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People’s Republic of China
The Olympics countdown — one year left to fulfil
human rights promises

Introduction — rights in the balance

With just one year to go before the Olympics take place inmgeinany in China and abroad are
beginning to look ahead to assess the likely legacy of the Gammésman rights in China. In
this update, Amnesty International summarizes recent devetiproe four key human rights
issues the organization is monitoring ahead of August 2008 ssesses how far these meet
promises made by Chinese officials to improve human rightsinun-up to the Olympics.

While positive steps have been made in some limited areaglynesform of the death
penalty system and greater reporting freedom for forgmurnalists in China, Amnesty
International remains concerned that these are overskeddoyvother negative developments —
in particular the growing crackdown on Chinese human rigttisists and journalists as well as
the continued use of ‘Re-education through Labour’ (RTL) ahdrdbrms of detention without
trial. Official statements suggest that the Olympics are being agastify such repression in the
name of ‘harmony’ or ‘social stability’ rather than agtias a catalyst for reform. Global
experience shows that the best way to ensure socialitgtabito ensure the protection of
fundamental human rights based on the rule of law.

Many in China and around the world have high expectationsuioran rights progress in
relation to the Olympic Games. However, the image ofQ@hgmpics continues to be being
tarnished by ongoing reports of the ‘house arrest’, torturentair trial of Chinese activists and
the extension of systems for detention without trial in iBgijas part of the city’s ‘clean-up’
ahead of August 2008.

If the authorities fail to take significant action tooeh such practices, reports of abuses
are likely to increase as the Olympics approach wdeese publicity potentially affecting not
only China, but other stakeholders in the Olympic movementudimay the International
Olympic Committee (IOC) and the corporate sponsors ofGhenes. Amnesty International
remains hopeful that prompt action can still be takeoréate a more favourable human rights
environment for the Beijing Olympics in August 2008 and beyond.

Lack of transparency mars death penalty reforms

Since the publication of the last Amnesty International upttte Chinese authorities have
made statements which appear to reflect the need faregteansparency on the death penalty.

! “People’s Republic of China: The Olympics Countdown - repressiantifists overshadows death penalty
and media refornisApril 2007 (Al Index: ASA 17/015/2007).
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However, these continue to fall short of requests to the eSéirauthorities from Amnesty
International, Chinese legal academics and other observeusbtish full national statistics on
the application of the death penalty in China.

On 8 June 2007, Chinese state media reported that there dwadh beduction in the
number of people sentenced to death and executed over thdiversthonths of the year,
compared to previous years. Citing death penalty stati$tm® Beijing No.1 and No.2
Intermediate People’s Courts, Ni Shouming, a spokesmahddbupreme People’s Court (SPC)
suggested that the number of death sentences had dropped 10% donifhathe same period
last year. He added that this was the result of both the&Bdower-level courts being more
careful when imposing the death penalty.

Amnesty International welcomes this apparent drop in executiomersmbut maintains
that the best way to enable full and informed analysis athdpenalty developments in China,
not only by court officials but also by Chinese legal acaderand others, would be to make the
full data public. This would be a significant step forwandd@als informing the Chinese public
about the true nature of the death penalty in China, enatbiérg to come to more considered
opinions or conclusions about the death penalty in general.isl particularly important as the
Chinese authorities have regularly cited ‘public opinionagastification for retaining the death
penalty or in defence of a slow, incremental approach towaualsiait.

Greater transparency and public accountability is eséemdt only in the field of
statistics but also over procedure in individual death pecakgs. In the last update, Amnesty
International highlighted concerns over lack of transpareocyhe SPC review process. On 28
June 2007, Chinese state media reported the first execuoti®eijing following the restoration of
SPC review’ Tao Jianhua was executed by the Beijing No.2 Intermediatglé®®Court for
murder after his sentence had been approved by the SPC. Whle ports provided
information about the SPC review process in general, theyatidnclude specific procedural
details about Tao Jianhua’'s case, including whether héisoawyer were able to make
representations to the SPC review panel. While Chinese Bwamentary suggests that
defendants’ lawyers are allowed to make representationsgdthe review, it remains unclear
whether or not this is happening in pracfice.

In apparent recognition of the need for greater transparanéower levels, the SPC
issued a legal notice on 14 June 2007 stressing that first-instancgelealtty cases must be held
in open court and that courts should move towards ensuririg publs for appeal hearings in

2 “Fewer executions after legal refornChina Daily, 8 June 2007.

3 See for example “First death penalty prisoner executedijin@éllowing restoration of SPC review'& €

Oj 44£ OP-"©L6 4 ,XIO &(f U>+;>!0& ), China Youth DailyA NM&Hy A, 28 June 2007 and “This

year's first death penalty prisoner executed this mornjdgdQOj p!O &(f P &'© ) Legal Evening New8©
.Yy )27 June 2007.

4 See ASA 17/015/2007, p.6. Under international human rightsastas) ceople charged with crimes

punishable by death are entitled to the strictestrehaee of all fair trial standards. This includes theqadée

assistance of counsel at every stage of the judiciaepdings.
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criminal cases more generallf.he notice also called for for more in-court announcemamts

wider publication of judgments. This followed an SPC ruling Yestr that all second-instance
hearings of death penalty cases (ie appeals) should be hgpernncourt from 1 July 2006 in a
stated attempt to improve protection of human rights and sateggamst miscarriage of justice.

In the last update Amnesty International highlighted corscdrat second instance death
penalty hearings may still be held camerain many parts of China despite this ruling. Such
concerns were underscored on 23 June 2007, when Chinese statejumed an unnamed local
court source who stated that understaffing often madepissible to try death penalty cases in
open court sessiofisHe added that ‘[i]f second instance trials are not heard pptéel public do
not feel convinced -- the process is not transparent, thes agiat interests of the accused are not
fully protected, and judicial errors could occliThe article stated that China’s courts were due
to hire 1,900 more staff for second instance death penalty cases.

