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COMMITTEE PROCESS 

1. The Equity and Indigenous Affairs Committee/Comité sur l’équité et les affaires 
autochtones (“EIAC” or the “Committee”) met on May 11, 2017. In attendance were 
Julian Falconer (Co-Chair), Sandra Nishikawa (Vice-Chair), Gina Papageorgiou (Vice-
Chair), Suzanne Clément, Howard Goldblatt, Isfahan Merali and Sidney Troister. Dianne 
Corbiere (Co-Chair), Bob Evans, Avvy Go and Marian Lippa attended by teleconference.

2. Julie Lassonde and Sonia Ouellet (by teleconference), representatives of the 
Association des juristes d’expression française de l’Ontario (“AJEFO”), Paul Saguil (by 
teleconference), representative of the Equity Advisory Group (“EAG”), Kathleen Lickers 
and Myeengun Henry, representatives of the Indigenous Advisory Group (“IAG”), also 
participated. 

3. Staff members Darcy Belisle, Sally Kang, Marian MacGregor and Elliot Spears were 
present.
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TAB 3.1 
 

FOR DECISION 
 

HUMAN RIGHTS MONITORING GROUP REQUEST FOR INTERVENTION 
 

 

4. That Convocation approve the letters and public statements in the following cases: 

a. Li Heping – China – letters of intervention and public statement presented at 

TAB 3.1.1; 

b. Prawet Prapanukul – Thailand – letters of intervention and public statement 

presented at TAB 3.1.2; and 

c. Xie Yang & Chen Jiangang – China – letters of intervention and public 

statement presented at TAB 3.1.3. 

 

Rationale 

 

5. The request for interventions falls within the mandate of the Human Rights Monitoring 

Group (the “Monitoring Group”) to, 

 

a. review information that comes to its attention about human rights violations that 

target members of the profession and the judiciary, here and abroad, as a result of 

the discharge of their legitimate professional duties;  

 

b. determine if the matter is one that requires a response from the Law Society; and 

 

c. prepare a response for review and approval by Convocation. 

 

Key Issues and Considerations 

 

6. The Monitoring Group considered the following factors when making a decision about the 

conviction of lawyer Li Heping in China: 

 

a. there are no concerns about the quality of sources used for this report; and 

 

b. the conviction of lawyer Li Heping falls within the mandate of the Monitoring Group. 

 

7. The Monitoring Group considered the following factors when making a decision about the 

arrest and detention of lawyer Prawet Prapanukul in Thailand: 

 

a. there are no concerns about the quality of sources used for this report; and 

 

b. the arrest and detention of lawyer Prawet Prapanukul falls within the mandate of the 

Monitoring Group. 
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8. The Monitoring Group considered the following factors when making a decision about the 

trial of lawyer Xie Yang and the detention of lawyer Chen Jiangang in China: 

 

a. there are no concerns about the quality of sources used for this report; and 

 

b. the trial of lawyer Xie Yang and the detention of lawyer Chen Jiangang fall within the 

mandate of the Monitoring Group. 

 

 

KEY BACKGROUND 

 

CHINA – CONVICTION OF LI HEPING 

 

Sources of Information 

 

9. The background information for this report was retrieved from the following sources: 

 

a. BBC;1 

b. The Guardian;2 

c. Hong Kong Free Press;3 

d. International Service for Human Rights.4 

 

Background  

 

10. Li Heping is a prominent human rights lawyer known for defending disenfranchised people, 

including free speech advocates, victims of forced evictions and individuals persecuted for 

practising their religion in Christian house churches. The Law Society first intervened on 

his behalf in July 2015.5 

 

11. Following a secret, closed-door trial that took place on April 25, 2017, Chinese authorities 

announced on April 28, 2017 that Li Heping had been found guilty of “subversion of state 

power”, was given a suspended prison sentence of three years, and is to be deprived of 

his political rights for the next four years. Li Heping reportedly pleaded guilty and stated 

that he will not appeal the decision. 

                                                           
1 “China human rights lawyer Li Heping given suspended jail term”, BBC (28 April 2017), online: 
<http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-china-39741893>. 
2 Benjamin Haas, “China convicts rights lawyer Li Heping of 'subversion of state power'”, The Guardian (28 April 2017), 

online: <https://www.theguardian.com/world/2017/apr/28/china-convicts-rights-lawyer-li-heping-of-subversion-of-state-
power>. 
3 Elson Tong, “China human rights lawyer Li Heping handed 3-year suspended prison sentence”, Hong Kong Free Press 
(28 April 2017), online: <https://www.hongkongfp.com/2017/04/28/china-human-rights-lawyer-li-heping-handed-3-year-
suspended-prison-sentence/>. 
4 International Service for Human Rights, “China | Silenced, disappeared or tried in secret, human rights lawyers need 
support” (28 April 2017), online: <http://www.ishr.ch/news/china-silenced-disappeared-or-tried-secret-human-rights-
lawyers-need-support>. 
5 The Law Society of Upper Canada, “Re: The recent arrest of a large group of human rights lawyers in China” (21 July 
2015), online: <http://www.lsuc.on.ca/uploadedFiles/Equity_and_Diversity/Human_Rights_Monitoring_Group/Letter-
Objecting-to-Chinese-lawyers-arrests-21-July-2015.pdf>. 
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12. The trial and conviction come nearly two years after he was first detained in a sweeping 

crackdown on Chinese human rights lawyers and activists back in July 2015. For the 

entirety of his near two-year detention, Li Heping was precluded from seeing or otherwise 

communicating with his family, and was denied a lawyer of his choosing. 

 

13. In its ruling, the court stated that Li Heping had, since 2008, used social media and foreign 

media to "smear and attack state organs and the legal system". The court further alleged 

that he had used foreign funds to "interfere in high-profile cases" and colluded with several 

people "harbouring subversive ideas", including lawyers and those "involved in illegal 

religious activities". 

 

14. Although Chinese authorities have cited the involvement of state secrets as the reason for 

conducting Li Heping’s trial in secret and behind closed doors, human rights organizations 

such as Amnesty International believe that the real reason for the furtiveness surrounding 

the trial was the fact that the allegations against Li Heping were "groundless and weak". 

Moreover, notwithstanding that the suspension of the sentence means that he would, in all 

likelihood, not serve any additional prison time, the court’s decision almost certainly marks 

the beginning of a long period of surveillance and control for Li Heping and his family. 

According to human rights groups, several human rights activists who, like Li Heping, 

received suspended sentences disappeared shortly after they were released, with some 

forced to undergo months of political education classes before being placed under house 

arrest by local police. 

 

 

THAILAND – ARREST AND DETENTION OF PRAWET PRAPANUKUL 

 

Sources of Information 

 

15. The background information for this report was retrieved from the following sources: 

 

a. Bangkok Post;6 

b. Human Rights Watch;7 and 

c. Reuters.8 

 

Background  

 

16. Prawet Prapanukul is a prominent human rights lawyer and critic of the Thai monarchy. He 

provided legal assistance to members of the United Front for Democracy Against 

Dictatorship (“UDD”) – also known as the “Red Shirts” – in cases related to political 

                                                           
6 “Rights group slams six arrests”, Bangkok Post (5 May 2017), online: 
<http://www.bangkokpost.com/news/crime/1243706/rights-group-slams-six-arrests>. 
7 Human Rights Watch, “Thailand: Rights Lawyer Feared ‘Disappeared’” (2 May 2017), online: 
<https://www.hrw.org/news/2017/05/02/thailand-rights-lawyer-feared-disappeared>. 
8 Amy Sawitta Lefevre, “Thai rights lawyer faces up to 150 years in prison for royal insult”, Reuters (4 May 2017), online: 
<http://www.reuters.com/article/us-thailand-rights-idUSKBN18007Y?il=0>. 
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confrontations which took place in 2010. He also served as defence counsel for a critic of 

the monarchy, Daranee Charnchoengsilpakul, who was convicted for committing lese 

majeste (insulting the monarchy or “royal insult”). The law against royal insult is frequently 

invoked by the ruling military junta to suppress any speech or opinion it finds objectionable. 

