences after being convicted of disturbing public order and of using
explosives to attack the police. Since the journalists, lawyers, human rights workers
and other independent observers have been kept away from Dongzhou, a definitive
death toll may never be established. The police promptly paid visits to those who
made phone calls outside the village, warning them of trouble if they spoke about
the December shootings. In the telephone conversations and interviews, the villagers
said their telephones were tapped and entries and exits from their village tightly
controlled. They repeated that they were scared to death.⑮ In face of the alliance
between the government and business groups, without judicial protection and
freedom of the press, peasants looked fragile and hopeless in protecting their own
economic rights.

The Strict Control over Free Information
In the era of information industries, the accessibility of information is also regarded
as a sort of economic right. Many people, journalists for instance, make their livings
on information processing, so the free access of information or free reporting of
information is very crucial for their jobs and livelihood. Similarly, the internet
companies live on the provision of information. They need more freedom to spread
information. Obviously, companies, especially foreign companies like Yahoo,
Microsoft, and Google, who are trying to maximize their economic interests in China,
know that it is so necessary to provide Chinese internet users with greater access
to information in order to promote the development of the internet. Nevertheless,
for their survival in China, they were forced to act against Chinese e-mail users,
for example journalist Shi Tao and writer Li Zhi, who were charged with revealing
information about Beijing’s media control and for online essays critical of officials.
Under the oppression of the Chinese government, economic rights are distorted
and manipulated. The economic interests of the journalists and writers, the weakest
actors in economic pursuits, are sacrificed at the expense of the censorship of another
economic actor, the Chinese officials. Hence, the public criticized that “While
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companies are under continuous pressure from shareholders to maximize their profits
and can be expected to have a presence in lucrative markets, this does not absolve
them from their human rights responsibilities.”⑯ Although the three companies were
accused by Amnesty International for overlooking human rights, Yahoo, Microsoft,
and Google have argued that they must abide by Beijing’s laws and policies in
order to operate in the country. One of the three companies, Yahoo, said it had no
choice but to cooperate with authorities. Human rights organizations criticized that
all three companies have in different ways facilitated or participated in the practice
of government censorship in China. The government offers economic incentives in
exchange for political concessions from businesses, and vice versa. The users of free
information, like journalists, end up suffering. In a sense, internet companies are also
the oppressed.
In China, the weight of the central government is great beyond comparison. The
Chinese government has tightened its grip on foreign TV channels. In an effort to
“safeguard national cultural safety,” the government has also tightened control over
the 31 foreign television satellite broadcasters that hold licenses to operate in China.
Mr. Ching Cheong, correspondent for Singapore’s The Straits Times newspaper, was
accused of spying for Taiwan. Ching’s detention in April sparked fears that Beijing
was tightening its noose on media freedom in Hong Kong. As a matter of fact, China
has released a new set of regulations banning foreign companies from operating in
the media and publishing industries, tightening existing restrictions still further in a
new and tougher policy initiative. Beijing appeared to be taking a step backward from
the spirit of its commitments to the World Trade Organization (WTO). Nevertheless,
China’s news portals will continue to test the limits of official tolerance. A study
conducted by the Chinese Academy of Social Sciences indicates that over 20 percent
of people surveyed in five cities in 2005 said the internet had increased their contacts
with others to share political views, and nearly 63 percent agreed that the internet
gave them greater opportunities to criticize the government.⑰

Female Workers in a Disadvantageous Situation
Women are an important part of China’s labor-intensive industries. The number
of working women in both urban and rural areas increased from 288 million in
1990 to 330 million in 2000, making up about 46 percent of the total labor force in
employment and producing about 38 percent of China’s total GDP. Most rural and
ethnic women live in areas where the conditions are harsh and the infrastructure poor.
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The Chinese government has done little to protect the statutory rights of women.
Labor laws have not been put into practice, and therefore the rights of female workers
are not well protected. Research indicates that the process of modernization does not
enhance women’s status; on the contrary, women’s roles and rights have diminished
in many ways. In many factories, the working conditions and environment are
harmful to women, particularly migrant female workers.
At the same time, sexual harassment is also an issue for debate. In one recent
opinion poll, 40 percent of women in private and foreign-owned businesses claimed
to have suffered sexual harassment. Another found that 70 percent of women working
in the service industry had had similar experiences. A nationwide survey showed
that 79 percent of female respondents had suffered harassment. On August 28, a
committee of China’s congress amended the Law on the Protection of the Rights
and Interests of Women. It is the first time that China made the sexual harassment of
women unlawful and stipulated that equality between men and women is a basic state
policy. However, “sexual harassment” itself is left undefined. Such vagueness leaves
the law open to the criticism that it is merely for show.⑱

IV. Protests as a Way to Strive for Economic Rights
The measure of income equality, the Gini coefficient, has reached 0.45 in China. This
means that inequality has reached a level higher than most other countries. This stark
income disparity poses major social and economic threats. The Ministry of Labor
and Social Security warned last year that the nation may witness social turmoil after
2010 unless effective measures are taken to tackle the growing gap between the rich
and the poor.⑲ Protests in China are becoming increasingly common, despite the
Communist leaders’ obsession with maintaining stability, triggered by factors from
pollution and corruption to a growing income gap between the rich and the poor.
Some clashes between protesters and the police shows that this tension is on the brink
of confrontation.
First, on July 22, 2005, villagers near the northern Chinese city of Tongliao
were still occupying land in the path of an expressway project following violent
clashes between farmers and police. At least a dozen people were injured. China’s
central government had set the compensation rate as high as RMB 20,000 per acre in
some cases, but much of that sum was deducted by local officials before it reached
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the farmers. Three or four villagers had been injured in the July 22 confrontation, in
which villagers had clashed violently with police. In a number of cases, villagers have
expressed anger over official corruption and cronyism, and local governments may
hire local thugs to remove people from their homes and land by force. In addition, on
October 15, 2005, Chinese police killed two at a labor protest. Two people died and
24 were injured when police quelled a demonstration against the Chongqing Steel
Plant in southwestern China.
Second, killings in Dongzhou township in Guangdong province shocked
international society. On October 25, 2005, residents of Dongzhou village, near
Shanwei city in the eastern part of the province, rejected government proposals to
pay them RMB 600,000 (US$74,000) a year in compensation for land appropriated
for a power plant. The Guangdong power project was stalled amid the land dispute.
On December 6, 2005, armed police opened fire on thousands of angry villagers
protesting the compensation for land used to build a local power station. Three
people have been officially confirmed dead by the authorities, but many more are still
missing. Villagers say that more than a dozen were killed by riot police firing live
ammunition. Afterwards, the Chinese government jailed 13 Shanwei villagers. They
were sentenced to between three and seven years’ imprisonment by a local court
for “illegally manufacturing explosives,” “disturbing public order,” and “illegally
assembling to disrupt transport services.”
Third, in Panlong, Guangdong Province, as many as 60 people were wounded,
and at least one person, a 13-year-old girl, was killed by security forces. The police
denied any responsibility, saying the girl died of a heart attack. The clash in Panlong
was the second time in just over a month in which large numbers of Chinese
security forces, including paramilitary troops, were deployed to put down a local
demonstration.
Fourth, On February 16, 2006, central government authorities in Beijing ordered
a speedy crackdown on residents of Liannan county in the southern province of
Guangdong after demonstrations and shootings that left one police officer and three
villagers dead. In addition, hundreds of residents of Bomei village near the port city
of Shantou in eastern Guangdong clashed with police. A woman was killed and an
unknown number of people injured in the southern Chinese province of Guangdong
following a dispute over government plans to tear down a pair of sluice gates. The
gate controls irrigation water for local farmers.
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V. The Deteriorating Environment
Theoretically speaking, the one-sided emphasis on the development of heavy industry
to drive the growth of the whole economy will cause other negative results: (1) It will
cause a critical shortage of coal, electricity, fuel, shipping and other scarce resources;
(2) it accelerates the deterioration of the environment; (3) it tends to undermine
efforts at technological innovation and the upgrading of products; (4) it increases the
difficulty of solving the unemployment problem; and (5) overinvestment in heavy
industry increases the risk of a financial crisis.
The Chinese economy has made remarkable progress in the past decades, but
China has been notorious for her efforts in environmental protection. China’s key
industries, such as mining, textiles, paper, iron and steel, chemicals, petrochemicals,
and building materials, consume large amounts of energy as well as create a great
deal of pollution. The Chinese economy remains dominated by resource-hungry and
inefficient polluters. China is in the midst of an environmental crisis that continues
to worsen. China’s State Environmental Protection Agency admitted that water, land
and soil pollution are serious. Harmful substances accumulate in the soil, which
are then absorbed by crops that are consumed by the people. Currently, 10 million
hectares of arable land in China are polluted. More than 2 million hectares of soil
are irrigated with wastewater, while 130,000 hectares of land are used to store waste
materials. One third of the country’s urbanites breathe seriously polluted air.⑳
The pollution represents a broad spectrum of afflictions, including toxic substance
contamination, wetland and agricultural land losses, and drinking water pollution.
The number of deaths in China caused by air and water pollution are a stunning two
million per year.㉑ One quarter of the Chinese people drink substandard water.㉒ The
environmental rights of disadvantaged groups are being seriously encroached upon
and deprived.
China has very scarce energy resources. It can achieve some profits on paper by
vigorously developing its energy-demanding industries, and it can even become the
largest exporter of coal and electrolytic aluminum by depressing the value of labor,
water, land and capital. This kind of path to growth has consumed huge amounts of
resources and exacerbated environmental pollution, and we gained a reputation for
“dumping.” China did not receive the majority of the profits. If China concentrates
on heavy industries that cost a lot of resources and capital, and hopes that their rapid
development will achieve high-speed economic growth, it will only decrease overall
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economic efficiency, which will destroy the foundation for consistent and relatively
fast growth. For a developing country like China, capital is very precious, and scarce
resources must be treasured. Nevertheless, in the recent wave of investment in urban
infrastructure and heavy industry, not only enterprises, but also government offices at
every level, have used loans from commercial banks to finance their spending.
In coping with the deteriorating environment, although the government pledged
to mobilize all resources available to solve the pollution problems that are causing
serious harm to people’s health, there is currently no legislation concerning soil
pollution, nor is there a standard system for assessment. It was estimated that while
China’s GDP has risen at an annual rate of 8 to 12 percent since China embarked
on opening and reform in the late 1970s, the cost of environmental damage stands
at 8 to 13 percent of GDP growth every year. In the spring of 2006, the State
Environmental Protection Administration produced the country’s first official
estimate of GDP adjusted downward for environmental losses. According to these
calculations, it would cost US$84 billion to clean up the pollution produced in
2004, or 3 percent of GDP for that year. More realistic estimates put environmental
damage at 8 13 percent of China’s GDP growth each year, which means that China
has lost almost everything it has gained since the late 1970’s, due to pollution.㉓
Many provinces have failed to meet the major environmental protection targets
of the tenth Five-Year Plan (2001-2005), although they exceeded the plan’s GDP
targets ahead of schedule.㉔
It is true that in just 30 years China has made economic advances that
took Western countries a century to accomplish, but it is equally true that the
environmental problems suffered by Western countries over those 100 years have
developed in China within just three decades. It is estimated that China’s pollution
problems cost the country more than US$200 billion a year. The State Environmental
Protection Agency has claimed that environmental protection cannot just rely on
the government. The Agency has now found a way to have better legal protection
for grass-roots groups so they can help clean up the environment, even though they
acknowledged that the importance of private environmental groups in China had
lagged behind those in other countries. The existence and interests of the private
environmental groups require more legislative protection. It’s the job of the State
Environmental Protection Agency to secure them in China. The Agency consists of
some half a million environmental officials. Nevertheless, the deputy chief of the
Agency, Zhu Guangyao, was very pessimistic about China’s environmental outlook.
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He described China’s environmental situation as “worsening and grave.”㉕
It is no wonder that a high degree of industrialization exposes workers to a
dangerous environment. The research shows that mining, construction, agriculture,
forestry, fishing, and agriculture are the most dangerous and hazardous sectors in
China, and they are all growing sectors. In December, 2005, a mine disaster in the
northern province of Hebei killed at least 91 people, the latest in a string of accidents
in the industry. Another explosion in the Heilongjiang province in November 2005
killed 171 miners. China’s mines are the world’s deadliest, with around 6,000 miners
having died in accidents in 2005, according to government statistics. Labor rights
groups say the actual figure could be as high as 20,000.㉖