Lack of transparency also remains a key concern fofaimglies of those sentenced to
death and executed:

Nie Shubin's family continue to fight for compensation for his wréuwgexecution in
1995 after he was convicted of the rape and murder of a local wétaedrad reportedly
been tortured by the police into making a false confessionraedrly 2005, a suspect
detained in connection with another case confessed to the came, apparently
describing the crime scene in detail. Nie’s family weneegino information about his
situation following his trial and to date have still not bgeren a copy of the verdict in
his case. His family claim that they were denied actzelsn after his arrest and that his
father only discovered that he had been executed when heawvesit him in prison to
take him some food. His father has reportedly attempteaiswut of grief at the loss of
his son. His mother adds: ‘I just have one son, all my homgsdren him. They've
destroyed my future [...] Without my son, my family and | can’t go®n.’

Similarly, the family ofWu Zhenjiang, a 24-year-old student convicted of intentional
injury and executed in January 2005, claim they were unalmeéd with him following
his first-instance trial.Since then, his mother, Meng Zhaoping (not her real naas) h
petitioned the authorities to discover more information ab@itase, in particular what
happened to his body, which was cremated shortly after Buggn and never returned
to the family. She suspects that his organs were takenti® body without consent for

® See “Capital cases made more transpar@tiha Daily, 15 June 2007. The right to a public hearing or trial is
set out in Article 10 and 11 of the Universal Declaratibrluman Rights (UDHR) and article 14.1 of the
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ER). Article 9.3 (b) of the Declaration on Human
Rights Defenders sets out the right to attend public igsfso as to form an opinion on their compliance with
national law and applicable international obligations ardroitments”.
‘75 “China’s courts recruit more staff for death penaltyeeg”, Xinhua,23 June 2007.

Ibid.
8 Nie Shubin’s mother, Nie Shuie, as interviewedSky NewsQctober 2006 — video of interview available at:
http://news.sky.com/skynews/video/videoplayer/0,,31200-p21983 ona@®.html
9 “A mother's fight for truth delves into murky world pfisoners' organs for transplan&ssociated Press (AP),
20 April 2007.
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transplantation purposes, but has no firm evidence to suppset lteéiefs. Wu Zhenjiang
was sentenced to death in Xi'an city, Shaanxi provinagekriding another man to death
in a brawl outside an Internet cafe. This apparently develafier he refused entry to a
group of men who did not want to pay to use the computers. Wuebaced a part-time
job at the cafe to fund his studies and send money homes tiarhily in Kuitun city,
Xinjiang Uighur Autonomous Region, northwest China.

Addressing the broad scope of capital crimes

Death sentences and executions continue to be imposed feré8oaffences in China, including
non-violent crimes such as economic and drug-related offences:

On 5 July 2007, Chinese state media reported that Zhang Miagformer chief
accountant of the railway bureau in Lanzhou city, Gansu pcevnad been sentenced to
death after being convicted for soliciting bribes and squandbiiingns of public funds

in failed investments’ Originally sentenced to death in May 2006, his case was upheld
on appeal in December 2006, but has yet to be reviewed by the SPC.

On 10 July 2007, Zheng Xiaoyu, the former director of theeSkEdod and Drug
Administration was executed after he was convicted of acceptibgs. His conviction
was based on his role in approving medicines, apparently resuitihe sale of fake or
tainted products which were later blamed for the deatlseveral people across China.
Some Chinese commentators questioned his execution, noting that wtieehad been
convicted of corruption offences involving higher sums of money had ad@n lgiven
suspended death sentences. However, a lengthy report pdiidiglibe official Chinese
news agencyXinhug explained that Zheng Xiaoyu ‘committed especially seriousesr
and did extremely great harm to sociéfyThe report added that his execution indicated
‘China’s determination to use the rule of law to punish pmeent crimes of corruption
and bribery’ and showed that ‘even high-ranking cadres witht grewer are punished
without mercy’.

On Anti-Drugs Day (26 June 2007)the Anti-Death Penalty Asia Network (ADPAN), of
which Amnesty International is a member, issued a stateex@néssing concern about the high
number of executions for drug-related offences in several-Ragaic countries, including
China!® During the previous two weeks - typically a peak period death sentences and
executions in China - Amnesty International had recorded 4th deatences and 14 executions

10«China Railway Rogue Trader Gets Death for Fra®#uters5 July 2007

1 «Chinese scholars on why ex-drug chief was sentencedatt without reprieve’Xinhua,12 July 2007.

12 Officially, ‘International Day against Drug Abuse andkciti Trafficking’

13 See “Asia-Pacific: Death sentences for drug-relatiedes rise in region,” 26 June 2007, available at
http://asiapacific.amnesty.org/apro/aproweb.nsf/pageasfadpp_anti-drug ASA01003200XDPAN is an
independent informal network with over 34 members made uplnfiduals and organizations mainly from the
Asia-Pacific Region. Members are committed to workorghe abolition of the death penalty within the Asia-
Pacific Region. The network is not linked to any pdditiparty or religion and is independent of all

governments.
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for drug-related offences, although the true figures wereveelieo be much higher. On the eve
of Anti-Drugs Day, SPC judge Gao Guijun announced that the badrtstrictly examined death
penalty cases involving drug trafficking’ and that ‘our approvalhef death penalty regarding
drug trafficking could stand the test of histot{’SPC spokesman Ni Shouming added that the
court would ‘show no leniency in handing down heavy penaliieshe kingpins of drug-
trafficking gangs and those who participate in cross-border drugs critnes.’

In June 2007, Yuan Yanjie, a 23 year-old woman from Henan prowasereportedly

sentenced to death by Baoding Intermediate People’s ,Cblaei province for

transporting 484.2 grams of heroin from Myanmar to China.Haldereportedly hidden
the drugs in her high-heeled sandals, and had been rewarttheBMB15,000 (approx.

US$1,900). Two male accomplices, who allegedly received, padkand sold the drugs,
received suspended death senteftes.