 

17. On April 29, 2017, officers of the ruling National Council for Peace and Order (“NCPO”) 

junta, together with soldiers from the 1st Infantry Division and police officers from 

Bangkok’s Bang Khen Police Station, carried out a morning raid on Prawet Prapanukul’s 

home in Bangkok. Sources indicate that his computers, hard drives, flash drives, mobile 

telephones, CDs containing political programs, and various political T-shirts were 

confiscated. 

 

18. On May 3, 2017, Prawet Prapanukul appeared in a Bangkok court and was charged with 

ten counts of royal insult and three counts of sedition. He is accused of posting ten 

messages which insulted the monarchy and three messages with content believed to have 

instigated (or be capable of instigating) social disorder. Prawet Prapanukul has denied 

these allegations; however, if convicted, he could face more than 150 years in prison.  

 

19. Prawet Prapanukul is currently being held in pre-trial detention at a Bangkok remand 

prison. Prior to this and immediately following his arrest, he was held incommunicado at 

the 11th Army Circle base in Bangkok, a facility used as a temporary prison by the military.  

 

20. Since Thailand's military seized power from an elected civilian government in a May 2014 

coup, the military junta has detained hundreds of politicians, activists, journalists, and 

others accused of being involved in anti-junta protests and activities, supporting the 

deposed civilian government of former Prime Minister Yingluck Shinawatra, or 

disrespecting or offending the monarchy. Contrary to the junta’s claims that military units 

always follow due process requirements when arresting and detaining individuals, many 

detainees have reported that security personnel mistreated them during their arrests, 

locked them up incommunicado in military camps, and interrogated them without providing 

access to lawyers. 

 

21. NCPO Orders 3/2015 and 13/2016 empower military authorities to secretly detain people 

for up to seven days without charge, and to interrogate them without access to lawyers or 

safeguards against mistreatment. Although the junta has repeatedly dismissed allegations 

that soldiers have tortured detainees, it has failed to provide any evidence that would 

support its claims to the contrary. 

 

 

CHINA – TRIAL OF XIE YANG AND DETENTION OF CHEN JIANGANG 

 

Sources of Information 

 

22. The background information for this report was retrieved from the following sources: 
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a. BBC;9 

b. The Globe and Mail;10 

c. Hong Kong Free Press;11 

d. The New York Times;12 

e. Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights (“OHCHR”);13 

and 

f. Radio Free Asia;14 

g. Reuters.15 

 

Background  

 

Xie Yang 

 

23. Xie Yang is a prominent human rights lawyer known for his work on politically sensitive 

cases. He was one of the several hundred legal professionals and activists detained by 

Chinese authorities during the “709 crackdown” in the summer of 2015. The Law Society 

first intervened on his behalf in July 2015.16 

 

24. Xie Yang has been accused of conspiring with people inside and outside China to distort 

incidents of police brutality in order to “subvert state power, overthrow the socialist system 

and harm national security and social stability”. At his trial, which took place on May 8, 

2017 at the Changsha Intermediate People's Court, he pleaded guilty to charges of 

"inciting subversion of state power” and “disrupting court order" and acknowledged that he 

had been “brainwashed” into wanting to “overthrow the existing system and develop 

Western constitutionalism in China”. 

 

25. Xie Yang is also purported to have told the court that his rights had been fully protected by 

both the police and the prosecution, and that he had not been tortured or otherwise forced 

into confessing. These statements are at odds with previous reports given by Xie Yang to 

his lawyers earlier this year that police had subjected him to extensive sleep deprivation, 

prolonged interrogations, beatings and death threats, all of which were designed to compel 

a confession and to get him to incriminate his colleagues. It should also be noted that Xie 

                                                           
9 “China human rights lawyer Xie Yang 'admits being brainwashed'”, BBC (8 May 2017), online: 
<http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-china-39843680>. 
10 Nathan Vanderklippe, “China forces lawyer on 3,000-kilometre road trip, raising new questions about justice”, The 
Globe and Mail (8 May 2017), online: <http://www.theglobeandmail.com/news/world/china-forces-lawyer-on-3000-
kilometre-road-trip-raising-new-questions-about-justice/article34917261/>. 
11 “China dismisses UN criticism of lawyer’s detention as ‘interference’”, Hong Kong Free Press (9 May 2017), online: 
<https://www.hongkongfp.com/2017/05/09/china-dismisses-un-criticism-lawyers-detention-interference/>. 
12 “Chinese Lawyer Xie Yang Pleads Guilty in Subversion Trial”, The New York Times (8 May 2017), online: 
<https://www.nytimes.com/aponline/2017/05/08/world/asia/ap-as-china-lawyer-trial.html?ref=oembed>. 
13 Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights, “Press briefing notes on China” (5 May 2017), 
online: <http://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=21587&LangID=E>. 
14 “Chinese Rights Lawyer 'Released' After Guilty Plea During Subversion Trial”, Radio Free Asia (8 May 2017), online: 
<http://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/released-05082017105829.html>. 
15 “U.N. denounces China crackdown on lawyers, seeks release”, Reuters (5 May 2017), online: 
<http://www.reuters.com/article/us-china-rights-un-idUSKBN18111D?il=0>. 
16 The Law Society of Upper Canada, “Re: The recent arrest of a large group of human rights lawyers in China” (21 July 
2015), online: <http://www.lsuc.on.ca/uploadedFiles/Equity_and_Diversity/Human_Rights_Monitoring_Group/Letter-
Objecting-to-Chinese-lawyers-arrests-21-July-2015.pdf>. 
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Yang himself wrote in a handwritten declaration dated January 13, 2016: “If, one day in the 

future, I do confess – whether in writing or on camera or on tape – that will not be the true 

expression of my own mind. It may be because I’ve been subjected to prolonged torture.” 

 

26. Xie Yang’s trial was held without advance notice to the public; it was concluded within a 

few hours and no witnesses were called. Foreign journalists have not been able to verify 

the court transcripts, and Xie Yang's wife, Chen Guiqiu, has called the trial a “sham”. 

 

Chen Jiangang 

 

27. Chen Jiangang was Xie Yang’s lawyer before a court in Changsha denied Xie Yang his 

choice of representation and provided government-appointed lawyers instead. That said, 

even though he was no longer representing Xie Yang, Chen Jiangang has remained vocal 

on Xie Yang’s case. For instance, in March 2017, he publicized the allegations made by 

Xie Yang and several other detained lawyers of ill-treatment and torture in police custody. 

 

28. On May 3, 2017, while on vacation with his family in the remote southwestern province of 

Yunnan, Chen Jiangang was detained by several dozen armed security forces and forced 

to drive back to Beijing under police escort comprised of two members of China’s secret 

police and an official of the Beijing Municipal Bureau of Justice. 