VI. Environmentalism and the Political Reality
Chinese experts have repeatedly warned that the growing income gap will pose a
threat to social stability. The widening income gap between Chinese farmers and
urban residents is the root cause of disharmony. The Chinese People’s Political
Consultative Conference (CPPCC) standing committee members warned people to
be aware of the fact that China has 90 million people whose annual net per capita
income stands at or below 865 yuan (US$105).
Demand for public services has increased markedly as a result of the nation’s
accelerated urbanization. Many social problems are the result of inadequate state
investment in public services. Education expenditure for children is the heaviest
financial burden for low-income families. Some have complained that the government
has failed to invest enough in compulsory education in recent years. The government’s
annual investment in education is less than 3 percent of GDP, lower than the global
average.㉗
A Chinese saying states that “Patience for investment is a problem in China,
where high-risk, volatile profit-making is the norm.” What has concerned the Chinese
is how to attract capital investment in China. The local government fails to take the
fragile ecological system seriously into account when they develop the economy.
In contrast, China’s technological development in this regard not only trails that of
developed countries, but also lags behind that of developing nations such as India
and Pakistan. Recently, with the rise of environmentalism, the Chinese government
has paid more attention to environmental protection by enacting more environmental

©

2006 by Taiwan Foundation for Democracy

110 China Human Rights Report 2006

legation. Interestingly, this development provides more and more spectacular
opportunities for Chinese companies in the environmental sector. It opens the door
for environmental companies. In the name of sustainable development, China entered
a new realm this year when the Bank of China International Investment Managers, a
joint venture with Merrill Lynch, ushered in the concept of investing in sustainable,
long-term projects. It received international attention as the first socially responsible
investment fund in China.
However, some experts remain hesitant because of the lack of transparency,
which makes evaluating companies based on criteria for socially responsible
investment difficult. The evaluation system is meant to track the record of the
management, the transparency of the company, and its social responsibility.
Nevertheless, since the Bank of China is a government bank, it is controversial that
it evaluates Chinese factories that are government-owned. It is not as effective for an
organization to evaluate its company’s social responsibility internally. In the West,
fund managers rely on external, independent evaluations to determine whether a
company is suitable for a socially responsible investment fund. Ideally, a mixed panel
of researchers, citizens, and non- governmental organizations are needed to ensure
transparency. Without transparency, there is no incentive to be socially responsible,
so the whole concept in China fails.㉘ Beyond this, fundamentally, the resolution of
China’s environmental degradation should not be limited to the traditional methods
of legislation, supervision and making appeals to the authorities. Local communities,
non-governmental organizations, businesses, and environmental protection bodies all
need to do their part.

VI. The Prospects
Economic globalization has torn down the barriers between China and other
countries. Economic openness, environmental protection and political and civil
freedom are clearly linked in the global context. In China, economic reform,
environmental protection, and political rights give reason to hope for further openingup of political reforms and policy-making. Economists and social scientists have
long noted that economic freedom and a consciousness of environmental protection
can and often does promote broader human liberties and allows people to determine
their own ways of life. Economic freedom and environmental protection require
more esteem for economic and environmental rights. They can be accomplished only
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in a country where the rights of civil society and the rights of free speech are well
protected. Despite the fact that China’s rapid economic development over the past
25 years has become the envy of developing nations, the negative aspects of China’s
development, such as official corruption, increasing polarization of wealth, and
environmental degradation, are not so encouraging.
Apparently, China is now at a crossroads: China needs sustainable growth
but has not prepared itself to march forth into political reform. On the contrary, the
Chinese government seems to know that rapid development and modernization are
generating enormous inequality and social tension and hence continues to use a
variety of measures to keep people from knowing too much or from organizing.㉙
The PRC government, at the national and local levels, tends to apply a carrot-andstick approach, or a combination of appeasement and scare tactics, to control restive
social groups. Nevertheless, the escalation and vehemence of protests in the past
year have convinced some top leaders to take a more hard-line stance, particularly in
light of the “color revolutions” that have taken place in post-Communist countries.
To achieve the goal of social harmony with continuous growth, the dilemma for
the Chinese Communist leadership is how to promote economic growth in order to
maintain legitimacy, particularly among the growing middle class and professional,
intellectual, and business elites, while also redistributing wealth and providing
economic opportunities to the poor. An energetic and ambitious but uncertain China
will present thorny challenges not only for itself, but also for the world.
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Education and Cultural Rights
Chang-yen Tsai*

I. Introduction
The concept of “right to education and culture” stipulates that in addition to political,
economic and social rights, every human being also enjoys equal right to school
education and participation in cultural life. In recognition of this concept, the United
Nations adopted a human rights treaty- the International Covenant on Economic,
Social and Cultural Rights (ICESR) in 1966, to include educational and cultural
rights in the list of human rights. Article 13 to Article 15 of the ICESCR specifies
state responsibilities towards the protection and promotion of everyone’s right to
school education and participation in cultural life. In addition, the United Nations
adopted the Convention of the Rights of Child on November 20th, 1989, which clearly
stipulates that every child has equal right to education (Article 28), the essential
objectives of promoting primary education (Article 29), and the appropriate use of
information for social and cultural benefits to the child (Article 17). The meaning and
the spirit of education and cultural rights are manifest in the recommendation and
directive of the above two human rights treaties.
Chinese government released no publication in the domain of human rights
in 2006. Governmental perspective on the development of educational and cultural
rights in China can be obtained from the white paper titled “China’s Human Rights
Progress in 2004”, published by the State Council of the People’s Republic of China
(PRC) on April 13th, 2005. This white paper mostly mentions positive improvements,
such as Chinese government’s efforts towards promotion of comprehensive and
coordinated development in cities and countryside, in provinces and in the whole
society. It is also emphatic on the tremendous national resources invested to promote
state efforts in the fields of education, science, culture, health and sports, as a

* Chang-yen Tsai is assistant professor of Institute of Strategy and International
Affairs, National Chung Cheng University.

©

2006 by Taiwan Foundation for Democracy

116 China Human Rights Report 2006

means to improve people’s education and cultural rights. Despite the developments
mentioned in the white paper, the practice of education and cultural rights in China in
2006 still demands great improvement. This paper will discuss and analyze the policy
and implementation of education and cultural rights in China in 2006 by using the
criterion mentioned in the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural
rights.

II. The Evaluation Criteria of “Education and Cultural Rights”
Article 13 and Article 14 in the International Covenant on Economic, Social and
Cultural Rights guarantee that everyone has the right to education. To achieve the
full realization of this goal, the ICESCR requires all sate parties to the covenant to
implement the following:
(a) Primary education shall be compulsory and free for all.
(b) Secondary education, including technical and vocational education, shall be
made generally available and accessible to all by every appropriate means,
and in particular by the progressive introduction of free education.
(c) Higher education shall be made equally accessible to all-- on the basis of
capability by every appropriate means, and in particular, by the progressive
introduction of free education.
(d) Fundamental education shall be encouraged or intensified as far as
possible for those persons who have not received or not completed primary
education.
(e) The development of a system of schools at all levels shall be actively
pursued, and adequate fellowship system shall be established, and the
material conditions of teaching staff shall be continuously improved.
(f) The state parties to the covenant undertook to respect the liberty of parents
and, when applicable, legal guardians to choose schools for their children,
other than those established by public authorities, which conform to such
minimum educational standards as may be laid down or approved by the
state, and to ensure the religious and moral education of their children in
conformity with their own convictions.
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Besides, Article 15 of ICESCR says that state parties to the covenant should
recognize the right of everyone to take part in cultural life, to enjoy the benefits of
scientific progress and its applications, to benefit from the protection of the moral and
material interests resulting from any scientific, literary or artistic production of which
s/he is the author.
Based on the above three articles in the International Covenant of Economic,
Social and Cultural Rights, it is evident that educational rights include not simply
the right to education, but also the abolition of rules and practices which interfere
with individual’s rights to education. Moreover, the covenant is emphatic that in
addition to protecting fundamental freedoms necessary for culture preservation and
development, states should promote international co-operation and exchange in the
fields of science and culture so as to improve the civilization of all human beings.
In this backdrop, the following sections of this paper will examine and discuss the
situation of ‘education and cultural rights’ in China in 2006, by referring to the
guidelines stipulated in ICESCR.