On 4 July 2007, Ni Shouming and SPC vice-president Zhang Junrasgibthat within
the year, the SPC would introduce ‘unified guidelines’ ondeath penalty to tackle ‘judicial
injustice’ resulting from different criteria being usedass the country for sentencing people to
death, particularly for economic and drug-related offehtés.an example, they explained that a
drug trafficker in Yunnan province could be given a death seaté the case involved 300
grams of drugs or more, while in neighbouring Guizhou province1p® grams could incur the
death penalty® The guidelines would apparently cover four categories riofiec — murder,
robbery, drug-related offences and intentional injury.

Amnesty International welcomes SPC efforts towards agdarg the arbitrary, unfair and
subjective way that the death penalty has been applied maCHiowever, the organization
maintains that the most reliable and effective wagdlve this problem would be to abolish the
death penalty altogether. International standards rechateirt countries which retain the death
penalty, death sentences may only be imposed for the mosus crimes. The UN Special
Rapporteur on extrajudicial, summary or arbitrary executicas diso stated that the death
penalty should be eliminated for non-violent crimes, includicgnemic and drug-related
offences'®

14 «China approves death penalty for seven drug traffickétisihua,25 June 2007.

15 |bid.

16 “Masseuse seduced by profit into transporting drugs to Chiharihigh-heeled shoes gets the death penalty”
(AU+0S2"l'e "P-C3MEAYY =G>+ !0 & ), Yanzhao Dushibad@C/FN O y) 22 June 2007, available at:
http://www.yzdsb.com.cn/20070622/ca761309.h8uspended death sentences are usually commuted to life
imprisonment.

7«Supreme People’s Court tackles ‘judicial injustice&hina Daily, 5 July 2007.

18 |bid.

9 This interpretation of Article 6(2) of the ICCPR dretright to life has been upheld by successive Special
Rapporteurs for over a decade. See ASA 17/015/2007 op cit. p.6
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Police use of the Olympics as a pretext to extend d  etention without trial

Chinese legal reformists, UN human rights experts incluthegSpecial Rapporteur on torture
and the Working Group on Arbitrary Detention, and internatiboahan rights organizations like
Amnesty International have long raised concerns about Shioatinued use of ‘Re-education
through Labour’ (RTL) and other forms of detention withaualt The substantial reform or
abolition of RTL in particular has been on the legislatigerala of the National People’s
Congress for many years.

Amnesty International remains deeply concerned thatatit&orities have used the
Olympic Games as a pretext to extend the use of two fofdetention without trial: ‘Re-
education through Labour and ‘Enforced Drug RehabilitatidBDR).2° Unless the Chinese
authorities take prompt action to substantially reformbaliah these abusive systems, they will
continue to damage China’s international standing on humats iggues and tarnish the human
rights legacy of the Beijing Olympics.

In a previous update published in September 2006, Amnesty Interaahighlighted
moves by the Beijing city authorities to mandate the useTdf to detain offenders who had
engaged more than twice in various types of petty crintleeimun-up to the Olympics, including
unlawful advertising, taxi-driving, vagrancy and begging. On 2& 2097, the official Chinese
media reported that unauthorized ‘medical agents’ woldd be sent for RTL upon a third
offenceé! as part of a broader ‘strike hard’ campaign by the Beijmlg@ to crack down on such
practices’? Amnesty International recognizes the right and duty of tikasities to prevent and
punish crime, but this must be done in line with internatitlwahan rights standards, including
the right to due process and a fair trial.

In June 2007, Chinese state media reported calls fronMihister of Public Security
Zhou Yongkang for reinforced anti-drug efforts aimed aefggthening achievements in fighting
heroin and curbing the spread of new drugs such as ecstadeafidrhe report added that the
number of drug users in China had increased by 35 per cent he?d@8@ and 2005, reaching
1.16 million people, but had been reduced to 720,400 by August 2006, patlyessilt of
‘compulsory rehabilitation measures’. Such statistics kedylito be unreliable, particularly given
the harsh, punitive nature of measures taken against known drggru§drina which is likely to
result in under-reporting with addicts driven undergrouod féar of detention. Nevertheless,

20 See previous Olympics Countdown reports ASA 17/046/2006 (p8-8xtension of RTL, and ASA
17/015/2007 (p.11-12) on extension of EDR in Beijing under thext of ‘cleaning up the city’ in the run-up
to the Olympics.

2L with the commercialization of China’s health systenthsagents, known informally as ‘yituo’ (

‘medical agent’) or ‘haofanzi’ EBy $, ‘ticket touts’), have increasingly been hired by htapito bring in new
patients or to sell tickets to patients enabling thernp the queue for medical treatment.

22 «gpecial action by Beijing public security and healthaiéfis to strike hard against ‘ticket touts’ and ‘medical
agents’ bears fruit" ¢ €0 @] A?*0FvK¥%u]'l “EBy$”A* , "¢NM;"©> |2ka p ")

Beijing City Public Security Bureau website, 29 June 20@di)able at
http://www.mps.gov.cn/cenweb/brjlCenweb/jsp/commordkatisp?infoid=ABC00000000000039350

# “China to intensify drug-war’Xinhua,14 June 2007.
Amnesty International August 2007 Al Index: ASA 17/024/2007
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such statements reinforce Amnesty International’s conteat detention without trial under
harsh conditions for “enforced drug rehabilitation” (EDR) continudsetased as a key ‘weapon’
in China’s ‘war on drugs’, including in Beijing where the pelhave already proposed extending
detention terms from six months to one year in an attéongompel drug users to give up their
addictions before the Olympic¥'.

Amnesty International reminds the Chinese authoritiesuthahecked police powers to
impose detention as a punishment without charge, trigidacial review, is in flagrant violation
of international fair trial standards, including provisions le# tnternational Covenant on Civil
and Political Rights (ICCPR) which China has signed and ektlan intention to ratify in the
near future.

Small signs of progress amid intensified media crac kdown

On 4 July 2007, it was reported that the Beijing Organizing Cateenof the Olympic Games
(BOCOG) was in the first stage of media accreditation the Olympics, having received
accreditation forms from over 100 National Olympic Commitfédhe report added that there
will be 5,600 print journalists and photographers as well as 16t®08dcast journalists
accredited for the GaméSlt is likely that many of these journalists will be interestedovering
stories related to human rights or social issues in Chinakhssvsport.