 

29. Although it would appear that Chen Jiangang is not currently subject to ongoing detention, 

he and those close to him have expressed concerns that, like his former client, he too may 

"lose his freedom" and be coerced into self-incrimination. 
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TAB 3.1.1

PROPOSED LETTERS OF INTERVENTION AND PUBLIC STATEMENT

LI HEPING

H.E. Xi Jinping
President of the People's Republic of China
State Council General Office
2 Fuyoujie
Xichengqu
Beijingshi 100017
People’s Republic of China

Your Excellency:

Re: Conviction of lawyer Li Heping

I write on behalf of the Law Society of Upper Canada* to voice our grave concern over the 
conviction of lawyer Li Heping. When serious issues of apparent injustice to lawyers and the 
judiciary come to our attention, we speak out.

Li Heping is a prominent human rights lawyer known for defending disenfranchised people, 
including free speech advocates, victims of forced evictions and individuals persecuted for 
practising their religion in Christian house churches. The Law Society first intervened on his 
behalf in July 2015.

It has come to the Law Society’s attention that following a secret, closed-door trial that took 
place on April 25, 2017, Chinese authorities announced on April 28, 2017 that Li Heping had 
been found guilty of “subversion of state power”, was given a suspended prison sentence of 
three years, and is to be deprived of his political rights for the next four years. Li Heping 
reportedly pleaded guilty and stated that he will not appeal the decision.

The trial and conviction come nearly two years after he was first detained in a sweeping 
crackdown on Chinese human rights lawyers and activists back in July 2015. For the entirety of 
his near two-year detention, Li Heping was precluded from seeing or otherwise communicating 
with his family, and was denied a lawyer of his choosing.

In its ruling, the court stated that Li Heping had, since 2008, used social media and foreign 
media to "smear and attack state organs and the legal system". The court further alleged that he 
had used foreign funds to "interfere in high-profile cases" and colluded with several people 
"harbouring subversive ideas", including lawyers and those "involved in illegal religious 
activities".
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Although Chinese authorities have cited the involvement of state secrets as the reason for 
conducting Li Heping’s trial in secret and behind closed doors, human rights organizations such 
as Amnesty International believe that the real reason for the furtiveness surrounding the trial 
was the fact that the allegations against Li Heping were "groundless and weak". Moreover, 
notwithstanding that the suspension of the sentence means that he would, in all likelihood, not 
serve any additional prison time, the court’s decision almost certainly marks the beginning of a 
long period of surveillance and control for Li Heping and his family. According to human rights 
groups, several human rights activists who, like Li Heping, received suspended sentences 
disappeared shortly after they were released, with some forced to undergo months of political 
education classes before being placed under house arrest by local police.

The Law Society is deeply concerned about Li Heping’s situation and urges Your Excellency to 
comply with China’s obligations under international human rights laws, including the United 
Nations’ Basic Principles on the Role of Lawyers.

Article 16 of the Basic Principles on the Role of Lawyers states:

Governments shall ensure that lawyers (a) are able to perform all of their 
professional functions without intimidation, hindrance, harassment or 
improper interference; (b) are able to travel and to consult with their clients 
freely both within their own country and abroad; and (c) shall not suffer, or 
be threatened with, prosecution or administrative, economics or other 
sanctions for any action taken in accordance with recognized professional 
duties, standards and ethics.

Article 17 states:

Where the security of lawyers is threatened as a result of discharging their 
functions, they shall be adequately safeguarded by the authorities.

Article 18 states:

Lawyers shall not be identified with their clients or their clients' causes as 
a result of discharging their functions.

Furthermore, Article 23 provides:

Lawyers like other citizens are entitled to freedom of expression, belief, association 
and assembly. In particular, they shall have the right to take part in public discussion 
of matters concerning the law, the administration of justice and the promotion and 
protection of human rights and to join or form local, national or international 
organizations and attend their meetings, without suffering professional restrictions 
by reason of their lawful action or their membership in a lawful organization.
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The Law Society urges the Government of China to:

a. immediately and unconditionally vacate the conviction rendered against Li 
Heping;

b. immediately and unconditionally release Li Heping, if he has not already been 
released;

c. put an end to all acts of harassment against Li Heping and all other human rights 
lawyers in China;

d. guarantee in all circumstances the physical and psychological integrity of Li 
Heping;

e. ensure that all lawyers in China can carry out their professional duties and
activities without fear of reprisals, physical violence or other human rights 
violations; and 

f. ensure in all circumstances respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms 
in accordance with international human rights standards and international 
instruments.

Yours truly,

Paul B. Schabas
Treasurer

*The Law Society of Upper Canada is the governing body for more than 50,000 lawyers and 
8,000 paralegals in the province of Ontario, Canada. The Treasurer is the head of the Law 
Society.

The mandate of the Law Society is to govern the legal profession in the public interest by 
upholding the independence, integrity and honour of the legal profession for the purpose of 
advancing the cause of justice and the rule of law.

cc:
Ambassador Luo Zhaohui
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Embassy of the People’s Republic of China in Canada
515 St. Patrick Street
Ottawa, Ontario
K1N 5H3
Fax: (613) 789-1911
Email: chinaemb_ca@mfa.gov.cn

All China Lawyers Association
5th Floor Qinglan Mansion
No 24 Dongsi Shitiao
Dongsheng District
Beijing 100007, China
Tel: +86 (10) 6406 0212
Email: cilec@public.bta.net.cn

The Honourable Chrystia Freeland
Minister of Foreign Affairs
125 Sussex Drive
Ottawa, Ontario
K1A 0G2
Email: chrystia.freeland@international.gc.ca

Alex Neve, Secretary General, Amnesty International Canada

Andrew Anderson, Executive Director, Front Line Defenders

Emma Achili, Head of European Union Office, Front Line Defenders

Kenneth Roth, Executive Director, Human Rights Watch

Wang Junfeng, All China Lawyers Association

Albert Ho Chun Yan, Chairperson, China Human Rights Lawyers Concern Group

Adrie van de Streek, Executive Director, Lawyers for Lawyers

David F. Sutherland, Chair, Lawyers’ Rights Watch Canada

Hina Jilani, President, Observatory for the Protection of Human Rights Defenders

Michel Forst, Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights defenders, Office of 
the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights
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Mónica Pinto, Special Rapporteur of the Human Council on the independence of judges 
and lawyers, Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights

Marina Brilman, International Human Rights Policy Adviser, The Law Society of England 
and Wales
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Proposed Letter to Lawyers’ Associations

Dear [Name],  

Re: Conviction of lawyer Li Heping in China

I write to inform you that on the advice of the Human Rights Monitoring Group*, the Law Society 
of Upper Canada sent the attached letter to President Xi Jinping, the President of the People’s 
Republic of China, expressing our deep concern over reports of the conviction of lawyer Li 
Heping.

We would be very interested in hearing from you in regard to the situation noted in the attached 
letter, whether your organization has intervened in this matter and whether we have 
misapprehended any of the facts in this case. Any further information you may have about the 
case would also be welcome.

Please forward any further correspondence to the attention of Ekua Quansah, Policy Counsel, 
The Law Society of Upper Canada, 130 Queen St. West, Toronto, Ontario, Canada, M5H 2N6 
or to equansah@lsuc.on.ca.

I thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Teresa Donnelly
Chair, Human Rights Monitoring Group

* The Law Society of Upper Canada is the governing body for more than 50,000 lawyers and 
8,000 paralegals in the province of Ontario, Canada. The Law Society is committed to 
preserving the rule of law and to the maintenance of an independent Bar. Due to this 
commitment, the Law Society established a Human Rights Monitoring Group (“Monitoring 
Group”). The Monitoring Group has a mandate to review information of human rights violations 
targeting, as a result of the discharge of their legitimate professional duties, members of the 
legal profession and the judiciary in Canada and abroad. The Human Rights Monitoring Group 
reviews such information and determines if a response is required of the Law Society.

Letter to be sent to:

o Alex Neve, Secretary General, Amnesty International Canada

o Andrew Anderson, Executive Director, Front Line Defenders
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o Emma Achili, Head of European Union Office, Front Line Defenders

o Kenneth Roth, Executive Director, Human Rights Watch

o Wang Junfeng, All China Lawyers Association

o Albert Ho Chun Yan, Chairperson, China Human Rights Lawyers Concern Group

o Adrie van de Streek, Executive Director, Lawyers for Lawyers

o David F. Sutherland, Chair, Lawyers’ Rights Watch Canada

o Hina Jilani, President, Observatory for the Protection of Human Rights Defenders

o Michel Forst, Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights defenders, 
Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights

o Mónica Pinto, Special Rapporteur of the Human Council on the independence of 
judges and lawyers, Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human 
Rights

o Marina Brilman, International Human Rights Policy Adviser, The Law Society of 
England and Wales
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PROPOSED PUBLIC STATEMENT

The Law Society of Upper Canada expresses grave concern about the conviction of 
lawyer Li Heping in China

Toronto, ON — The Law Society of Upper Canada expresses grave concern about the 
conviction of lawyer Li Heping in China.

Li Heping is a prominent human rights lawyer known for defending disenfranchised people, 
including free speech advocates, victims of forced evictions and individuals persecuted for 
practising their religion in Christian house churches. The Law Society first intervened on his 
behalf in July 2015.

It has come to the Law Society’s attention that following a secret, closed-door trial that took 
place on April 25, 2017, Chinese authorities announced on April 28, 2017 that Li Heping had 
been found guilty of “subversion of state power”, was given a suspended prison sentence of
three years, and is to be deprived of his political rights for the next four years. Li Heping 
reportedly pleaded guilty and stated that he will not appeal the decision.

The trial and conviction come nearly two years after he was first detained in a sweeping 
crackdown on Chinese human rights lawyers and activists back in July 2015. For the entirety of
his near two-year detention, Li Heping was precluded from seeing or otherwise communicating 
with his family, and was denied a lawyer of his choosing.

In its ruling, the court stated that Li Heping had, since 2008, used social media and foreign 
media to "smear and attack state organs and the legal system". The court further alleged that he 
had used foreign funds to "interfere in high-profile cases" and colluded with several people 
"harbouring subversive ideas", including lawyers and those "involved in illegal religious 
activities".

Although Chinese authorities have cited the involvement of state secrets as the reason for 
conducting Li Heping’s trial in secret and behind closed doors, human rights organizations such 
as Amnesty International believe that the real reason for the furtiveness surrounding the trial 
was the fact that the allegations against Li Heping were "groundless and weak". Moreover, 
notwithstanding that the suspension of the sentence means that he would, in all likelihood, not 
serve any additional prison time, the court’s decision almost certainly marks the beginning of a
long period of surveillance and control for Li Heping and his family. According to human rights 
groups, several human rights activists who, like Li Heping, received suspended sentences 
disappeared shortly after they were released, with some forced to undergo months of political 
education classes before being placed under house arrest by local police.

The Law Society is deeply concerned about Li Heping’s situation and urges the Government of 
China to comply with China’s obligations under international human rights laws, including the 
United Nations’ Basic Principles on the Role of Lawyers.
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Article 16 of the Basic Principles on the Role of Lawyers states:

Governments shall ensure that lawyers (a) are able to perform all of their 
professional functions without intimidation, hindrance, harassment or 
improper interference; (b) are able to travel and to consult with their clients 
freely both within their own country and abroad; and (c) shall not suffer, or 
be threatened with, prosecution or administrative, economics or other 
sanctions for any action taken in accordance with recognized professional 
duties, standards and ethics.

Article 17 states:

Where the security of lawyers is threatened as a result of discharging their 
functions, they shall be adequately safeguarded by the authorities.

Article 18 states:

Lawyers shall not be identified with their clients or their clients' causes as 
a result of discharging their functions.

Furthermore, Article 23 provides:

Lawyers like other citizens are entitled to freedom of expression, belief, association 
and assembly. In particular, they shall have the right to take part in public discussion 
of matters concerning the law, the administration of justice and the promotion and 
protection of human rights and to join or form local, national or international 
organizations and attend their meetings, without suffering professional restrictions 
by reason of their lawful action or their membership in a lawful organization.

The Law Society urges the Government of China to:

a. immediately and unconditionally vacate the conviction rendered against Li 
Heping;

b. immediately and unconditionally release Li Heping, if he has not already been 
released;

c. put an end to all acts of harassment against Li Heping and all other human rights 
lawyers in China;

d. guarantee in all circumstances the physical and psychological integrity of Li 
Heping;
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e. ensure that all lawyers in China can carry out their professional duties and
activities without fear of reprisals, physical violence or other human rights 
violations; and 

f. ensure in all circumstances respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms 
in accordance with international human rights standards and international 
instruments.
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TAB 3.1.2

PROPOSED LETTERS OF INTERVENTION AND PUBLIC STATEMENT

PRAWET PRAPANUKUL

H. E. Prayuth Chan-ocha
Prime Minister of Thailand
Government House
1 Phitsanulok Road
Dusit, 10300
Bangkok
Thailand

Your Excellency:

Re: Arrest and detention of lawyer Prawet Prapanukul

I write on behalf of the Law Society of Upper Canada* to voice our grave concern over the 
arrest and detention of lawyer Prawet Prapanukul. When serious issues of apparent injustice to 
lawyers and the judiciary come to our attention, we speak out.

Prawet Prapanukul is a prominent human rights lawyer and critic of the Thai monarchy. He 
provided legal assistance to members of the United Front for Democracy Against Dictatorship 
(“UDD”) – also known as the “Red Shirts” – in cases related to political confrontations which 
took place in 2010. He also served as defence counsel for a critic of the monarchy, Daranee 
Charnchoengsilpakul, who was convicted for committing lese majeste (insulting the monarchy or 
“royal insult”). The law against royal insult is frequently invoked by the ruling military junta to 
suppress any speech or opinion it finds objectionable.

It has come to the Law Society’s attention that on April 29, 2017, officers of the ruling National 
Council for Peace and Order (“NCPO”) junta, together with soldiers from the 1st Infantry 
Division and police officers from Bangkok’s Bang Khen Police Station, carried out a morning 
raid on Prawet Prapanukul’s home in Bangkok. Sources indicate that his computers, hard 
drives, flash drives, mobile telephones, CDs containing political programs, and various political 
T-shirts were confiscated.