III. Observation of Education and Cultural Rights in China in
2006
Compulsory Education
The Policy
Compulsory education is a duty that requires compliance from both the government
and the people. Most countries in the world have compulsory education, though
the minimum number of years may vary; in some developed countries, compulsory
school education is till 12 years of age.
The Compulsory Education Law in the PRC was promulgated on July 1st, 1986;
a milestone in China’s education reform. It provides compulsory education to all
school-age children and the youth. Several of the articles in this law are in the same
line as the provisions in ICESCR. This law was revised by the 10th National People’s
Congress Standing Committee of the 22 nd session on June 29 th, 2006, and the
enactment of the amendments went into effect on September 1st, 2006. The previous
edition of this law contained only 18 articles, but after the amendment, 8 chapters and
63 articles are stipulated to guide the implementation of compulsory education.
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Article 7 of the newly-revised law stipulates that the implementation of
compulsory education system is the responsibility of the State Council, regulated
by the provinces, autonomous regions and municipalities, and managed by countylevel local governments. The education department of a government, at or above
county-level, has the primary charge of the implementation procedures, while other
coordinating departments play the secondary role. In addition, article 11 states that
“every six-year-old child, regardless of his/her sex, race and ethnicity, is duty-bound
to receive compulsory education for the prescribed number of schooling years. In
some areas that lack the infrastructure for implementing compulsory education, the
beginning of schooling may be postponed to the age of seven. If, on account of illness
or other special circumstances, any school-age child or youth needed to postpone
enrollment or to be exempt from receiving compulsory education, their parents or
legal guardians should submit the application to that effect for approval.” The above
two articles firmly establish the nine-year compulsory education in China.
Article 44 clearly specifies that compulsory education is free for all by stating
that “the State Council and local governments at all levels should be responsible
for the expenditure for compulsory education. The provincial, autonomous regional
and municipal governments are in charge of collecting and allocating the money.
In addition, the government should provide poor students with free textbooks and
boarding students with a living allowance.” Another prominent feature of the revised
law is China’s resolution of enforcing compulsory education. Article 58 states that
“if parents or legal guardians did not have their school-age children or youth receive
compulsory education without a reason, the education department of the local
government is authorized to give them ‘critical education’ and a warning order.”
Implementation
Despite the detailed regulations prescribed in PRC’s latest Compulsory Education
Law, the actual functioning of compulsory education system has many limitations.
First, the implementation of compulsory education in China is extremely biased, and
the inequity exists in mainly two aspects: First, is unequal access to attend school,
mostly because of the disparity between cities and rural communities and between
male and female children, and unequal allocation of school resources, includes the
allocation of financial resources and teacher quality. The uneven distribution of
resources has created huge disparity in the quality of China’s compulsory education
between cities and rural areas.
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Second, the budget for compulsory education is far from sufficient. In the
conference of “Education Forum for Asia” held on October 21st, 2006, the Minster of
Education Zhou Ji announced that in the next 15 years, China will gradually increase
the GDP percentage to be spent in public education.
However, the annual expenditure on education remains extremely insufficient.①
For example, Toma Chevsy, a human right investigator in the United Nations,
conducted a nearly two-week inspection tour in China in 2003. She indicated that
China spent the least money in its public education, compared to other countries in
the world. The total educational expenditure takes up only 2% of its Gross Domestic
Product (GDP), far lower than the 6% standard suggested by the United Nations.
The government is only responsible for 53% of school expenses, and the rest 47% of
the expenditure is imputed to students, which exacerbates the discrimination against
poor children.② Over the past decades, the local government is responsible for the
expenditure on compulsory education, with little aid from the centre and the province.
So in counties with little tax revenue and financial resources, the implementation
of primary education is often in a predicament, especially in rural villages. In brief,
insufficient funding remains a serious issue in the implementation of compulsory
education.
In fact, intrinsic to the problem of China’s compulsory education program
is the structure of tuition charges. In the literal sense, compulsory education is
provided by the state; it means receiving free school education that obliges parents
and guardians to send their children to receive nine-year compulsory education for
free. The second article of the revised PRC’s Compulsory Education Law supports
the policy of free compulsory education. However, the seventeenth article in PRC’s
Compulsory Education Implementation Regulation instituted by State Council
allows schools offering compulsory education to charge students miscellaneous fee.
This contradiction, needless to say, puts tuition charges in a gray area. Since the
standard and specific items eligible to be included in “miscellaneous fee” are neither
well defined nor clearly stated by the government, all sorts of names and pretexts
have been concocted by schools all over the country. For example, a recent survey
conducted by China Agriculture University shows that illegal charges of tuition fee is
rampant in some rural villages, making the preferential tuition policies for rural areas
offset by local governments’ concocted miscellaneous fees.③
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In addition to the ill-defined structure of tuition charges, appropriation of
designated funds for compulsory education is another problem. For example, the
funds from the central government are often appropriated to teachers’ paychecks, and
this situation is also common in some areas in east China. The cause for this problem,
however, is the shortage of expenditure from the county-level governments. Take
Cangzhou, Hobei, for example, in 2004, the actual expenditure received from the
government is 15,510,000, only 42.9% of the prescribed amount; in 2005, the actual
expenditure received is only 62%. Baiquan, an extremely poverty-stricken county
in Heilongjiang province, had tax revenue in the amount of 13,160,000 in 2005,
but the total expense for educational personnel’s wages was 74,630,000. Subsidies
from the central government were far from enough to save this county from being
heavily indebted.④ Therefore, most educators were excited about the revised law,
as it implied that the expenditures will be jointly shouldered by the central and
local governments, and local governments would have education included in their
budget. Whether or not this policy change will make a substantial impact on China’s
insufficient expenditure on compulsory education deserves scrutiny.
The consequences of insufficient expenditure and appropriation also have a
negative impact on the family structure of school-age children. According to news
reports, there are at least twenty million “detained children” in China; that is, both
parents work in cities and children are taken care by grandparents or relatives. The
United Nations Children’s Fund survey of detained children in Quannan county
in Jiangxi province, concluded that these detained children had: first, unhealthy
personality development, mostly with an eccentric character; second, academic
achievement is generally poor; third, an alarming crisis in their morality; fourth,
frequent violations of school regulations and rules.⑤ The number of detained children
has shown a steady increase with the rapid progress of urbanization in China.
Unfortunately, due to lack of parental love and care, the safety, health, and education
of many detained children are often at risk. For example, a couple, who work in
Shenzhen, Guangdong, have left their three daughters with their 80 plus-year-old
mother; the three sisters have had many accidents in the last seven years. The eldest
sister, Wenting Lin, is physically challenged now due to a fire accident kindled by
candles. The youngest sister, Wensi Lin, burned herself badly while she was helping
her grandmother carry boiling water. The second sister, Wenrong Lin, got fourth
degree burns by a big fire set by her attempt to boil some water. She is so badly
burned that her face and chest are twisted together and is unable to close her eyes and
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her limbs are distorted. Since the last four years she has not stepped out of her house
and has stopped attending school because she is mocked as a “ghost child”.⑥ The
problem of “detained children” is certainly an important challenge countenanced by
the Chinese government.
High School Education
High school education in China still has many problems in 2006. First, difference
in family background of senior high school students creates inequity; access to
high school education is differentiated by the class or social strata, it denies lowincome students’ the chance of upward mobility through higher education. Besides,
the division of senior high schools in China into three kinds: magnet general, nonmagnet general and vocational is practically a differentiation based on order of
superiority; schools are stratified by the differences in students’ family background
and acceptance score levels. Overall, discriminated access to high school education
not only blocks social mobility but also creates the inequity in receiving higher
education. For example, among 17 high schools in Fuling District, Chongqing City,
the total enrollment was 5,500 in 2003. But in 2005, it was reported that only 4,837
students took the High School Exit Exam, which means that 663 students dropped
out of school in less than 3 years. Furthermore, only 4,296 students took the National
University Entrance Exam after graduation, which means that 541 students gave
up pursuing higher education. The high drop-out rate in rural areas is generally
considered a result of four main reasons: first, the aggravating impoverishment
in rural villages; second, the soaring tuition fees in higher education; third, low
employment of college graduates; fourth, the exacerbation of labor shortage.⑦
Higher Education
It is observed that the higher education crisis in China is so deep that it has become
a paradox. On one hand, outdated beliefs and corrupt practices in education have
grown in the past few years and students are disappointed with the system. Parents
and student are well aware of the rapidly diminishing returns on their investment in
education, and the risk has increased dramatically. Hundreds of millions of graduate
students face the challenges of unemployment upon graduation; some compete
with the peasants to earn the minimum wage. On the other hand, the enthusiasm for
higher education is on the rise. Despite the huge risk of higher education, especially
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for the vast number of poor students who lack the right family background or good
connections vital for a job, ordinary families have not stopped from investing in their
children’s education. In other words, Chinese people believe that higher education
diploma is the stepping stone for a promising career path and for survival in this
highly competitive society.⑧
This belief fosters not only the deepening crisis but also several discriminatory
practices in access to higher education, including unfair admittance regulations,
economic discrimination, high tuitions, injustice in graduate school entrance exam,
and problematic verification of diploma authenticity. For example, in 2005, a tenth
of freshmen in Hubei gave up their enrollment because of high tuition. Although
the local governments and universities in Hubei have some relief plans for poor
students, many students and families in some areas are still troubled about paying
few thousand dollars for their tuition fees.⑨ In addition, in 2006, it was reported that
there was a substantial decline of rural students attending “key” universities such as
Peking and Tsinghua Universities, but the ratio of rural students attending “non-key”
universities had increased.⑩
The fairness of graduate school entrance exam is another issue that has received
severe public criticism. For example, an old professor in Beijing Jiaotong University,
raped a female graduate student, on the allurement of disclosing test questions.⑪
Incdents of this nature are common. In addition, the flaws in regulations governing
the recognition of college diploma have sabotaged the quality of higher education.
For example, to stimulate domestic consumption and to increase college enrollment,
the Chinese authorities approved many universities to establish private institutes in
order to recruit more students in 1999. These so-called “secondary colleges” gained
the edge by claiming that their graduates would be granted with a state-recognized
college diploma. As a result, private institutes of this kind attracted a lot of students
even if they charged higher tuition fees. However, in 2004, the Ministry of Education
changed its regulations and ordered these secondary colleges to “detach” from their
“alma mater”. Besides, the diplomas certificates are required to state explicitly that
they are conferred by “private and secondary” institutes. This abrupt policy change
sent these diplomas into a downspin and many consequential disputes and conflicts
have occurred since then. It is reported that many students from several colleges in
Jiangxi mobbed their schools and thousands of armed police were called to suppress
the campus riot.⑫ Therefore, the inconsistencies and flaws in policies, regulations and
implementation of higher education in China reserve great room for improvement.
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IV. Basic Facts about Cultural Rights
According to the white paper on human rights “China’s Progress on Human Rights
in 2004,” published by State Council on April 13th, 2005, Chinese government
made diligent efforts in promoting comprehensive and coordinated development
in cities and countryside, in the regions, the economy and the whole society; gave
all citizens equal opportunities to participate in the large-scale development, to
enjoy the fruits of their contribution, and hence to improve their economic, social
and cultural rights level. Besides, the report states that “China vigorously promoted
developments in education, science, culture, health and sports as a means to improve
people’s education and cultural rights”. Despite the claims made in the white paper
about improvements in human rights, the belief that China has denied fundamental
rights to citizens remains. The Canadian government decided to suspend its annual
human rights dialogue with China on September 21st, 2006. It is obvious that the
reality of human rights in China, including cultural rights, is far from acceptable.⑬
Examination of other sources, those not mentioned in the white paper, will provide a
fuller picture of cultural rights in China in the past one year.