China’s most significant step forward for media freedorddte, trumpeted widely by the
official press, was the introduction of new regulations frbianuary 2007 aimed at increasing
the freedom of foreign journalists to cover news staneShina in the run-up to and during the
Olympics. However, the regulations were introduced agaihstickground of increased official
controls over the distribution of foreign news within Chimad a renewed crackdown on
domestic journalism, including print, broadcast and online nfédiéth just one year to go,
Amnesty International reminds the Chinese authorities ofiaffpromises to ensure ‘complete
media freedom’ for the Olympic Games. If this is to be ighhemust mean equal opportunities
for both foreign and domestic journalists to cover issafekegitimate public inquiry without
discrimination and in line with fundamental human rights fteedom of expression and
information.

In the last update, Amnesty International highlighted the cdsean Chengzhang, a
reporter who was beaten to death by thugs allegedly hiréldebgwner of a mine — the subject of
Lan Chengzhang’s investigatiofsFollowing the intervention of senior officials, reportedly
including President Hu Jintao, local authorities in Shanmavipce launched a criminal
investigation, which resulted in the conviction and life impmisent of the mine owner on 29

% See quote from Fu Zhenghua, Deputy Director of theérBeRublic Security Bureau, in ASA 17/015/2007 op
cit, p.11.

% “Beijing Olympics committee in first stage of mediamethitation,”Xinhua 4 July 2007.

%8 Further details about the accreditation process isahl@on the BOCOG website:
http://en.beijing2008.cn/media/mediaservices/accreditation/

27 For a fuller analysis of these regulations and backgroartteir introduction, see ASA 17/015/2007 pp.18-
19.

% See ASA 17/015/2007 p.20.
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June 2007 for ordering the attack. At around the same tinnesvieo, a Beijing-based newspaper
which covered the Lan Chengzhang cd3emocracy and Legal Timg& a4'© Ey ) was
reportedly forced to simultaneously dismiss eight tsf staff?° Another Chinese journalist
reported that officials had ordered websites not to posDemyocracy and Legal Timesports

in a prominent position. The reasons for the crackdownhenptiper, a well-established and
influential legal weekly, are unclear but other journalfgar it is connected with its reporting on
sensitive issues, possibly including the Lan Chengzharey aras its recent coverage of alleged
court corruption in Shenyang, Liaoning province.

Many subscribers were surprised and disturbed by the enfolosdree of China
Development BriefCDB, N¥)1Ty ) by a joint delegation of Beijing officials on 4 July
2007. Read widely by Chinese civil society groups and internateadalonors, the publication
had been established in 1995 as an independent publication nmgporti topics related to
development and civil society in China. Its editor and found&k Young, a UK citizen, stated
that he had been accused of conducting ‘unauthorized surveys’ mavantion of the 1983
Statistics Law?® In the same month, the authorities reportedly took measiaresestrict
distribution of another civil society publicatioMinjian (!4KE) a Chinese-language quarterly
published by Zhongshan University in Guangzhou city, Guangdong proViGeel7 July 2007,
the official newspapelChina Daily printed a report warning that the number of overseas
organizations and individuals conducting ‘illegal surveys’ inn@hs increasing, ‘threatening to
reveal State secrets and jeopardizing national sectritfhe report focused on the potential
war-time use of geographical data on China by other countneésda not make a specific
reference to measures taken against QDiBjian or similar publications.

Further attempts at Internet control

Internet censorship remains pervasive in China with fgnsghat the authorities are prepared to
relax policies of surveillance and control, thereby upholdingdfiee of expression and
information online. Websites which have been closed down ogenteveeks include a literary
forum run by poet Lu Yang calléBorum for Contemporary Chinese Poef{ryN ' -A«! AZ

/). The site was reportedly removed from its host semeline with instructions from the
Shanghai Information Bureau on 11 July 2007. When asked byrajstifrom Radio Free Asia
which information had to be censored, an employee of the rsexgertedly stated that ‘all

2 See “Unprecedented purge at newspaper that ‘covered whethiérs did not dare reportReporters
Without Borders13 July 2007 and original reporting by overseas Chinese-langueapiteBoxunat:
http://www.peacehall.com/news/gb/china/2007/07/200707081709.ahtiRadio Free Asia (RFA) at:
http://www.peacehall.com/news/gb/china/2007/07/200707100118.shtml

%0 “personal Press Statement by Nick Young, Founding EafitGhina Development Brief’, 11 July 2007.

31 “China: government has another civil society publicatipits sights” Reporters Without Border&y July
2007.

32 “Number of foreign illegal surveys on the ris€hina Daily,17 July 2007. It should be noted that existing
state secrets legislation encompasses matters whidd e the subject of public debates in other countries and
goes far beyond what is needed to protect nationalisecsee “State Secrets : China’s Legal Labyrinth,”
Human Rights in Chindll June 2007 at
http://hrichina.org/public/contents/article ?revision%5fili5@6 &item%5fid=41421
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articles relating to politics, the Falun Gong movemerthose critical of the Party that are longer
than two pages are deleted. In general, that's how it happetise Ilhews posted is more
frightening, we then close the foruii.’

On 6 July 2007, it was reported that local authorities in Xansoutheast China planned
to introduce new regulations aimed at forcing Internet usersgister under their real names on
tens of thousands of websites registered in the®*tifhis was prompted by a recent online
campaign by local residents to organise a peaceful protest invtivingands of people against a
toxic chemical plant due to be built close to the EitiResidents reportedly used the Internet and
SMS text messaging to alert friends elsewhere in Chinatdbe plans, calling on the authorities
to abandon the project due to alleged environmental and healtf°risks.