Prawet Prapanukul appeared in a Bangkok court on May 3, 2017, and was charged with ten 
counts of royal insult and three counts of sedition. He is accused of posting ten messages which 
insulted the monarchy and three messages with content believed to have instigated (or be 
capable of instigating) social disorder. Prawet Prapanukul has denied these allegations; 
however, if convicted, he could face more than 150 years in prison.
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Prawet Prapanukul is currently being held in pre-trial detention at a Bangkok remand prison. 
Prior to this and immediately following his arrest, he was held incommunicado at the 11th Army 
Circle base in Bangkok, a facility used as a temporary prison by the military.

Since Thailand's military seized power from an elected civilian government in a May 2014 coup, 
the military junta has detained hundreds of politicians, activists, journalists, and others accused 
of being involved in anti-junta protests and activities, supporting the deposed civilian 
government of former Prime Minister Yingluck Shinawatra, or disrespecting or offending the 
monarchy. Contrary to the junta’s claims that military units always follow due process 
requirements when arresting and detaining individuals, many detainees have reported that 
security personnel mistreated them during their arrests, locked them up incommunicado in 
military camps, and interrogated them without providing access to lawyers.

NCPO Orders 3/2015 and 13/2016 empower military authorities to secretly detain people for up 
to seven days without charge, and to interrogate them without access to lawyers or safeguards 
against mistreatment. Although the junta has repeatedly dismissed allegations that soldiers 
have tortured detainees, it has failed to provide any evidence that would support its claims to 
the contrary.

In light of these circumstances, the Law Society urges Your Excellency to comply with 
Thailand’s obligations under international human rights laws, including the United Nations’ Basic 
Principles on the Role of Lawyers.

Article 16 of the Basic Principles on the Role of Lawyers states:

Governments shall ensure that lawyers (a) are able to perform all of their 
professional functions without intimidation, hindrance, harassment or 
improper interference; (b) are able to travel and to consult with their clients 
freely both within their own country and abroad; and (c) shall not suffer, or 
be threatened with, prosecution or administrative, economics or other 
sanctions for any action taken in accordance with recognized professional 
duties, standards and ethics.

Article 17 states:

Where the security of lawyers is threatened as a result of discharging their 
functions, they shall be adequately safeguarded by the authorities.

Article 18 states:

Lawyers shall not be identified with their clients or their clients' causes as 
a result of discharging their functions.

Furthermore, Article 23 provides:

Convocation - Equity and Indigenous Affairs Committee/Comité sur l’équité et les affaires autochtones Report

109



Lawyers like other citizens are entitled to freedom of expression, belief, association 
and assembly. In particular, they shall have the right to take part in public discussion 
of matters concerning the law, the administration of justice and the promotion and 
protection of human rights and to join or form local, national or international 
organizations and attend their meetings, without suffering professional restrictions 
by reason of their lawful action or their membership in a lawful organization.

The Law Society urges the Government of Thailand to:

a. immediately and unconditionally release Prawet Prapanukul;

b. immediately and unconditionally withdraw all charges against Prawet 
Prapanukul;

c. guarantee all of the procedural rights that should be accorded to Prawet 
Prapanukul in accordance with his right to a fair trial;

d. ensure that Prawet Prapanukul is afforded regular access to his lawyer(s), family, 
and adequate medical care, if applicable;

e. put an end to all acts of harassment against Prawet Prapanukul and all other 
lawyers in Thailand;

f. guarantee in all circumstances the physical and psychological integrity of Prawet 
Prapanukul;

g. ensure that all lawyers in Thailand can carry out their professional duties and 
activities without fear of reprisals, physical violence or other human rights 
violations; and 

h. ensure in all circumstances respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms 
in accordance with international human rights standards and international 
instruments.

Yours truly,

Paul B. Schabas
Treasurer
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*The Law Society of Upper Canada is the governing body for more than 50,000 lawyers and 
8,000 paralegals in the province of Ontario, Canada. The Treasurer is the head of the Law 
Society.

The mandate of the Law Society is to govern the legal profession in the public interest by 
upholding the independence, integrity and honour of the legal profession for the purpose of 
advancing the cause of justice and the rule of law.

cc:
Mr. Vijavat Isarabhakdi
Ambassador of Thailand to Canada
Royal Thai Embassy
180 Island Park Drive
Ottawa, Ontario
K1Y 0A2
Fax: 1 (613) 722-6624
Email: contact@thaiembassy.ca

Thai Bar Association
32/2-8 Moo 16 Karnchanapisek Road
Bangramard Subdistrict Talingchan
Bangkok 10170, Thailand

Lawyers Council of Thailand
7/89 Mansion
10 Rajdamnoen Avenue
Bovonnivent Sub-District
Pranakorn District
Bangkok 10200, Thailand
Email: legalaid@lawyerscouncil.or.th

The Honourable Chrystia Freeland
Minister of Foreign Affairs
125 Sussex Drive
Ottawa, Ontario
K1A 0G2
Email: chrystia.freeland@international.gc.ca
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Alex Neve, Secretary General, Amnesty International Canada

Andrew Anderson, Executive Director, Front Line Defenders

Emma Achili, Head of European Union Office, Front Line Defenders

Kenneth Roth, Executive Director, Human Rights Watch

Adrie van de Streek, Executive Director, Lawyers for Lawyers

David F. Sutherland, Chair, Lawyers’ Rights Watch Canada

Hina Jilani, President, Observatory for the Protection of Human Rights Defenders

Michel Forst, Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights defenders, Office of 
the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights

Mónica Pinto, Special Rapporteur of the Human Council on the independence of judges 
and lawyers, Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights

Marina Brilman, International Human Rights Policy Adviser, The Law Society of England 
and Wales
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Proposed Letter to Lawyers’ Associations

Dear [Name],  

Re: Arrest and detention of lawyer Prawet Prapanukul in Thailand

I write to inform you that on the advice of the Human Rights Monitoring Group*, the Law Society 
of Upper Canada sent the attached letter to Prime Minister Prayuth Chan-ocha, the Prime 
Minister of Thailand, expressing our deep concern over reports of the arrest and detention of 
lawyer Prawet Prapanukul.

We would be very interested in hearing from you in regard to the situation noted in the attached 
letter, whether your organization has intervened in this matter and whether we have 
misapprehended any of the facts in this case. Any further information you may have about the 
case would also be welcome.

Please forward any further correspondence to the attention of Ekua Quansah, Policy Counsel, 
The Law Society of Upper Canada, 130 Queen St. West, Toronto, Ontario, Canada, M5H 2N6 
or to equansah@lsuc.on.ca.

I thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Teresa Donnelly
Chair, Human Rights Monitoring Group

* The Law Society of Upper Canada is the governing body for more than 50,000 lawyers and 
8,000 paralegals in the province of Ontario, Canada. The Law Society is committed to 
preserving the rule of law and to the maintenance of an independent Bar. Due to this 
commitment, the Law Society established a Human Rights Monitoring Group (“Monitoring 
Group”). The Monitoring Group has a mandate to review information of human rights violations 
targeting, as a result of the discharge of their legitimate professional duties, members of the 
legal profession and the judiciary in Canada and abroad. The Human Rights Monitoring Group 
reviews such information and determines if a response is required of the Law Society.