Bans on Books and Periodicals
Censorship and banning of books and periodicals are important indicators of status
of cultural rights. In the past one year, many publications and periodicals known
for their bluntness in discussing the forbidden topics were suppressed and purged.
For example, Yang Bin, the chief editor of “The Beijing News” was laid off in
December, 2005; “The Freezing Point”, a weekly circular affiliated to “China Youth
Daily” newsgroup, was forced to suspend publication because it carried an article
written by Professor Yuan Weishi of Zhongshan University, where he commented
that the history edited in the middle school history textbook is misleading and full of
fallacies.
“The Freezing Point” had been in publication for 11 years and was highly
respected for its outspokenness in reporting social ills and corruptions, and for its
persistence in discovering the truth. Li Datong, the editor-in-chief of “The Freezing
Point,” published an article titled “Who’s in control of the press?” On January 17th,
2006, to reveal the inside story of being censored by the authorities. For example,
when “The Freezing Point” carried the article written by Professor Yuan Weishi of
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Zhongshan University, they were not allowed to publish it unless some alterations
were made. After Li’s article was released, “The Freezing Point” was immediately
purged and suppressed.⑭
Over the past one year, Chinese government has inflicted different levels of
punishment and penalty on publications known for giving their honest opinions
and exposing the government. The publication houses were either forced to relay
government propaganda, to suspend their publications, or to fire their reporters and
editors. This autocratic and iron-fist policy not only lost Chinese people’s trust in
their government, but also triggered a greater wave of protests from overseas.⑮

Oppression of the Academia: Restrictions on their Freedom of Action and
Residency
Suppression of intellectual freedom, through denial of rights to freedom of action and
residency to those in academia, is another important indicator in assessing cultural
rights. According to the Worldwide Press Freedom Index 2005 released by “Reporters
without Borders,” China was ranked 159th in the 167-country list on press freedom;
has made no progress compared with its 162nd place last year. In addition, China
remains the biggest prison for journalists.⑯ The oppression of the academia in China
has not alleviated in the past year.

Ban on News, TVs, Movies, other Media Productions
Ban or censorship of news, movies, TV programs and other media productions is
an important mark in assessing cultural rights. According to the annual report on
worldwide media freedom, published by “Reporters without Borders”, China has
maintained its news blackout policy to prevent disclosure of any report that deviates
from the official line, and many foreign journalists have been detained. The media
is also forced to implement self-censorship, the Internet is under strict surveillance,
and the foreign news media is excluded.⑰ Moreover, China’s official Xinhua News
Agency issued the “Information Management Regulations of Foreign News Agency
in China” on September 10th, 2006. This new regulation specifically enlists the types
of information that are barred from publishing, includes information “endangering
national security and national pride and interests,” “in violation of China’s religious
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policy, supporting cults and superstition,” and “contents prohibited in laws or
administrative regulations.”⑱
In addition to the rigid control of the press, Chinese government launched a new
“Commercial Performance Regulation,” which explicitly prohibits any performance
that “violates the Constitution of China, or undermines national unity and security,
territorial integrity and national interests.” This regulation also prohibits any show
that “disrupts social order and stability, or undermines China’s excellent tradition
and culture.” Moreover, it also states that ten types of “unhealthy and reactionary”
commercial performance are strictly prohibited in order to ensure the “health and
order” of performing arts market. Apparently, this is yet another measure that
Chinese government exercises to secure ideological control.⑲
In 2006, several media productions were banned by Chinese government. For
example, the controversial movie “Da Vinci Code” was suddenly stopped from
playing because the film was said to be politically sensitive and could cause protest
marches by Catholics. The authorities ordered a ban on the film on June 9th, 2006
for the fear of outbreak of social unrest.⑳ Another movie “Summer Palace” was
also denied exhibition because it had graphic sex scenes and most importantly, the
entire Tiananmen Square sequence was touched upon which, is still a forbidden topic
in China. Besides, Lou Ye, the director of “Summer Palace,” is in the blacklist of
the party. Although Lou Ye agreed to cut the film in accordance with government
regulations, the authorities still refused to screen it. The above-mentioned examples
show that media productions are banned and censored in China primarily on political
grounds.㉑

Restrictions on Freedom of Religion
Religious activities are the manifestation of the vitality and spirituality of human
civilization. Given that there are no protections to religious rights, cultural rights in
this country are undoubtedly violated and abused. In the recent years, many sites for
unofficial religious activities were banned and destroyed. There has been a dramatic
escalation of religious suppression in China; it clearly shows that the Constitution
of China is nothing but a piece of paper in protecting people’s freedom of religion.
Besides, it might be a precursor of an outbreak of social upheaval in China.㉒ The
following table summarizes the numerous religious persecutions in China in 2006;
demonstrates how Chinese government has supressed religious rights with cruelty
and brutality.
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August 2005

August 15th - More than 30 public security officers of Henan authorities
raided Children Home of a family church in Luoyang County. Four
leaders of American Church and more than 50 priests and adherents were
arrested. Zhuotao, a 41-year-old missionary, was sentenced to three-year
re-education through labor camp. He is the nephew of Xu Yongze, the
founder of “Entire Scope Church”.
Amina. Momix, a female teacher in Xinjiang Uygur Autonomous Region
was arrested in August for teaching students Koran. More than 30
students were also taken away by the police.

A Christian businessman in Xinjiang Uygur Autonomous Region was
summoned to Kashi National Security Bureau (NSB) for questioning. The
officers interrogated him about the location of his religious activities and
the name of adherents whom he associated with. On his refusal to answer
the questions, he was beaten with brutality and he suffered a fracture of
September 2005 strenum. Under the attention of overseas media, the NSB threatened him
to sign a statement disclaiming being beaten by NSB. His refusal brought
him into a successive series of retaliation by the authorities.
Ma Yinzhou and Ma Shulei, missionaries of Christian Family Church in
Henan, were respectively arrested on September 28th and October 2nd in
Sanmenxia City, Henan Province.

October 2005

On October 10th, 51 leaders of underground churches were surrounded
by more than 70 public security officers, while they were gathering
in Gougezhuang in Hebei. They were detained for 24 hours, and their
personal belongings were confiscated.
On November 5th, many security officers broke into a family church
in Henan when more than 150 adherents were attending their worship
ceremony. Six adherents were arrested, four of whom were released
on the evening, and the other two were detained for five and three days
respectively.

On November 7th, two Catholic priests in Diocese of Zhengding in Hebei
November 2005 were arrested and escorted to Shanxi. They were released the day after
President George W. Bush finished his visit to Beijing.
On November 8th, a 70-year-old Roman Catholic Bishop, in Diocese
of Zhengding in Hebei, was taken away from home by local security
officers. He was deported to Shijiazhuang City and was forced to
participate in a “learning class”. He has been under arrest for 8 times
since January, 2004.
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On November 18th, six priests in Diocese of Zhengding in Hebei were
arrested by security officers. They are Father Wang Jinshan, and Father
Gao Lingshen, both in their 50s; Father Zhang Xiuchi, 60 years of age;
Father Zhang Yinghu, 45 years of age; Father Guo Zhijun, 36 years of
age; Father Peng Jianjun, 30 years of age.
On November 23 rd, 40 men armed with sticks broke into the mob,
where 16 Sisters of St. Francis School were in the campus of Late Rose
High School. A 42-year-old Sister, Dong Guinien, is paralyzed, and a
34-year-old Sister, Cheng Jingjui, is one-eye blind. Vatican spokesman
Navarro (Joaquin Navarro-Valls) issued a statement on November 30th,
condemning the violence and expressing his concern and worries. The
November 2005 statement said that although the cause for this assault remains unclear,
atrocities are distressing and must be condemned.
An American Christian rights organization, “China Aid Association,”
announced an investigational report on religious persecution that
happened in Xinjiang Jesus Family Church from November 15th to 20th in
2005. This report was written by China’s most prominent human rights
lawyer Gao Zhisheng; he pointed out that 69 Christians were arrested for
attending praying ceremonies. Each of their names was numbered and
written on a big piece of paper, and they were forced to take photos by
holding the paper on their forehead. The police brutally tortured them to
extort a confession from them.
December 12th, 2005 - About 70 Christians in Anhui and Henan held a
meeting in Xincai County to discuss how to help AIDS victims in Henan.
More than 40 public security officers surrounded their place and arrested
them on grounds of illegal gathering. Twenty-nine of them were brought
to the police station and their belongings were confiscated. Twenty-seven
were detained for 16 hours, and the other two were detained for 20 hours.
December 2005 December 24th, 2005 - More than 100 public security officers raided
a local Christian Family Church in Manasix, Xinjiang. About 100
- January 2006
adherents were happily celebrating Christmas Eve at that time, and the
police forced each of them, including children, to take photos. Besides,
the police seized 4 boxes of the Bible, 300 Christmas gifts, 100 newyear calendars, 1 electrical piano, 2 cars and 1 mobile phone. Twelve
adherents were taken away by force, and one of them was slapped and
handcuffed. Seven of them were released on the same day, and the other
five were detained for 15 days.
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February 2006

February 11th, 2005 - Wang Wenzhi, a priest in an underground Catholic
church in Hebei, was arrested for his refusal to join “Three Self Patriotic
Church” created by the government. He was then brainwashed in an
attempt to force him to join “Three-Self Patriotic Church”, controlled by
Chinese government.
Uighur people under age of 18 are not allowed to practice Muslim in
Xinjiang. Imams of all mosques in Xingjian have to report to the police
on a daily basis, the number, age, sex, and occupation of attendants at
worship.