These city-level measures in Xiamen appeared to coctreeitral level policies on real-
name registration. In late May 2007, the Internet SocietZluha released a draft Voluntary
Blogging Service Code of Conduct stating that the centralaties would ‘encourage’ (rather
than ‘enforce’) real-name registration for those opegatveb-logs (bloggers).This appeared to
be a retreat from previous proposals by the Ministry ofrinédion Industry to make such
registration compulsory in line with an official order frome&ident Hu Jintao earlier this year to
better regulate the Internet and ‘purify the online environhi&hinese bloggers reportedly
welcomed this move as a victory for online freedom, while stirethe industry suggested that
the move was prompted more by the practical difficulties in emfgneal-name registratiof.

Dozens of journalists and writers remain behind bars im&for reporting on issues
deemed politically sensitive. They inclu&hi Tao, who continues to serve a 10-year sentence
for sending an email summarizing a Chinese Central Progagaapartment communiqué on
how journalists should handle the™anniversary of the crackdown on the 1989 pro-democracy
movement. On 4 June 2007, Shi Tao’'s mother, Gao Qinsheng, exttlept2007 Golden Pen of
Freedom, the annual press freedom prize from the Worldchggon of Newspapers (WAN), on
her son’s behalf. In an emotional speech she expressed dimaeks to WAN for the award and
for not forgetting Shi Tao. She added:

‘In China Shi Tao is considered to be a criminal, but today WAN, made up ot@¥er
newspaper organizations, awards him the Golden Pen of Freedom. It is noaronly
honour but also a huge comfort to Shi Tao. It proves that my son is indeed innazent. H
has only done what a courageous journalist should do. That is why he has got the support
and the sympathy from his colleagues all over the world who uphold justite...’

33 See “China: Cyber police shut down 'suspect' literatysite, block access to anothdéReporters Without
Borders,16 July 2007.

34 «China city tightens Internet control after proteR&utersg July 2007

% “Uneasy calm after protests in XiameSouth China Morning Po$8CMP),4 June 2007.
“Chinese city cracks down on web postingsssociated Press (AR)July 2007.

“China’s bloggers set for rare censorship reprie&€R, 23 May 2007

% See ASA 17/015/2007 op cit. p.21

“Bloggers rejoice over retreat on real nam&CMP,24 May 2007

Footage of Gao Qinsheng’s acceptance speech is agailaltihe YouTube website at:
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=JIbnSSvGYns
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During a press conference in Hong Kong later the same m@athQinsheng vowed to
continue with legal efforts to try to hold the Internet compaahoo! to account for its sharing
of Shi Tao’s account user information with the Chinese auté®nvhich helped to secure his
conviction* This included appealing against a March 2007 ruling by Hong Kongackr
Commission, which said that the company had not violated personahdatanlthis casé&:

A Chinese police document which has recently becomead@isuggests that Yahoo!
was at least aware of the general nature of the ‘crimedr®ef decided to hand over Shi Tao’s
account user information. The April 2004 police notice to Yalstales that the police were
seeking evidence in a suspected case of “illegally providirig strets to foreign entities”
This appears to contradict recent assertions by Yahooltheacompany had no information
about the nature of the investigation at the tifne.

Censorship of the crackdown on the 1989 pro-democra ¢y movement

On 7 June 2007, it was reported that three editors frorChiemgdu Evening NewsaFN .y )

in Sichuan province had been dismissed after the paper puble&headvertisement which

highlighted the ongoing struggle for justice by the familiethose killed in the 1989 Tiananmen
crackdowri”® The small advertisement, which stated simply: ‘Payifute to the strong mothers

of 4 June victims’, apparently managed to slip past censtnsaafoung clerk at the newspaper
accepted it for publication because she was unaware dP8® crackdown and did not realise
the significance of the date. The fate of the man who placed the adregstit is unclear.

On 1 June 2007, Amnesty International issued a public statdmggiighting ongoing
official censorship of any public debate about the 1989 crackdewn issue which remains
erased from magazines, newspapers, school text-books and Irsiéesein Chind® Amnesty
International called on the Chinese authorities to ergu@a&ter respect for freedom of expression
and information by lifting the official ban on reporting abtie events of 4 June 1989. The
organization also reiterated its calls on the authoritiggiblicly account for and release all those
who remain in prison as a result of the crackdown.

Similar concerns over media freedom had been raised bydiiag-based ‘Tiananmen
Mothers’ group which sent an open letter to the National R&o@ongress in March 2007
calling on the authorities to, among other things, lift a phisigs ban on three books that discuss

“1 “Mother of jailed journalist pleads for backing to sechis release,3CMP,11 June 2007.

“2 For further information about legal proceedings adafiaioo! in Hong Kong, see ASA 17/015/2007, p.22.
3 See “Police document sheds additional light on Shi Bae’cDuihua Foundation25 July 2007.

4 |bid. Duihua refers specifically to testimony given¥shoo! senior vice president and general counsel
Michael Callahan before two US congressional subcommiiteEebruary 2006: “When Yahoo! China in
Beijing was required to provide information about the ustio we later learned was Shi Tao, we had no
information about the nature of the investigation.”

5 “China newspaper editors sacked over TiananmerRaditers 7 June 2007.

% See Amnesty International public statem@ttina: Tiananmen anniversary — looking forward means facing
up to the pastl June 2007 (ASA 17/033/2007).
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the events of 4 June 1989While this has so far gone unheeded, the Chinese authorities
apparently relaxed policies of surveillance and control theés ye allow some families of the
victims of the crackdown to mourn their loved ones in pulilite founder of the ‘Tiananmen
Mothers’, Ding Zilin, her husband and two other members dfm& families were reportedly
allowed to light candles in front of pictures of their chifurie a short memorial ceremony on
Chang’an Avenue, west of Tiananmen Square, at a spot wiageZilin’s 17-year-old son was
believed to have been shot dead by soldiers.

Other members of the ‘Tiananmen Mothers’ group were tbleontinue their annual
tradition of mourning their children at Beijing Wan’an Cemgteoting that there appeared to be
less police surveillance this year. Prior to the anniversaopnd 20 members of the ‘Tiananmen
Mothers’ had also been able to hold an informal seminar imBdp discuss their concerns. This
was apparently the first time the group had been allowed to oegauts a meeting.