Letter to be sent to:

o Thai Bar Association

o Lawyers Council of Thailand
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o Alex Neve, Secretary General, Amnesty International Canada

o Andrew Anderson, Executive Director, Front Line Defenders

o Emma Achili, Head of European Union Office, Front Line Defenders

o Kenneth Roth, Executive Director, Human Rights Watch

o Adrie van de Streek, Executive Director, Lawyers for Lawyers

o David F. Sutherland, Chair, Lawyers’ Rights Watch Canada

o Hina Jilani, President, Observatory for the Protection of Human Rights Defenders

o Michel Forst, Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights defenders, 
Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights

o Mónica Pinto, Special Rapporteur of the Human Council on the independence of 
judges and lawyers, Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human 
Rights

o Marina Brilman, International Human Rights Policy Adviser, The Law Society of 
England and Wales
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PROPOSED PUBLIC STATEMENT

The Law Society of Upper Canada expresses grave concern about the arrest and 
detention of lawyer Prawet Prapanukul in Thailand

Toronto, ON — The Law Society of Upper Canada expresses grave concern about the arrest 
and detention of lawyer Prawet Prapanukul in Thailand.

Prawet Prapanukul is a prominent human rights lawyer and critic of the Thai monarchy. He 
provided legal assistance to members of the United Front for Democracy Against Dictatorship 
(“UDD”) – also known as the “Red Shirts” – in cases related to political confrontations which 
took place in 2010. He also served as defence counsel for a critic of the monarchy, Daranee 
Charnchoengsilpakul, who was convicted for committing lese majeste (insulting the monarchy or
“royal insult”). The law against royal insult is frequently invoked by the ruling military junta to 
suppress any speech or opinion it finds objectionable.

It has come to the Law Society’s attention that on April 29, 2017, officers of the ruling National 
Council for Peace and Order (“NCPO”) junta, together with soldiers from the 1st Infantry 
Division and police officers from Bangkok’s Bang Khen Police Station, carried out a morning 
raid on Prawet Prapanukul’s home in Bangkok. Sources indicate that his computers, hard 
drives, flash drives, mobile telephones, CDs containing political programs, and various political 
T-shirts were confiscated.

Prawet Prapanukul appeared in a Bangkok court on May 3, 2017, and was charged with ten 
counts of royal insult and three counts of sedition. He is accused of posting ten messages which 
insulted the monarchy and three messages with content believed to have instigated (or be 
capable of instigating) social disorder. Prawet Prapanukul has denied these allegations; 
however, if convicted, he could face more than 150 years in prison.

Prawet Prapanukul is currently being held in pre-trial detention at a Bangkok remand prison. 
Prior to this and immediately following his arrest, he was held incommunicado at the 11th Army 
Circle base in Bangkok, a facility used as a temporary prison by the military.

Since Thailand's military seized power from an elected civilian government in a May 2014 coup, 
the military junta has detained hundreds of politicians, activists, journalists, and others accused 
of being involved in anti-junta protests and activities, supporting the deposed civilian 
government of former Prime Minister Yingluck Shinawatra, or disrespecting or offending the 
monarchy. Contrary to the junta’s claims that military units always follow due process 
requirements when arresting and detaining individuals, many detainees have reported that 
security personnel mistreated them during their arrests, locked them up incommunicado in 
military camps, and interrogated them without providing access to lawyers.

NCPO Orders 3/2015 and 13/2016 empower military authorities to secretly detain people for up 
to seven days without charge, and to interrogate them without access to lawyers or safeguards 
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against mistreatment. Although the junta has repeatedly dismissed allegations that soldiers 
have tortured detainees, it has failed to provide any evidence that would support its claims to 
the contrary.

In light of these circumstances, the Law Society urges the Government of Thailand to comply 
with Thailand’s obligations under international human rights laws, including the United Nations’ 
Basic Principles on the Role of Lawyers.

Article 16 of the Basic Principles on the Role of Lawyers states:

Governments shall ensure that lawyers (a) are able to perform all of their 
professional functions without intimidation, hindrance, harassment or 
improper interference; (b) are able to travel and to consult with their clients 
freely both within their own country and abroad; and (c) shall not suffer, or 
be threatened with, prosecution or administrative, economics or other 
sanctions for any action taken in accordance with recognized professional 
duties, standards and ethics.

Article 17 states:

Where the security of lawyers is threatened as a result of discharging their 
functions, they shall be adequately safeguarded by the authorities.

Article 18 states:

Lawyers shall not be identified with their clients or their clients' causes as 
a result of discharging their functions.

Furthermore, Article 23 provides:

Lawyers like other citizens are entitled to freedom of expression, belief, association 
and assembly. In particular, they shall have the right to take part in public discussion 
of matters concerning the law, the administration of justice and the promotion and 
protection of human rights and to join or form local, national or international 
organizations and attend their meetings, without suffering professional restrictions 
by reason of their lawful action or their membership in a lawful organization.

The Law Society urges the Government of Thailand to:

a. immediately and unconditionally release Prawet Prapanukul;

b. immediately and unconditionally withdraw all charges against Prawet 
Prapanukul;
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c. guarantee all of the procedural rights that should be accorded to Prawet 
Prapanukul in accordance with his right to a fair trial;

d. ensure that Prawet Prapanukul is afforded regular access to his lawyer(s), family, 
and adequate medical care, if applicable;

e. put an end to all acts of harassment against Prawet Prapanukul and all other 
lawyers in Thailand;

f. guarantee in all circumstances the physical and psychological integrity of Prawet 
Prapanukul;

g. ensure that all lawyers in Thailand can carry out their professional duties and 
activities without fear of reprisals, physical violence or other human rights 
violations; and 

h. ensure in all circumstances respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms 
in accordance with international human rights standards and international 
instruments.
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TAB 3.1.3

PROPOSED LETTERS OF INTERVENTION AND PUBLIC STATEMENT

XIE YANG & CHEN JIANGANG

H.E. Xi Jinping
President of the People's Republic of China
State Council General Office
2 Fuyoujie
Xichengqu
Beijingshi 100017
People’s Republic of China

Your Excellency:

Re: Trial of lawyer Xie Yang and detention of lawyer Chen Jiangang

I write on behalf of the Law Society of Upper Canada* to voice our grave concern over the trial 
of lawyer Xie Yang and the detention of lawyer Chen Jiangang. When serious issues of 
apparent injustice to lawyers and the judiciary come to our attention, we speak out.

Xie Yang

Xie Yang is a prominent human rights lawyer known for his work on politically sensitive cases. 
He was one of the several hundred legal professionals and activists detained by Chinese 
authorities during the “709 crackdown” in the summer of 2015. The Law Society first intervened 
on his behalf in July 2015.

Xie Yang has been accused of conspiring with people inside and outside China to distort 
incidents of police brutality in order to “subvert state power, overthrow the socialist system and 
harm national security and social stability”. It has come to the Law Society’s attention that at his 
trial, which took place on May 8, 2017 at the Changsha Intermediate People's Court, he pleaded 
guilty to charges of "inciting subversion of state power” and “disrupting court order". He further
acknowledged that he had been “brainwashed” into wanting to “overthrow the existing system 
and develop Western constitutionalism in China”.

Xie Yang is also purported to have told the court that his rights had been fully protected by both 
the police and the prosecution, and that he had not been tortured or otherwise forced into 
confessing. These statements are at odds with previous reports given by Xie Yang to his 
lawyers earlier this year that police had subjected him to extensive sleep deprivation, prolonged 
interrogations, beatings and death threats, all of which were designed to compel a confession 
and to get him to incriminate his colleagues. It should also be noted that Xie Yang himself wrote 
in a handwritten declaration dated January 13, 2016: “If, one day in the future, I do confess –
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whether in writing or on camera or on tape – that will not be the true expression of my own 
mind. It may be because I’ve been subjected to prolonged torture.”