Xu Shuangfu, a leader of an underground church “three servants” in
Northeast, and his 16 adherents were accused of murdering 20 members
of another Christian Family Church “Oriental Lighting” in 2002-2004.
Besides, Xu Shuangfu and others were also charged with fraudulence
of over 32 million RMB. After three and a half days of interrogation,
February-March Intermediate People’s Court of Shuangyashan City in Heilongjiang
2006
Province finished the first trial on March 3 rd, but the court did not
immediately make a ruling. Xu Shuangfu later denied the charges, saying
that he confessed to false charges under torture. On March 18th, American
religious group, “China Aid Association,” released a pleading written by
Xu Shuangfu’s lawyer. It disclosed the details of how Xu Shuangfu was
tortured, made China’s 10 torture methods known to the world.
April 2006

On April 26th, many public security officers broke into a Christian’s
house in Linshu, Shandong. She was detained on a false charge.

May 2006

The police arrested 11 people while they were gathering in a family
church in Suqian City of Jiangsu Province on May 10th. Eight of them
were local workers, one is a pastor from South Korean, and two are
translators. After lengthy interrogation, they were all released on that
evening, but the pastor was forced to go back to South Korea on May
13th.

Source: Mainland Affairs Council, http://www.mac.gov.tw/big5/mlpolicy/cn9505.htm.

In addition to the above-mentioned reports, the most notorious and outrageous
violations of cultural rights in 2006 remain to be the suppression and persecutions
of Falun Gong. On March 13 th, 2006, Falun Gong practitioners submitted an
indictment letter to the United Nations, described details of China’s persecutions
of Falun Gong practitioners and accounts of organ removal from live Falun Gong
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practitioners detained in Sujiatun Concentration Camp in Shenyang. Falun Gong
practitioners urged the United Nations officials to make thorough investigation of
Sujiatun Concentration Camp and to rescue the detained practitioners. It is alleged
that thousands of Falun Gong practitioners are detained in concentration camps and
are held for their organs to be removed for sale.㉓

Access to Human Rights through Internet
In recent years, Internet has become the fastest and the most convenient device for
exchange and dissemination of information. It has helped information exchange as
well as the reception of diverse opinions, thoughts and cultures worldwide. As a
result, the accessibility to Internet is a very important criterion in assessing cultural
rights.
On June 7th, 2006, Reporters without Borders condemned Chinese authorities for
violating freedom of free expression and being the world’s biggest prison for cyberdissidents. They urged Chinese government to release the detained human rights
activist Guo Chizhen and to stop persecution of cyber-dissents Liu Shui and Zhong
Xiongjun.㉔
In addition to persecution cyber-dissents, the popularization of internet access
is another issue. It is estimated that the number of internet users in China was more
than 0.1 billion, but popularization and freedom of internet access lag far behind in
comparison. Generally speaking, only 1% of Internet users are villagers and peasants,
and only few of them access lessons on agricultural production and marketing on the
Internet.
Finally, China is infamous for creating the world’s most sophisticated internetfiltering system called “the Great Firewall” that allows it to censor and block
information exchange with the world. Websites in the official block list are based
mostly in the United Kingdom, the United States and Taiwan. Essentially, all
websites that contain keywords or content related to democracy, Taiwanese and
Tibetan independence, Falun Gong, the Dalai Lama, or the Tiananmen Square
massacre are blocked. It is estimated that at least 5,000 websites are blocked for the
above-mentioned reasons.㉕
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Protection of Intellectual Property Rights
Article 15 of ICESCR states that “The State Parties to the present covenant undertake
to respect the freedom indispensable for scientific research and creative activity.” In
other words, intellectual property rights are an essential part of cultural rights. Laws
and regulations on intellectual property rights were initiated early in China, such as
the Trademark Law was passed in 1982, the Patent Law in 1984, Computer Software
Protection Rule in 1991, the Amendment of Copyright Law in 2001, the Decision on
Punishment of Violating Intellectual Property Rights in 1994, and Regulation of PRC
on Customs Protection of Intellectual Property Rights in 1995.
Unfortunately, the implementation of these laws is very weak, even though the
regulations are extensive and cover most issues. For example, the 2005 annual review
of the Intellectual Property Rights Practices published by the Office of U.S. Trade
Representative (USTR), noted that China continued to be included in the “priority
watch list” of countries that failed to adequately protect intellectual property rights. It
also warned that U.S. would be compelled to take actions against China in the World
Trade Organization.㉖ Moreover, on March 31st, 2006, USTR released its annual
“National Trade Estimate Report on Foreign Trade Barriers”, where it discussed
the largest 62 export markets for U.S. goods which included China, Japan and
European Union. Overall, China has the maximum trade and investment barriers, and
ineffective intellectual property rights enforcement.㉗

V. Conclusion
The above examination of education and cultural rights in China in 2006, suggests
that China is yet to reach the minimum standard of protecting education and
cultural rights. To be more specific, several long-standing problems exist in China’s
education rights, such as insufficient expenditure on compulsory education, vague
and ambiguous regulations of tuition fee, disproportionate allocation of educational
resources among different regions, and unfair admittance regulations in higher
education. As for cultural rights, several notorious practices, such as strict control
of foreign news agency, ban on publications and censorship of literary works and
media productions, religious persecution, regional gap in the popularization of
Internet services, evasive and sophisticated Internet monitoring and filtering system,
and failure in enforcing intellectual property rights protection, demonstrate China’s
unsatisfactory performance in protecting basic human rights.
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Education and free and open cultural development are important mediums of
continuing human civilization. Compared with political rights, education and cultural
rights are supposedly easier to promote and improve. However, scrutiny of the
situation of education and cultural rights protection in China in 2005 and 2006 shows
that it has virtually made no progress in this regard. Therefore, as long as China
continues justifying its stance through Chinese culture and history, no substantial
improvement in education and cultural rights will be made. This conclusion,
however, is undoubtedly an irony as China’s is set to becoming a member of United
Nations Human Rights Council in 2006.
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2006 China Human Rights Chronology
July 2005 - June 2006