Amnesty International welcomes the apparent relaxation poficy that these
developments represent, but urges the authorities to broadapph@ach by allowing full public
debate about the events surrounding 4 June 1989 as an important stdp saearing justice for
the victims of the crackdown and their families. Amnebtiernational also remains deeply
concerned about controls and restrictions that continue ptalbed on other activists in Beijing
in the run-up to the anniversary (see section on human rightdeéesdmelow).

Crackdown on human rights defenders continues

While the Chinese authorities have shown growing levels efante for some forms of rights
activism which are not perceived to threaten the statug®qativists who report more widely on
violations, challenge policies which are deemed to be pdljtisansitive or try to rally others to
their cause are facing heightened levels of abuse.

A number of Chinese activists are increasingly using Chstaging of the Olympics to
highlight their human rights concerns. For example, nyelne, over 2,000 villagers in Fujin
city, Heilongjiang province wrote an open letter claimingttthe local city authorities had
forcibly expropriated their land for development without pdawy adequate compensation. They
used the slogan: ‘We don’t want the Olympics; we want hungdns’, adding that as long as
they have no land or means of subsistence it does natrrhatty many gold medals China wins
at the Game®’ Similarly, over recent weeks more than 800 housing righisgists in Shanghai
have signed up to a petition entitled : ‘Shanghai pewgalet human rights, not the Olympics’
citing concerns about a growing crackdown on petitionedsaativists as the Olympic Games
approach?®

" bid.

8 See ASA 17/015/2007 pp.13-14.,

9 “China Human Rights Briefing,Chinese Human Rights Defendelsne 2007.

%0 Copy of petition on file with Amnesty International.
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Many have expressed fears that abuses against activisteempairts of China appear to
be rising, partly because so much attention is focused om@dijithe run-up to the Olympics.
One recent case of particular concern was the deathaog8ai activist, Chen Xiaoming, shortly
after being released from prison on medical parole. Chen, whiered from a pre-existing
chronic illness, was reportedly stripped naked, physically abausedeld at an unknown secret
location for eight months while in police custody and deniegssto his family while he was in
prison. His family found him emaciated, vomiting blood and baoelgscious after he was
hospitalized in June 2007. He died of a massive haemorrhage on 1 Juj 2007.

A leading figure among Shanghai petitioners, Chen Xiaoming haddse#enced to two
years in prison in January 2007 for ‘disturbing court ordecdnnection with his presence at a
hearing for another petitioner. He was one of seven Chirssests honoured with the 2006
Housing Rights Defender Award by the Centre on Housing Rights antdfg based in Geneva.
Amnesty International urges the Chinese authorities to condfudt ammediate and impartial
investigation into the circumstances of his death with & webringing all those responsible for
acts of torture or ill-treatment to justice in line witheimational human rights standards.

Several human rights defenders based in Beijing havencewtito experience arbitrary
detention and surveillance by the police over recent moptrsicularly in the run-up to the
anniversary of the 4 June 1989 crackdown on the pro-democracy movememrarhphee

On 18 May 2007 rights activi$iu Jia was summoned for police questioning as he and
his wife Zeng Jinyanwere preparing to go on a trip to Europe. According to thelepup
during the six-hour interrogation the police said that tlesre under suspicion of
‘endangering national security’ and banned them from leavagdhntry, stressing that
they remained under surveillance. Hu Jia later statedh@dian was aimed at preventing
the couple from alerting ‘influential people’ overseasuonan rights violations in China
in the run-up to the Olympic Games, citing a police thtieat ‘anyone who ruined the
Olympics would be ground up by the state mechanm$®@n 20 May 2007, Hu Jia was
threatened and beaten by police standing guard outsidgdrisnent when he tried to
leave to buy food. On 11 June 2007, Zeng Jinyan was interceptadtoyns officials at
Beijing airport, who confiscated her passport, preventing loen fravelling to Europe
where she had planned to participate in international huiglts training in Geneva and
engage with civil society groups in other European cowmtiidne couple believe that
these restrictions are linked to a film that they producedled Prisoners in Freedom
City (7%a+ ¢,X®f ) about their lives under ‘house arrest’ in Beijing. Since the eddiud,
the couple have reportedly been allowed to leave theielmmoccasions, but are always
followed by plain clothes police.

Qi Zhiyong, disabled activist and campaigner for justice for victohthe crackdown on
the 1989 pro-democracy movement, was held under tight police llamgeiat his home

*1 For further information, see “Petitioner Chen Xigng Dies under Belated Medical Parolefyman Rights
in China,12 July 2007.

2 «Ajds activist, wife barred from tripSCMP,19 May 2007. See also “China accuses AIDS activists of
endangering securityReuters 18 May 2007.
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in Changping county, Beijing from 30 May until 6 June 2007 awmhied any
communication with the outside world.

LawyerPu Zhigiang, whose blogs were closed down in March 2007, was detained by the
police for questioning for three hours on 3 June 2007 and accompanipalibe
throughout the whole of the next day to prevent him from mgifiiananmen Square to
commemorate the victims of the 1989 crackddfvn.

Lawyers and legal advisors who engage in robust defence evodther activism on
behalf of victims of human rights violations remain a kaget for abuse. This often extends to
other family members, particularly if forms of ‘houseest’ are imposed or if relatives seek to
highlight ongoing abuses:

Defence lawyer and rights activi§§ao Zhishengcontinues to be held under tight police
surveillance in his home after being convicted of ‘inciting stdiea’ in December 2006.
He was taken away from his home by police to an unknown location on 24 Junarn2007
brought home again on 4 July. This came in the wake of nmguptessure on the
Chinese authorities to allow Gao Zhisheng to travel He USA to receive the
‘Courageous Advocacy Award’ from the American Board aalTAdvocates (ABOTA)

at an award ceremony on 30 June 2807.