Xie Yang’s trial was held without advance notice to the public; it was concluded within a few 
hours and no witnesses were called. Foreign journalists have not been able to verify the court 
transcripts, and Xie Yang's wife, Chen Guiqiu, has called the trial a “sham”.

Chen Jiangang

Chen Jiangang was Xie Yang’s lawyer before a court in Changsha denied Xie Yang his choice 
of representation and provided government-appointed lawyers instead. That said, even though 
he was no longer representing Xie Yang, Chen Jiangang has remained vocal on Xie Yang’s 
case. For instance, in March 2017, he publicized the allegations made by Xie Yang and several 
other detained lawyers of ill-treatment and torture in police custody. 

On May 3, 2017, while on vacation with his family in the remote southwestern province of 
Yunnan, Chen Jiangang was detained by several dozen armed security forces and forced to 
drive back to Beijing under police escort comprised of two members of China’s secret police and 
an official of the Beijing Municipal Bureau of Justice.

Although it would appear that Chen Jiangang is not currently subject to ongoing detention, he 
and those close to him have expressed concerns that, like his former client, he too may "lose his 
freedom" and be coerced into self-incrimination.

The Law Society is deeply concerned about the foregoing and urges Your Excellency to comply 
with China’s obligations under international human rights laws, including the United Nations’ 
Basic Principles on the Role of Lawyers.

Article 16 of the Basic Principles on the Role of Lawyers states:

Governments shall ensure that lawyers (a) are able to perform all of their 
professional functions without intimidation, hindrance, harassment or 
improper interference; (b) are able to travel and to consult with their clients 
freely both within their own country and abroad; and (c) shall not suffer, or 
be threatened with, prosecution or administrative, economics or other 
sanctions for any action taken in accordance with recognized professional 
duties, standards and ethics.

Article 17 states:

Where the security of lawyers is threatened as a result of discharging their 
functions, they shall be adequately safeguarded by the authorities.

Article 18 states:
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Lawyers shall not be identified with their clients or their clients' causes as 
a result of discharging their functions.

Furthermore, Article 23 provides:

Lawyers like other citizens are entitled to freedom of expression, belief, association 
and assembly. In particular, they shall have the right to take part in public discussion 
of matters concerning the law, the administration of justice and the promotion and 
protection of human rights and to join or form local, national or international 
organizations and attend their meetings, without suffering professional restrictions 
by reason of their lawful action or their membership in a lawful organization.

The Law Society urges the Government of China to:

a. immediately and unconditionally vacate the conviction rendered against Xie 
Yang;

b. immediately and unconditionally release Xie Yang, if he has not already been 
released;

c. immediately conduct a fair, impartial and independent investigation into the 
alleged torture and ill-treatment of Xie Yang in order to identify all those 
responsible, bring them to trial and apply to them civil, penal and/or 
administrative sanctions provided by law;

d. guarantee that adequate reparation will be provided to Xie Yang, if he is found to 
be a victim of human rights abuses;

e. put an end to all acts of violence and harassment against Xie Yang, Chen 
Jiangang and all other human rights lawyers in China;

f. guarantee in all circumstances the physical and psychological integrity of Xie 
Yang and Chen Jiangang;

g. ensure that all lawyers in China can carry out their professional duties and
activities without fear of reprisals, physical violence or other human rights 
violations; and 

h. ensure in all circumstances respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms 
in accordance with international human rights standards and international 
instruments.
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Yours truly,

Paul B. Schabas
Treasurer

*The Law Society of Upper Canada is the governing body for more than 50,000 lawyers and 
8,000 paralegals in the province of Ontario, Canada. The Treasurer is the head of the Law 
Society.

The mandate of the Law Society is to govern the legal profession in the public interest by 
upholding the independence, integrity and honour of the legal profession for the purpose of 
advancing the cause of justice and the rule of law.

cc:
Ambassador Luo Zhaohui
Embassy of the People’s Republic of China in Canada
515 St. Patrick Street
Ottawa, Ontario
K1N 5H3
Fax: (613) 789-1911
Email: chinaemb_ca@mfa.gov.cn

All China Lawyers Association
5th Floor Qinglan Mansion
No 24 Dongsi Shitiao
Dongsheng District
Beijing 100007, China
Tel: +86 (10) 6406 0212
Email: cilec@public.bta.net.cn

The Honourable Chrystia Freeland
Minister of Foreign Affairs
125 Sussex Drive
Ottawa, Ontario
K1A 0G2
Email: chrystia.freeland@international.gc.ca
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Alex Neve, Secretary General, Amnesty International Canada

Andrew Anderson, Executive Director, Front Line Defenders

Emma Achili, Head of European Union Office, Front Line Defenders

Kenneth Roth, Executive Director, Human Rights Watch

Wang Junfeng, All China Lawyers Association

Albert Ho Chun Yan, Chairperson, China Human Rights Lawyers Concern Group

Adrie van de Streek, Executive Director, Lawyers for Lawyers

David F. Sutherland, Chair, Lawyers’ Rights Watch Canada

Hina Jilani, President, Observatory for the Protection of Human Rights Defenders

Michel Forst, Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights defenders, Office of 
the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights

Mónica Pinto, Special Rapporteur of the Human Council on the independence of judges 
and lawyers, Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights

Marina Brilman, International Human Rights Policy Adviser, The Law Society of England 
and Wales
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Proposed Letter to Lawyers’ Associations

Dear [Name],  

Re: Trial of lawyer Xie Yang and detention of lawyer Chen Jiangang

I write to inform you that on the advice of the Human Rights Monitoring Group*, the Law Society 
of Upper Canada sent the attached letter to President Xi Jinping, the President of the People’s 
Republic of China, expressing our deep concern over reports of the trial of lawyer Xie Yang and 
the detention of lawyer Chen Jiangang.

We would be very interested in hearing from you in regard to the situation noted in the attached 
letter, whether your organization has intervened in this matter and whether we have 
misapprehended any of the facts in this case. Any further information you may have about the 
case would also be welcome.

Please forward any further correspondence to the attention of Ekua Quansah, Policy Counsel, 
The Law Society of Upper Canada, 130 Queen St. West, Toronto, Ontario, Canada, M5H 2N6 
or to equansah@lsuc.on.ca.

I thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Teresa Donnelly
Chair, Human Rights Monitoring Group

* The Law Society of Upper Canada is the governing body for more than 50,000 lawyers and 
8,000 paralegals in the province of Ontario, Canada. The Law Society is committed to 
preserving the rule of law and to the maintenance of an independent Bar. Due to this 
commitment, the Law Society established a Human Rights Monitoring Group (“Monitoring 
Group”). The Monitoring Group has a mandate to review information of human rights violations 
targeting, as a result of the discharge of their legitimate professional duties, members of the 
legal profession and the judiciary in Canada and abroad. The Human Rights Monitoring Group 
reviews such information and determines if a response is required of the Law Society.