July 2, 2005
• Hong Kong Commercial Broadcasting Corp. unexpectedly terminated its’
contract with well-known Hong Kong radio talk show host Huang Yuming for
his distinctive political position and pungent speech. Hong Kong media can
not criticize controversial policies by Beijing and Hong Kong government.
July 4-7, 2005
• In Xinchang County, Zhejiang Province, more than 15,000 residents protested
the leaking of poisonous chemical materials and explosion of a nearby
chemical factory. They demanded compensation and confronted the police.
July 5, 2005
• Three hundred employees who had received severance pay and employed
workers protested in front of North Heavy Industries Group. Protesters
demanded that the company return wages withheld from 1998 to 1999. The
Qingxi sub-station of the Baotou City Police Department (the factory’s police
station) dispatched over one hundred police officers to scatter the protesters.
Three protesters were injured and hospitalized.
July 20, 2005
• Wan Chia re-education camp, which was a principal detaining place for
members of Falun Gong, forced detainees to join the Chinese Communist
Party (CCP); those who refused were tortured.
July 21, 2005
• The Chinese government launched a new “Commercial Performance
Regulation,” which explicitly prohibits any performance that “violates the
Constitution of China, or undermines national unity and security, territory
integrity and national interests.” This regulation also prohibits any show
that “disrupts social order and stability, or undermines China’s excellent
tradition and culture.” Moreover, it also states that ten types of “unhealthy and
reactionary” commercial performance are strictly prohibited in order to ensure
the “health and order” of the performing arts market.
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July 26, 2005
• Guan Yi, a biology professor at Hong Kong University, was accused by
agricultural authorities of “leaking state secret” by publishing his study on bird
flu in Qinghai without authorization.
July 28, 2005
• Ma Shu Chin was arrested in Da Leang City Liau Lin Province when he
was going to his office. His house was searched, and he suffered the seventh
detention and a fourth search of his house.
August 1, 2005
• Over hundred PLA veterans protested outside the PLA General Political
Department in Beijing.
August 3, 2005
• Democratic activist Zhang Lin published an article on the internet which was
critical of the CCP government and was sentenced to five years imprisonment
on the charge of “inciting the subversion of government.”
August 4, 2005
• China tightens control over foreign TV channels.
• Factories in Gaoxin District, Xi’an, Shaanxi Province, delayed paying the
workers their salary. Over forty peasant workers convened a press conference
to discuss their salaries. Nine hours after the press conference ended, over
thirty people were beaten violently with six severely injured.
August 5, 2005
• China bans foreign investors from news industry.
• The Straits Times (Singapore) reporter Ching Cheong, a native of Hong Kong,
was officially arrested and indicted on the charge of “suspected of being
involved in espionage.”
August 12, 2005
• The Chongqing Special Steel Company went out of business, and as a
result the company owed money to its workers. Workers at the Chongqing
Special Steel factory went on strike and blocked roads. Police violently
dispersed the protesters. On September 19, the factory owners agreed to reopen negotiations, but in October they began to oppress their workers again,
arresting three representatives from the group of protesters.
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August 15, 2005
• More than 30 public security officers of Henan authorities raided the children
home of a family church in Luoyang County. Four leaders of American
Churches and more than 50 priests and adherents were arrested. Zhuotao, a
41-year-old missionary, was sentenced to three-year re-education through
labor camp. He is the nephew of Xu Yongze, the founder of “Entire Scope
Church.”
August 17, 2005
• About 800 villagers in Taishi Village, Fanyu, Guangzhou Province, clashed
with 500 policemen.
August 22, 2005
• Violent protests at a Chinese plant: weekend clash over toxic waste are the
latest sign of public dissent. The violence at the Tian Neng Battery Co. was
also the third protest in the eastern province of Zhejiang in recent months.
August 25, 2005
• China bans media from Zhejiang environmental protest in which thousands of
villagers clashed with riot police.
August 26, 2005
• After the Xingning mine disaster, the local government in Meizhou City,
Guangdong Province, enacted a set of measures against all the mines, causing
the residents to lose their source of income. Four hundred villagers initiated a
sit-in in front of City Hall. A bloody conflict with the police ensued, in which
several people were injured and thirteen were taken into custody.
August 2005
• Amina Momix, a female teacher in Xinjiang Uygur Autonomous Region was
arrested in August for teaching students Koran. More than 30 students were
also taken away by the police.
September 1, 2005
• Prostitution thriving in Tibet as authorities look the other way.
September 3, 2005
• U.N. Official urges China to deepen commitment to rights.
September 7, 2005
• Contractors in Wuhan, Hubei, owed over RMB1.6 million in salary to
peasant workers. Over twenty of those workers blocked a road, halting road
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construction. The contractors sent over one hundred people to beat the peasant
workers, killing one at the scene and seriously injuring five others.
September 9, 2005
• Lee Yuan Long, a 45-year-old man and journalist of Bi-Jeau Daily, was
arrested by the Chinese national security agency because he posted essays in
the Internet criticizing the Chinese Communist Party (CCP). He was charged
with crime of “subverting national regime.” Although he was once discharged
because the lack of evidence, he was being charged again.
September 12, 2005
• Wang Le Ya, a member of Falun Gong, was arrested on September 12, 2005.
But her lawyer could not meet with her until after three months. Thereafter,
her lawyer constantly received phone call threats from judicial agencies trying
to force the lawyer not to defend for Wang or other members of Falun Gong.
September 14, 2005
• China’s internet controls raise tough questions.
September 25, 2005
• The Chinese Information Office of the State Council and Ministry of
Information Industry jointly released “Regulation of Management of Internet
Information Service.”
September 29, 2005
• The Zhiye shoe factory in Zhongluotan Township, Baiyun District, Guangzhou
Province, owed its workers two months of salary. Two hundred demonstrators
blocked traffic at the intersection of Xinguangcong Road and Jiufo Road.
September 30, 2005
• Over one thousand teachers and students of the Second Middle School, and
villagers in Songhe Town, Jingshan County, Hubei Province, engaged in
a protest against the pollution caused by Jingshan Battery Factory on the
neighborhood. The local government sent out riot police to disperse the crowd.
At least three villagers were arrested and several students were injured.
September 2005
• A Christian businessman in Xinjiang Uygur Autonomous Region was
summoned to Kashi National Security Bureau (NSB) for questioning. The
officers interrogated him about the location of his religious activities and the
name of adherents whom he associated with. Not knowing what to answer,
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he was beaten with brutality and his sternum thus suffered a fracture. Under
the attention of overseas media, the NSB threatened him to sign a statement
that disclaims being beaten by NSB. His refusal brought him into a successive
series of retaliation by the authorities.
October 2, 2005
• Ma Yinzhou and Ma Shulei, missionaries of Christian Family Church in
Henan, were arrested on September 28th and October 2nd in Sanmenxia City,
Henan Province, respectively.
October 4, 2005
• At least 34 dead in Henan in China mine blast.
October 6, 2005
• The government had promised to give special subsidies to the families of
underprivileged workers at the Chongqing Special Steel Company (at least
RMB$2,000) in Chongqing, Sichuan Province. Ultimately, the government
only gave RMB$1,000 to each household and canceled all other subsidy plans
for other underprivileged families. Over one thousand workers protested in
front of City Hall. Two worker representatives and eight core rights activists
were arrested.
October 10, 2005
• 51 leaders of underground churches were surrounded by more than 70 public
security officers while they were gathering in Gougezhuang in Hebei. They
were detained for 24 hours, and their personal belongings were all confiscated.
• PRC State Council Information Office released “The White Paper on China’s
Democratic Construction.”
October 15, 2005
• Chinese police killed 2 at a labor protest at the Chongqing Steel Plant.
October 17, 2005
• The Pengcheng Construction Group in Shenzhen, Guangdong Province, was
privatized but did not give adequate compensation to its workers and cancelled
all benefits. As a result one hundred workers demonstrated at the workplace
demanding to see the management. Security guards told protesters that the
managers were not present, and thus they would not let the protesters enter the
building. A conflict ensued in which several people were injured.
• Liau Lu Ping, a lawyer and a member of Falun Gong, posted an announcement
by Falun Gong. He was subsequently arrested and sent to a “legal training
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center.” Thereafter on November 25, 2005, he posted an article entitled “Stop
forced ‘transformation’ to members of Fulan Dafa” on a foreign website. After
two weeks he was detained and sentenced to 15 months re-education.
October 22, 2005
• A construction company in Yuncheng City, Shanxi Province, laid off a
group of engineers because their production did not meet quantity or quality
standards. However, the company owed these workers over RMB$70,000 in
salary. One hundred workers blocked traffic and put up banners in protest over
their salaries. After learning of the situation, police officers went to the scene
to put a stop to the protest, at which point a conflict broke out where both sides
attacked each other. Some workers received minor injuries, but no one was
sent to the hospital.
October 25, 2005
• Guangdong power project stalls amid land dispute.
• Compensation and insurance payments in An County, Sichuan Province, had
still not been delivered one month after a set of reforms had been made. Over
four hundred people initiated a strike at their factory. Approximately thirty
to forty police officers arrested a number of the strikers. Over one hundred
people traveled to Chengdu to appeal their case to the government.
October 26, 2005
• The Supreme Court prepared to regain its power of review, and promised
to increase three criminal chambers and some judges. Its reform proposal
included procedure of appeal and permission.
October 27, 2005
• China Internet writer missing after reporting worker protest.
October 31-November 5, 2005
• Strikers in Zhunbei City, Anhui, were protesting the fact that their salaries
had not increased at all since 1995. Nearly six thousand people initiated a
company-wide strike. Over 1,500 police officers had arrived at the scene by
the evening of November 5.
November 1-7, 2005
• A large protest initiated by a group of soldiers who had retired from service
and were working for an SOE were upset over the actions of their employer
during its second set of reforms, and along with their family members in
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Shenzhen, Guangdong Province, appealed to the government and blocked a
road. During a meeting with the protesters and the factory management at a
school in the Futian District of Shenzhen on November 7, 2005, Mayor Xu
Zongheng formed an investigation group in order to appease the protesters.
November 2, 2005
• A number of workers fired from the Yizidilegao Company, in Shenzhen,
Guangdong Province, returned to the factory to demand an explanation. They
were beaten by four or five foreign managers. Over three thousand workers
protested and went on strike at their factory. While the factory had originally
paid no attention to the workers, after seeing the situation escalate, the factory
provided a written apology to the workers and paid for their medical expenses.
• After the An County Paper Factory in An County, Sichuan Province, was
privatized, it neglected to pay compensation and social security to its workers,
sparking a protest. After four hundred workers at a paper factory in An
County, Sichuan Province, had been on strike for a week, nearly one hundred
of the strikers went to the provincial government offices to appeal to the
authorities there. The county government dispatched between forty and fifty
police officers to quell the strike and arrest the strikers.
November 4, 2005
• More than 5,000 construction workers of a state-owned enterprise in Shenzhen
protested against the embezzlement of workers’ compensation. The authorities
sent more than 1,000 police, armed police and riot police to be on guard.
November 5, 2005
• Many security officers broke into a family church in Henan where more than
150 adherents were attending their worship ceremony. Six adherents were
arrested, four of whom were released in that evening, and the other two were
detained for five and three days.
November 6, 2005
• A state-owned construction company in Shenzhen, Guangdong Province,
failed to pay adequate compensation and benefits to its workers during the
process of its privatization. Five thousand workers who had retired from
service in the People’s Liberation Army blocked a road in protest. After a
standoff between the police and the protesters, the police arrested a large
number of the protesters.
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November 7, 2005
• Two Catholic priests in the Diocese of Zhengding in Hebei were arrested and
escorted to Shanxi. They were released the day after President George W.
Bush finished his visit to Beijing. The following day, a 70-year-old Roman
Catholic Bishop in the Diocese of Zhengding in Hebei was taken away from
home by local security officers. He was deported to Shijiazhuang City and was
forced to participate in a “learning class.” He has been arrested 8 times since
January 2004.
November 8, 2005
• 70-year-old Bishop Jia Zhiguo was taken away from his home in Beijing by
public security officers to join a “study session.” This is the eighth time Jia
was arrested.
• Six priests in the Diocese of Zhengding in Hebei were arrested by security
officers. They are Father Wang Jinshan, and Father Gao Lingshen, both in
their 50s; Father Zhang Xiuchi, 60 years of age; Father Zhang Yinghu, 45
years of age; Father Guo Zhijun, 36 years of age; and Father Peng Jianjun, 30
years of age.
November 19, 2005
• Cai Zhuohua, a Christian pastor in Beijing, was sentenced to three years in
prison for printing the Holy Bible.
November 30, 2005
• The death toll of China mine blast in Heilongjiang province jumps to 161.
• 40 men armed with sticks broke into the St. Francis School in the campus of
Late Rose High School where 16 Sisters were present. A 42-year-old Sister,
Dong Guinien, was paralyzed, and a 34-year-old Sister, Cheng Jingjui, was
blinded on one eye. Vatican spokesman Joaquin Navarro-Valls issued a
statement on November 30, condemning the violence and expressing his
concern and worries. The statement said that although the cause for this assault
remains unclear, atrocities are distressing and must be condemned.
November 2005
• An American Christian rights organization, “China Aid Association,”
announced an investigational report on religious persecution happened in
Xinjiang Jesus Family Church from November 15th to 20th in 2005. This report
was written by China’s most prominent human rights lawyer Gao Zhisheng,
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pointing out that 69 Christians were arrested for attending praying ceremonies.
Each of their names was numbered and written on a big piece of paper, and
they were forced to take photos by holding the paper on their forehead. They
were brutally tortured by the police to extort a confession from them.
December 2, 2005
• Kao Gui Sheng, a famous human rights lawyer, office was forced to close
down three times because he defended members of Falun Gong, condemned
that China oppressed Falun Gong. When he defended a case that was believed
to be wrong he was permitted to read only one of many documents in this
case.
December 6, 2005
• In Dongzhou Township, Shanwei City, Guangdong Province, several hundreds
policemen opened fire on more than 1,000 villagers who were protesting
unfair compensation of land enclosure. Dongzhou Hospital confirmed that two
villagers were killed by bullets.
December 7, 2005
• Response to China toxic spill in Heilongjiang Province shows lack of good
governance.
Chinese Supreme Court required that all cases with death penalty should be
reviewed by open trial after January 1, 2006.
December 8, 2005
• Armed police surround township. Hundreds of armed police have sealed off a
township near the southern city of Shanwei following violent clashes between
local residents and security forces in which at least two people were reported
to have died.
• Professor Manfred Nowak, UN Special Rapporteur on Torture and Other
Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment, reported that there were continually
applications of torture, particularly to those belonging to church groups, Falun
Gong, Tibet and Xingjian. Professor Nowak also pointed out that Chinese
police and people from national security agencies often impeded or restricted
his activities during his visit in China. They followed, monitored, harassed
his plans of activities; they also threatened and intimidated people and their
families that provided him evidence. He said that this was a “culture of fear,”
which could not be found in other states.
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December 12, 2005
• About 70 Christians in Anhui and Henan held a meeting in Xincai County
to discuss how to help AIDS victims in Henan. More than 40 public security
officers surrounded their place and arrested them on grounds of illegal
gathering. Twenty-nine of them were brought to the police station and their
belongings were confiscated. Twenty-seven were detained for 16 hours, and
the other two were detained for 20 hours.
December 15, 2005
• Yang Bin, the Chief Editor of The Beijing News was laid off on December 15,
2005.
December 16, 2005
• The U.S. House of Representatives passed a “Resolution on Condemning the
System of Reeducation.” It considered that the system of re-education was an
enormous forced labor network. It was composed of more than 1,000 prison
camps and mental hospitals, and forced prisoners to work at factories, farms or
mine fields. Two main purposes of such system were to obtain cheap labor and
to impose political education.
December 23, 2005
• Shu Wan Ping, a famous democratic and human rights defender, was
sentenced to 12 years imprisonment by a court, under the charge of “subverting
national regime.” His wife appointed Kao Gui Sheng as Shu’s lawyer.
However, Kao was not allowed to take the case for the reason that “this case
concerned national secret,” and was subsequently replaced by another lawyer
whom Shu’s wife claimed never appointed but was rather assigned by the
government.
December 24, 2005
• More than 100 public security officers raided a local Christian Family Church
in Manasix, Xinjiang. In which 100 adherents were happily celebrating
Christmas Eve at that time, and the police forced each of them, including
children, to take mug shots. Additionally, the police seized 4 boxes of the
Bible, 300 Christmas gifts, 100 new-year calendars, 1 electrical piano, 2 cars
and 1 mobile phone. Twelve adherents were taken away by force, and one of
them was slapped and handcuffed. Seven of them were released on the same
day, and the other five were detained for 15 days.
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December 26, 2005
• China closes 2,400 coal mines to stem disasters. Earlier this month, a mine
disaster in the northern province of Hebei killed at least 91 people -- the latest
in a string of accidents in the industry. Another explosion in Heilongjiang
province last month killed 171 miners.
December 28, 2005
• Xin Jing Bao (The Beijing News) Editor-in-Chief Yang Bin and two editors
were discharged, who often published sensitive reports on the front page.
• Bai Xing, a magazine that exposed many corruption cases in Hebei and Henan
was “straightened up.”
January 5, 2006
• Fong Bin Shan was sentenced to 3 years imprisonment by a local court
because of crime of “gathering a crowd to engage in disturbing social order.”
In fact, he was arrested because he protected the rights of investors of oil
fields in the northern Shan Shi Province. He took part twice in pre-litigation
dialogues and was therefore defined as an organizer of a group.
January 11, 2006
• In a local city, officers took over farm lands for chemical factories and
disregarded pollution by such factories. More than 3,000 farmers had no
channel but to attack police by bricks and stones. Among them some people
were sentenced to 15 or 18 months, or even 5 years imprisonments for crimes
of “attacking police” and “disturbing social order.”
January 16, 2006
• Police in Panlong, Guangdong Province, battle villagers in land protest.
January 18, 2006
• When the Sanwusi Jun Gongchang (354 Military Factory) was sold to a
private owner, workers protested over the fact that the factory did not issue
severance pay, keeping them from being able to raise funds. Five to six
thousand workers protested inside a factory. Over 1,300 police officers
suppressed the protesters, arresting over ten people and injuring over fifty.
January 19, 2006
• China struggles to keep lid on popular unrest.
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January 20, 2006
• Yang Tianshui, Independent Chinese Pen Association member and dissident
writer, was arrested on the charge of “suspected of being involved in
subverting the state” and later sentenced to 12 years in prison.
January 23, 2006
• Tu Huaizhang, a professor at University of Hubei, was charged with libel for
a novel he wrote about Cultural Revolution, “The Calamity of Human,” and
sentenced to six months in prison.
January 24, 2006
• The Freezing Point, a weekly circular affiliated with the China Youth Daily
newsgroup, was forced to suspend publication because it carried an article
written by Professor Yuan Weishi of Zhongshan University, commenting that
the history edited in the middle school history textbook is misleading and full
of fallacies.
January 25, 2006
• Google launched China edition but yielded under the Chinese government’s
pressure and permitted self-censorship of its search engine. Users were unable
to find anything under such keywords as Tiananmen; Taiwan independence;
Tibetan independence; democracy; human rights; Falun Gong or anything
critical of the CCP doctrine. The China edition does not offer email and blog
service.
February 2, 2006
• Wu Xianghu, deputy Editor-in-Chief of Zhejiang’s Taizhou Wanbao (Taizhou
Evening Post), was retaliated by the police for exposing arbitrary fines by
local traffic police. Wu was severely wounded and passed away three months
later. Local police denied the abuse.
• U.S. congressional committee on human rights accused Yahoo of offering
details for Beijing to incriminate Shi Tao, a journalist and writer, who was
subsequently sentenced to ten years in prison.
• Unidentified persons broke into the house of the Epoch Time Director Li
Yuan, in Atlanta, assaulted Li Yuan and took away his computer.
February 4, 2006
• In response to the Chinese government sending out police and military to
suppress social movements protecting rights and violence against lawyers
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who supported such protests, people who supported such movements started a
global hunger strike.
February 10, 2006
• Rights activists in Beijing and Shanghai launch a hunger strike relay; at least
12 participants were locked up by police.
• Yahoo’s chief advisor Callaghan said at a hearing that disobedience to the
CCP will cause employees of Yahoo China to be charged and even detained.
He said the choice for US corporation in China was either to obey China’s law
or leave the country.
Feburary 15, 2006
• U.S. Legislators take angry aim at internet firms in China, including Microsoft
Corp., Yahoo Inc., Cisco Systems Inc. and Google Inc.
Feburary 16, 2006
• Beijing Orders Crackdown after Guangdong Christmas Killings.
• Wang Zou Uur, a 69-year woman,was arrested and detained for more than 7
months. She was transferred to another detention center on December 9, 2005,
and then a secret trial was held on February 16, 2006, that her families and
others were not informed about.
• Lo Chin Su, a retired female worker from the Bureau of Mine in Caon Shu
Province, was illegally detained for more than seven months.
February 22, 2006
• Google.cn was found to have no legal license. The Ministry of Information
Industry showed concerned and conducted an investigation, which was
regarded as a move by China to exert pressure on foreign internet provider in
order to force them to cooperate with censorship.
• Before the “liang hui” National People’s Congress (NPC) and Chinese People’s
Political Consultative Conference (CPPCC) the news authorities in Beijing
ordered the shut-down of three leftist websites: “Three Leftist Websites Closed
for Criticizing Party Policy.”
March 1, 2006
• Bing Dian resumed publication; Editor-in-Chief Li Datung and Ru Yaogang,
Deputy Director of Press Center of Zhongguo Qingnian Bao (China Youth
Daily), were discharged.
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March 4, 2006
• Tsu Wen Ku, charged with murder and cheating, was hung in the air for five
hours. He was not allowed to sleep for five days and nights. His fingers, toes
and genital were tightened by electric codes with electricity going through.
Lee Mou Shin, a man involved in the same case, was covered by a quilt with
electricity swept through.
March 9, 2006
• Professor Jerome Cohen held the view that because the system did not
effectively function the Chinese government was in a crossroad or even in a
crisis.
March 10, 2006
• APS, a Dutch media, claimed that Su Chia Tuan re-education camp in Shan
Yuan Province detained members of Falun Gong, murdered prisoners and sold
their organs for profit.
March 13, 2006
• Falun Gong practitioners submitted an indictment letter to the United Nations,
depicting details of China’s persecutions of Falun Gong practitioners, and the
horrors of organ removal from Falun Gong practitioners detained in Sujiatun
Concentration Camp in Shenyang.
March 16, 2006
• Professor Lang Hsien-ping’s talk show on finance was called off.
March 17, 2006
• Zen Tue Uang, a young teacher, was sentenced to 10 years imprisonment by
a local court because of crime of “subverting national regime.” However,
the real reason was because he published a pamphlet entitled “The Road to
Democracy,” in which he discussed democratic developments in China, and
urged the formation of a “Chinese Democratic Frontier.” It was also claimed
that he tried to initiate a revolution to over turn the Chinese Communist Party
(CCP).
March 20, 2006
• Bai Nian Chao (Centennial Tide), a monthly magazine about literature and
history published by CCP History Association, was reshuffled. The reason
given as that its Editor-in-Chief Yang Tianshi was not a CCP member.
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March 23, 2006
• “International League for Human Rights” in Paris said in its annual report that
China requested the registration of international human rights organizations in
China in a new law.
• Independent film producer and director Wu Hao was detained for filming a
documentary about underground Christians.
• Information Office and Bureau of Communication of Zhejiang Province shut
down “Aegean Sea” website.
March 25, 2006
• Death toll from China mine flood rises to 19, little hope for nine trapped.
March 31, 2006
• Wu Chin En was tortured to death within 48 hours at a female re-education
camp in Beijing. However, the camp and court did not review the case, but
instead wanted to “wash all the records” by paying ten thousand Chinese
dollars.
March 2006
• Xu Shuangfu, a leader of an underground church “Three Servants” in
Northeast China, and his 16 adherents were accused of murdering 20 members
of another Christian Family Church “Oriental Lighting” in 2002-2004.
Additionally, Xu Shuangfu and others were also charged with fraud of over
RMB 32 million. After three and a half days of interrogation, Intermediate
People’s Court of Shuangyashan City in Heilongjiang Province finished
the first trial on March 3, but the court did not immediately make a ruling.
Xu Shuangfu later denied the charges, saying that he confessed to false
charges under torture. On March 18, American religious group, “China Aid
Association,” released a plea written by Xu Shuangfu’s lawyer. The plea
disclosed the details of how Xu Shuangfu was tortured, making China’s 10
torture methods known to the world.
April 3, 2006
• China moves farmers in the northwestern region of Xinjiang as Tarim River
waters dwindle.
April 7, 2006
• Beijing has taken measures to restrain foreign media from entering into China,
including stopping grant permits of publication to most foreign periodicals.
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April 12, 2006
• Guangdong villager killed in clash with police.
• According to a new rule by General Bureau of Radio, Film and Television,
TV stations at all levels must use the wire news offered by China Central TV
(CCTV) and China Radio International (CRI).
April 13, 2006
• Hundreds of villagers in Bomei, Guangdong Province, keep vigil after clash.
April 15, 2006
• A Canadian human rights lawyer, David Matas, reported that there were many
secret organ harvesting operations in China.
April 20, 2006
• Medical insurance was canceled when the Yingcheng Salt Mine in Yingcheng
City, Hubei Province, was sold to a private company. Three thousand workers
protested and went on strike. One week after the strike began the factory
managers forced the strikers to go back to work. They made an oral promise
to increase wages by RMB100-200, but they may have fired a large number of
workers since then.
• Amnesty International reported that in 2005 there were 53 states where 5,186
people were executed. Among these states: China, Iran and Saudi Arabia were
the top three. China executed 1,770 people accounting for 80% of the world’s
government sanctioned death sentences, and was the state that executed the
most people. It was established that at least 3,900 people were handed a death
sentence in 2005.
• Wang Chin Fu, a member of Falun Gong, was sent to a re-education camp for
merely twenty days, but he suffered from handcuffs sinking into his fingers
and feet. Thereafter, he could not walk at all.
April 21, 2006
• Skype cooperated with its Chinese partner TOM on-line in filtering sensitive
words, such as “Falun Gong”; “Dalai Lama” and “June Fourth.”
April 26, 2006
• Liu Yuhua, a Christian in Shandong Province, was detained for printing the
Bible.
• Beijing ordained two bishops without the authorization of Vatican.
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May 10, 2006
• Yang Shau Ching, a reporter of the “Chinese Financial News,” was on trial on
May 10, 2006, for exposing the corruption of local officers. However, Yang’s
lawyer could not see the indictment before that date. The reason offered by the
court was that the judge of the case was out of town for official business. The
lawyer went directly to court on April 30, 2006, but the lawyer could not see
Yang.
• The police arrested 11 people that were gathering in a family church in Suqian
City of Jiangsu Province on May 10. Eight of them were local workers,
one is a pastor from South Korea, and two are translators. After a lengthy
interrogation, they were all released on that evening, but the pastor was forced
to go back to South Korea on May 13.
May 11, 2006
• China was elected as a member of the newly established UN Human Rights
Council.
May 12, 2006
• After Hu Jintao returned from the United States, the Chinese government
stepped up the judicial persecution of dissidents, including Li Yuanlong in
Guizhou, who will face trial.
May 17, 2006
• Huang Wea Tun, a representative of 667 farmers, planned to appeal in Beijing
to protect the rights of farmers who lost their lands. He was arrested and
sentenced to 3 years imprisonment for the crime of “gathering a crowd to
engage in disturbing social order.”
May 21, 2006
• German Prime Minister Angela Dorothea Merkel visited China, and asked
China to improve its’ human rights conditions.
May 24, 2006
• China jails 13 Shanwei villagers.
June 4, 2006
• Before the six-state summit held in Shanghai, Du Yang Min and three other
people were arrested and detained for more than 37 days. However, their
families did not receive any information concerning their arrests.
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June 7-9, 2006
• Reporters Without Borders condemned Chinese authorities for violating
freedom of expression and being the world’s biggest prison for cyberdissidents.
• An old professor in Beijing Jiaotong University, on the allurement of
disclosing test questions, raped a female graduate student.
• The controversial movie “Da Vinci Code” was suddenly stopped from
playing because this film was said to be politically sensitive and caused
protest marches held by Catholics. For the fear of leading to social unrest, the
authorities ordered that “all cinemas had to immediately stop playing this film
on June 9, 2006.”
June 13, 2006
• Sanxia rights activist Fu Xiancai in Sichuan Province was attacked and
paralyzed.
June 15, 2006
• Pollution claim denied by China’s State Council.
• China prepared to publicize the draft of “Emergency Response Law.”
June 19, 2006
• SOHU and SINAnet were shut down without warning in order to strengthen
internet censorship. New York Times writer Nicholas Kristof’s blog was shut
down for discussing the arrest of his colleague Zhao Yan.
June 26, 2006
• Chen Kung Cheng, a blind human rights lawyer, protested that the Chinese
government enforced planned birth policy by force, and thus he was arrested.
When investiagation was on-going, his voluntary defense lawyer was
obstructed and intimidated by local agencies. When the defense lawyer tried to
meet with Chen’s wife, he was attacked by some unidentified people while the
local police was present.
June 29, 2006
• Chinese journalists fight back over draft law regarding the regulations on
media’s reporting.
• The Compulsory Education Law in the PRC was revised by the 10th National
People’s Congress Standing Committee of the 22nd session on June 29, 2006,
and the enactment of the amendments went into effect on September 1, 2006.
June 30, 2006
• Protests on the rise at China’s private universities.
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Taiwan Foundation for Democracy
Background