Blind legal advisorChen Guangchengcontinues to serve a prison sentence in Linyi
prison, Shandong province in connection with his attempts to ho&d &thorities to
account for a campaign of forced abortions and stardzs which affected thousands of
local women. Amnesty International continues to call fos immediate and
unconditional release. On 21 June 2007, the organization issuedeam appeal after
receiving reports that Chen Guangcheng had been severely kiokiebeaten by fellow
inmates on the orders of prison guards on 16 June after hedetimshave his head
shaved® He later told his wifeYuan Weijing, that he thought one of his ribs may have
been broken and that he planned to begin a hunger striketéstpagainst his treatment.
The prison authorities refused a request from his familgite him medical attention,
including an x-ray to check for broken bones. Despite tight@durveillance, Yuan
Weijing managed to evade the local authorities to trav8etipng in early July to meet
her husband’s lawyers and appeal for greater efforts to secare@langcheng’s release.
In media interviews, she referred to her husband’s ogtin@ven after his imprisonment,
saying that he had refused to have his head shaved becauseatsmbol of being a
criminal in China and he knows he is innoc¥nt.

%3 See previous Olympics Countdown reports ASA 17/046/2006 and1A&A5/2007 for further information
about Qi Zhiyong.

> See ASA 17/015/2007, p.21 about closure of several of Pisfhig blogs.

%5 At around the same time, it was announced that Gah&hg was also one of three winners of the Austrian
Bruno Kreisky prize for human rights.

%% See Amnesty International: “China: Torture/Medicai@an/Prisoner of conscience, Chen Guangcheng”, UA
158/07, 21 June 2007 (ASA 17/022/2007).

57 “Activist's wife tells of terror during escape to Beij,” SCMP,6 July 2007.
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Housing rights activistye Guozhu continues to serve a ten-month period of ‘discipline’
in Qingyuan prison in connection with his ongoing attemptsappeal against his
conviction. He had been sentenced to four years in prison ladtéried to organize a
demonstration against alleged forced evictions in Beijingpimection with preparations
for the Olympics. Amnesty International remains setiuwsoncerned for his safety,
particularly following reports that he was beaten by guavdl electro-shock batons
towards the end of last ye#r.

v 59

‘One World, One Dream’ > — a positive human rights legacy?

With one year to go before the Olympics, Amnesty hdé@onal is deeply concerned that the
negative human rights developments as highlighted above noentto compromise or
overshadow more positive moves represented by receniefor the death penalty system or
the introduction of new regulations for the operations d@ifpr journalists in China. In particular,
the continued imprisonment of numerous human rights activistgaurnalists as prisoners of
conscience and the use of police surveillance or ‘housetatce curtail the peaceful and
legitimate activities of others continues to stain @@nese government’s reputation on human
rights both at home and abroad. Without swift action to addsech abuses, the human rights
legacy of the Olympics will be jeopardised.

Amnesty International notes that concern for the legayreputation of the Olympics is
increasingly being expressed by Beijing officials directin @ June 2007, BOCOG Vice-
president Jiang Xiaoyu reportedly promised ‘prompt action [0.fh&t the reputation of the
Olympic Games will be protected’ in reaction to a repablished by PlayFair 2008 detailing
exploitation of Chinese workers making Olympics merchandistuding the use of child labour
in some case¥.In a more positive context, Sun Weijia, BOCOG'’s Director of iMélperations,
recently made the following statement in connection withconcept of ‘media service’ during
and after the Olympic Games:

‘We hope that the concept of media service can be widely acceptedhaftOlympic
Games because it is part of what we call Olympic Legacy [...jusotfor sport events,
other big events, say, Shanghai World Expo in 2010, can also benefit ffom it.’

Amnesty International urges the authorities to ensure dbaterns expressed for the
legacy of the Olympics extend towards ensuring ‘completdianfreedom’ and other significant
human rights reform in the run-up to August 2008. With this in mindnésty International
makes the following recommendations for action over the nexvéwebnths:

%8 For further information, see ASA 17/015/2007 p.14.

%9 Official slogan for the 2008 Olympic Games.

%0 “Games organiser to act on reports of labour abuS&NP,12 June 2007. PlayFair 2008 is an international
coalition of trade unions and labour groups. Their répa@vailable here:
http://www.playfair2008.org/docs/playfair_2008-report.pdf

®L«“Chinese official on media service for Beijing OlymgpicKinhua 6 July 2007.
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Recommendations to the Chinese Government

Amnesty International reiterates its calls for the irdmee and unconditional release of
all prisoners of conscience, including the activists, joustmliand Internet users
highlighted in this and previous Olympics Countdown rep&@tsDongwei, Ye Guozhu,
Chen Guangcheng, Shi Tao, Yang Tongyan and Huang Jingiu.

In addition, the authorities are urged to cease arbitrargntien, intimidation or
harassment of activists who are not formally detainedprisoned, but kept under tight
police surveillance, often as prisoners in their own homeduding Gao Zhisheng,
Zheng Enchong, Hu Jia, Zeng Jinyan, Qi Zhiyong and Yuan Weijingsu&h activists
should be free to communicate with journalists or highligbues of legitimate concern
without penalty or harassment.

Amnesty International urges the authorities to strengteésrms to the death penalty
system by introducing greater transparency, both by ensinandamilies and lawyers of
those sentenced to death are given access to them as welligisteahine and procedural
information about their cases, and by publishing data on thécapmh of the death
penalty nationwide. Following recent official statementst tkleath sentences and
executions have declined with the introduction of SPC rewiesvprganization urges the
authorities to publish full national statistics on the agpion of the death penalty for
2007, 2008 and beyond.

In line with official statements that China’s end goatdsnplete abolition of the death
penalty, Amnesty International reiterates its call on @mnese authorities to remove
non-violent crimes, including economic and drug-related offencas), the scope of the
death penalty pending full abolition of the death penalty in law.