Letter to be sent to:

o Alex Neve, Secretary General, Amnesty International Canada

o Andrew Anderson, Executive Director, Front Line Defenders

Convocation - Equity and Indigenous Affairs Committee/Comité sur l’équité et les affaires autochtones Report

123



o Emma Achili, Head of European Union Office, Front Line Defenders

o Kenneth Roth, Executive Director, Human Rights Watch

o Wang Junfeng, All China Lawyers Association

o Albert Ho Chun Yan, Chairperson, China Human Rights Lawyers Concern Group

o Adrie van de Streek, Executive Director, Lawyers for Lawyers

o David F. Sutherland, Chair, Lawyers’ Rights Watch Canada

o Hina Jilani, President, Observatory for the Protection of Human Rights Defenders

o Michel Forst, Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights defenders, 
Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights

o Mónica Pinto, Special Rapporteur of the Human Council on the independence of 
judges and lawyers, Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human 
Rights

o Marina Brilman, International Human Rights Policy Adviser, The Law Society of 
England and Wales
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PROPOSED PUBLIC STATEMENT

The Law Society of Upper Canada expresses grave concern about the trial of lawyer Xie 
Yang and the detention of lawyer Chen Jiangang in China

Toronto, ON — The Law Society of Upper Canada expresses grave concern about the trial of 
lawyer Xie Yang and the detention of lawyer Chen Jiangang in China.

Xie Yang

Xie Yang is a prominent human rights lawyer known for his work on politically sensitive cases. 
He was one of the several hundred legal professionals and activists detained by Chinese 
authorities during the “709 crackdown” in the summer of 2015. The Law Society first intervened 
on his behalf in July 2015.

Xie Yang has been accused of conspiring with people inside and outside China to distort 
incidents of police brutality in order to “subvert state power, overthrow the socialist system and 
harm national security and social stability”. It has come to the Law Society’s attention that at his 
trial, which took place on May 8, 2017 at the Changsha Intermediate People's Court, he pleaded 
guilty to charges of "inciting subversion of state power” and “disrupting court order". He further
acknowledged that he had been “brainwashed” into wanting to “overthrow the existing system 
and develop Western constitutionalism in China”.

Xie Yang is also purported to have told the court that his rights had been fully protected by both 
the police and the prosecution, and that he had not been tortured or otherwise forced into 
confessing. These statements are at odds with previous reports given by Xie Yang to his 
lawyers earlier this year that police had subjected him to extensive sleep deprivation, prolonged 
interrogations, beatings and death threats, all of which were designed to compel a confession 
and to get him to incriminate his colleagues. It should also be noted that Xie Yang himself wrote 
in a handwritten declaration dated January 13, 2016: “If, one day in the future, I do confess –
whether in writing or on camera or on tape – that will not be the true expression of my own 
mind. It may be because I’ve been subjected to prolonged torture.”

Xie Yang’s trial was held without advance notice to the public; it was concluded within a few 
hours and no witnesses were called. Foreign journalists have not been able to verify the court 
transcripts, and Xie Yang's wife, Chen Guiqiu, has called the trial a “sham”.

Chen Jiangang

Chen Jiangang was Xie Yang’s lawyer before a court in Changsha denied Xie Yang his choice
of representation and provided government-appointed lawyers instead. That said, even though 
he was no longer representing Xie Yang, Chen Jiangang has remained vocal on Xie Yang’s 
case. For instance, in March 2017, he publicized the allegations made by Xie Yang and several 
other detained lawyers of ill-treatment and torture in police custody. 
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On May 3, 2017, while on vacation with his family in the remote southwestern province of 
Yunnan, Chen Jiangang was detained by several dozen armed security forces and forced to 
drive back to Beijing under police escort comprised of two members of China’s secret police and 
an official of the Beijing Municipal Bureau of Justice.

Although it would appear that Chen Jiangang is not currently subject to ongoing detention, he 
and those close to him have expressed concerns that, like his former client, he too may "lose his 
freedom" and be coerced into self-incrimination.

The Law Society is deeply concerned about the foregoing and urges the Government of China
to comply with China’s obligations under international human rights laws, including the United 
Nations’ Basic Principles on the Role of Lawyers.

Article 16 of the Basic Principles on the Role of Lawyers states:

Governments shall ensure that lawyers (a) are able to perform all of their 
professional functions without intimidation, hindrance, harassment or 
improper interference; (b) are able to travel and to consult with their clients 
freely both within their own country and abroad; and (c) shall not suffer, or 
be threatened with, prosecution or administrative, economics or other 
sanctions for any action taken in accordance with recognized professional 
duties, standards and ethics.

Article 17 states:

Where the security of lawyers is threatened as a result of discharging their 
functions, they shall be adequately safeguarded by the authorities.

Article 18 states:

Lawyers shall not be identified with their clients or their clients' causes as 
a result of discharging their functions.

Furthermore, Article 23 provides:

Lawyers like other citizens are entitled to freedom of expression, belief, association 
and assembly. In particular, they shall have the right to take part in public discussion 
of matters concerning the law, the administration of justice and the promotion and 
protection of human rights and to join or form local, national or international 
organizations and attend their meetings, without suffering professional restrictions 
by reason of their lawful action or their membership in a lawful organization.

The Law Society urges the Government of China to:
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a. immediately and unconditionally vacate the conviction rendered against Xie 
Yang;

b. immediately and unconditionally release Xie Yang, if he has not already been 
released;

c. immediately conduct a fair, impartial and independent investigation into the 
alleged torture and ill-treatment of Xie Yang in order to identify all those 
responsible, bring them to trial and apply to them civil, penal and/or 
administrative sanctions provided by law;

d. guarantee that adequate reparation will be provided to Xie Yang, if he is found to 
be a victim of human rights abuses;

e. put an end to all acts of violence and harassment against Xie Yang, Chen 
Jiangang and all other human rights lawyers in China;

f. guarantee in all circumstances the physical and psychological integrity of Xie 
Yang and Chen Jiangang;

g. ensure that all lawyers in China can carry out their professional duties and
activities without fear of reprisals, physical violence or other human rights 
violations; and 

h. ensure in all circumstances respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms 
in accordance with international human rights standards and international 
instruments.
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TAB 3.2 
 

EQUITY LEGAL EDUCATION AND RULE OF LAW SERIES 
CALENDAR 

 
Spring / Summer 2017 

 
 
Pride Month Program 
 
Date: June 1, 2017 
 
Join the Law Society of Upper Canada and the Sexual Orientation and Gender Identity Law 

Section of the Ontario Bar Association for their annual program honouring Pride Month. 
 

This year’s program will focus on the Just Society Committee report released by Egale 
Canada in 2016. 

 
Panel Discussion: 5:15 – 7:15 p.m.*, Lamont Learning Centre and as a live webcast 
Reception: 7:15 – 8:30 p.m., Convocation Hall  
 
For additional information and to register, please visit: 

http://www.lawsocietygazette.ca/event/pride-2017/  
 
 
 
National Access Awareness Week Program  
 
Tuesday, June 6, 2017 
 
The ARCH Disability Law Centre and the Law Society of Upper Canada will host their annual 

event in honour of National Access Awareness Week. This year’s event will focus on the 
Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities and the UN monitoring process of its 
implementation. The program will examine the recommendations made by the UN 
committee to Canada, Canada’s response to those recommendations, and how the UN 
monitoring process provides opportunities to advance the disability rights movement in 
Canada. 

 
Presentations / Panel Discussion: 4:00 – 6:00 p.m.* 
Reception: approximately 6:00 – 8:00 p.m. 
Both portions of the program will take place in the Donald Lamont Learning Centre  
 
*This portion of the program will also be available as a live webcast 
 
Additional information and a registration link will be posted here closer to the event date: 

http://www.lawsocietygazette.ca/events/ 
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