Taiwan’s peaceful transition to democracy is not only a historical accomplishment for its twenty-three
million people, but a landmark in the worldwide spread of democracy. Only after years of struggle
and effort could this transformation take place. We must never forget this history, for it shapes the
cornerstone of our continued commitment to the principles of democracy and human rights.
The Foundation was established with an inter-related, two-tracked mission in mind. Domestically, the
TFD strives to play a positive role in consolidating Taiwan’s democracy and fortifying its commitment
to human rights; internationally, the Foundation hopes to become a strong link in the world’s democratic
network, joining forces with related organizations around the world. Through the years, Taiwan has
received valuable long-term assistance and stalwart support from the international community, and it is
now time to repay that community for all of its efforts.
The Ministry of Foreign Affairs initiated the Taiwan Foundation for Democracy project in 2002.
After much research and careful evaluation, the Ministry integrated the required resources from many
sectors of society. In January 2003, the Ministry obtained the support of all political parties to pass the
budget for the Foundation in the legislature. The TFD formally came into being on June 17, 2003, with
its first meeting of the Board of Trustees and Supervisory Board. At that meeting, Legislative Yuan
President Wang Jin-pyng was elected its first chairman. According to its By-laws, the TFD is governed
by a total of fifteen trustees and five supervisors, representing political parties, the government,
academia, non-governmental organizations, and the business sector.