In order to address abuses of the right to fair tmal Bring detention practice into line
with the ICCPR which China has declared an intention tdyran the near future,
Amnesty International calls on the authorities to aboRdi., EDR and ‘Custody and
Education’, ensuring that decisions on detention are no lexgéusively in the hands of
the police. In the meantime, the authorities should takentirgeasures to ensure that the
Beijing police do not resort to such forms of detentionhauit trial as a method of
‘cleaning-up’ the city in the build-up to and during the Olympics.

Amnesty International urges the authorities to ensurettieagreater reporting freedom
afforded to foreign journalists is extended equally todbmmestic media. The authorities
should cease the unwarranted censorship of broadcastapdndnline media in China
and take urgent measures to prevent the arbitrary deten@wassment or unfair
dismissal of reporters and journalists in violation of theintsgo freedom of expression.
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Recommendations to the 10C

The 10C also has a responsibility to promote a poslggacy of the Olympic Games to host
cities and host countri€@ Amnesty International considers that serious human rightstiviaga
constitute an affront to core principles in the Olympic i@arelating to the ‘preservation of
human dignity’ and ‘respect for universal fundamental ettpcinciples’. A positive legacy must
therefore be built on respect for human rights and the rule dflaw.

The 10C sent two letters to Amnesty International, edpio BOCOG, following the
publication of the last Olympics Countdown report in ARGI07. One letter stated that the IOC
has read and noted key points as it relates to the B@jamges, finds the research very helpful
and appreciates being made aware of the findings. The 10Ql atide ‘the 10C remains
committed to doing everything possible within our role as dhganization promoting the
Olympic Movement to help China succeed as it continues thigoigh rapid change. Despite
challenges, we believe that the Beijing Olympic Ganmresaaunique opportunity to open China
up to the world.’

In a second letter responding to a specific requesuftidr information from Amnesty
International, the I0C clarified the status and availgbiiif the Bid Book and the Olympic
Action Plan, two documents which have been produced by BOGOte run-up to the
Olympics. The 10C also clarified that it had no information a tender for a lethal execution
chamber attached to the Beijing High People’s Court whi@as reportedly proposed as an
Olympic construction project, adding that it had no oversighteaoders for infrastructure which
are not related to the Ganfés.

Amnesty International appreciates these responses fronOthe but remains deeply
concerned about the apparent reluctance of the IOC toatakere proactive stance on human
rights issues in the run-up to the Olympics. Indeed, tl&danitial resolve to ‘take action’ to
ensure that human rights concerns are addressed appeasetavéakened as the Olympic
Games approachi.

Two human rights organizations, the International Federéiorluman Rights (FIDH)
and the World Organization against Torture (OMCT) recestlyed a statement of concern over
recent remarks by Hein Verbruggen, Chair of the IOC’s @ioation Commission, that the
Beijing Olympics ‘were being used as a platform for groupth wolitical and social agendas

®2 The Olympic Charter, Chapter 2 The International QiynCommittee, Mission and Role of the I0C, no.14.
®3 The Olympic Charter, Fundamental Principles of Olympisrticles 1and 2. Full text available at:
http://multimedia.olympic.org/pdf/en_report 122.pdf

¢4 Amnesty International had previously raised concebesitthis proposed project, see for exampkple’s
Republic of China: The Olympics countdown - three years of human rabten? August 2005 (ASA
17/021/20045).

% For example, in April 2002, IOC President Jacques Rogdetsatithe IOC had ‘urged the Chinese
government to improve, as soon as possible, theirdeéaduman rights’ and that ‘if either security, logistics
human rights are not acted upon to our satisfaction tieenillvact’. More recently, however, IOC
representatives have stated that it is ‘unrealiti€@xpect the IOC to put pressure on governments (see ASA
17/015/2007, p.2).
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which is often regrettablé® He reportedly added that ‘BOCOG must take steps to neuysde t
agendas® It is unclear which groups were being referred to, or megate these agendas’
means, but given that this may be interpreted by the &hiaethorities as a tacit endorsement of
repression, Amnesty International supports the request fi@r land OMCT that the I0C
clarify that ‘the situation of human rights defender€imna cannot be imperilled in the name of
the Games?®

Amnesty International considers that any ‘social agendaterned with increasing the
protection of fundamental human rights must be seen assantie$ aspect of the Fundamental
Principles of Olympism with respect to ‘human dignityida‘universal fundamental ethical
principles’ as outlined above. In addition, as their prom@e$iuman rights indicate, numerous
Chinese officials already appear to consider human rightsmefobe on the ‘political agenda’ in
the run-up to the Beijing Olympics. As a key stakeholderaifeguarding the legacy of the
Olympic Games, Amnesty International continues to urgel@@ to raise the human rights
concerns and recommendations highlighted in this reporttigire@th the Chinese authorities
with a view to ensuring that significant progress in humghts reform takes place before the
Olympics take place and lasts as an enduring legacy of thesGantae people of China.

While Amnesty International has broader human rights concerns in China as the 2008
Olympics approach, the organization will be monitoring the Chinese government’s
performance particularly closely in areas with a direct link to preparations for tgenQits,
to core principles in the Olympic Charter and to promises of human rights improvements
made by Chinese officials at the awarding of the 2008 Olympics to China in 2001. Thege are:
the continuing use of the death penalty and abusive forms of administrative detention, the
arbitrary detention, imprisonment, torture and harassment of human rights defenders,
including journalists and lawyers, and the censorship of the Internet.

Amnesty International urges the International Olympic Committee (IOC) and the wide
Olympic movement to work with the organization’s wordwide membership and in spliday
with human rights activists within China to press the Chinese government to delivmepoq
concrete and lasting human rights reforms before August 2008.

t

% “Open Letter to Mr. Hein Verbruggen, Chairman of thertmaéonal Olympic Committee’s Coordination
Commission” by FIDH and OMCT, available attp://www.fidh.org/article.php3?id_article=44&ke also
“Olympics: Rights groups slam top 10C official's stanneBeijing,” Reuters 13 July 2007.
67 «Olympics: Political activists told to lay off Befjg Games by IOGXFP, 5 July 2007.
68 ||ni

Ibid.
Amnesty International August 2007 Al Index: ASA 17/024/2007