Mission

The Taiwan Foundation for Democracy (TFD) is the first democracy assistance foundation to be
established in Asia, and is devoted to strengthening democracy and human rights in Taiwan and abroad.
Its primary concerns are to further consolidate Taiwan’s democratic system, promote democracy in
Asia, and actively participate in the global democratic network.
The TFD will put its ideals into practice through farsighted, transparent, and non-partisan
management. Building on the strength of both political parties and civil society, the TFD will enable
Taiwan to positively contribute to the worldwide movement for democracy. According to its By-laws, the
Foundation’s mission is as follows:
■ Work with the international community to strengthen democracy around the globe and expand
Taiwan’s participation in international activities;
■ Support democratization in Asia and the rest of the world by establishing close relationships with
leaders of the world’s democracies and cooperative partnerships with civil society groups, political
parties, think tanks, and non-governmental organizations in democratic countries; and
■ Elevate Taiwan’s democracy and further consolidate its democratic development by promoting
education in democracy and international exchanges among academic circles, think tanks,
parliaments, and political parties from the world over.

Our Tasks

The primacy source of funding for the TFD is the government. However, it is independently
incorporated, non-partisan, and non-profit. According to its By-laws, the Foundation may accept
international and domestic donations. One-third of its budget is reserved for Taiwan’s political parties,
supporting their own international and local initiatives that are in line with the mission of the TFD. The
remaining budget is used for the TFD core activities, including:
■ Building relationships with related institutions around the world;
■ Participating actively in the global promotion of democracy and supporting the improvement of
human rights conditions;
■ Supporting democracy promotion activities of NGOs and academic institutions;
■ Promoting research and publications on democratic developments at home and abroad; and
■ Holding seminars, workshops, conferences, and other educational activities in the area of
democracy and human rights.
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