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| mprisoned Taiwanese leaders
Issuejoint statement

On September 28, 1982 Mrs. Chou Chingyd, the wife of
imprisonedlawyer Y ao Chiawen, rel eased aj oint statement by ;

. . . . . Huang Hsin-
four major native Taiwanese |eaders, who were imprisoned chieh
after the “Kaohsiung incident” of December 1979. The four
who are being held in Hsintien prison in Taipei cannot
communicate with each other, but were able to expresstheir
concernstotheir respectivewivesduring theweekly halfhour
visits. The statement was prompted by the four’s deep con-
cern about the Mr. Reagan’s“ Shanghai Communiqué no. 2"
of August 17,1982.

Yao Chia-wen

o

Immediately after the statement wasmadepublic, the Taiwan
Garrison Commandissued abanning order, sayingthatit® ....
was liable to seriously confuse the issues’ (China Post,
October 1, 1982). The Garrison Command al soissued anotice
toall schoals, libraries, newspapers, magazines, clubs, soci-
eties, unions and any other organizations, saying that the
statement was banned and that it was prohibited for any
organization or person in Taiwan to reproduce or publishit.
The Taiwan authoritiesal so took at |east onereprisal against
thefour imprisoned men: they could not receivefamily visits
for threeweeks.

Chang Chiin-
hung

Below is the text of the statement. It is followed by an
explanatory comment by the families of the four men, which _ o
waspublishedin CARE M agazine no. 10 of October 5, 1982. Lin Hung-hstian



Taiwan Communiqué -2- October 1982

Joint Statement by Four Imprisoned Taiwanese Leaders
September 28,1982

“Wearein prison becauseweholdpolitical viewsand principles, whicharedifferentfrom
those held by the government. The authorities consider our imprisonment a political
necessity. However, for the past three years, political developments in Taiwan and
abroad haveconfirmed our viewsand principlesonthefutureof Taiwan. Theauthorities
lack of courageand determinationto beflexible, aswell astheir failuretotakeinitiative,
has worsened Taiwan’ s predicament.

For the past three hundred years, our brave ancestors in their pursuit of freedom have
cometosettleand develop Taiwan. Withtheir innovativethinkingand new lifestyle, they
developed aspirit of self-relianceand built thefoundation for ademocratic society. The
long separati on between Taiwan and mainland Chinahasresulted indistinct differences
between thetwo societies. Unification of Taiwan and Chinaisatraditional desireof old
Chi-neserulers, but democracy isthe common goal of peoplein our time. Aswe cannot
have both, we would prefer to have democracy. Unification without the support of the
peoplewill cause much injury and suf-fering to most of our people.

The history of China has demonstrated that more than once its people established
separate states because of different political ideas. We believe that our people cannot
be deprived of their right to choose afree and democratic life, solely because of histori-
cal andracial reasons. Inthelong terminterest of Taiwan, itisessential that democracy
isput into practice here; itisfar moreimportant and urgent than unification with China.

The authorities have taken this into consideration and therefore have resisted the
pressurefrom Chinafor unification. But ontheother hand, theauthoritiesin Taiwan have
based their national policieson pro-misesand sloganswhichwill never berealized. This
unrealistic policy hasresultedinternational embar-rassment, insocial instability, andin
the degenera-tion of morals. It has also obstructed the develop-ment of democracy in
Taiwan, and has caused othersto question the status of Taiwan and even the value of
itsexistence.

We can feel proud that during the past thirty years our society has produced so many
peoplewho are mature and who cannot easily be deceived. These peoplehaveasked the
guestion: “Weareobligatedto pay taxesandto serveinthearmy. Why arewenot allowed
to par-ticipate in the decision-making process of national affairs ?’
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Modern history shows that democracy is the most ef-fective way to counter the threat
of communism. Autho-ritarianruledestroysdemocracy, anditisthereforeineffectivein
countering communist aggression. We believe that the strongest force in a modern
society isthefreedom of choice, expressed by the peoplethrough voting. Thisfreedom
of expression strength-ensinternal unity, and makes us strong against foreign infiltra-
tion. Itisalsothebasisfor alegal political entity.

Based on our views, as presented above, and because our nation is facing recurrent
danger at homeand abroad, wesolemnly request theauthoritiestoend authoritarianrule,
and quickly return political power to our people. Meanwhile, questions of sovereignty,
the form of the government, national policies and the choice of the national |eader and
other such items should be decided by the people in an open and just manner.

Only a government which respects the wishes of the people will be supported and
recognized by theinternational community. Only if agovernmentisformed, basedonthe
principlesof democracy aslaid downinour Constitution, then will there be opportunity
for democracy to grow and prosper.

We wish to take this opportunity to appeal to our people from the highest officialsto
common citizens to recognizepolitical reality, and let your decisionsbeguided by your
conscience and intelligence. If our own personal suffering can quicken the process
towardsthe attainment of longl asting happiness, security and dignity for al our people,
thenwearewilling to suffer more mistreatment, more misery, and moreimprisonment.

May God and our brave ancestors protect our country and our people.”

Huang Hsin-chieh, member of the Legislative Y uan
(sentenced to 14 yearsimprisonment on April 18 1980)

Chang Chiin-hung, member of the Taiwan Provincial Assembly
(sentenced to 12 yearsimprisonment on April 18 1980)

Y ao Chia-wen, lawyer, Candidatefor National Assembly (1978)
(sentenced to 12 yearsimprisonment on April 18 1980)

Lin Hung-hstian, theologian, Taiwan Presbyterian Church
(sentenced to 12 yearsimprisonment on April 18 1980)
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Comment by therelatives of

Imprisoned “ Formosa” Members
I ssued on October 1%, 1982

The joint statement by the four imprisoned Formosa members was made public in a
nonParty meetingheldinTaipei on September 28, 1982. Right after thepublication of this
joint statement, the United Daily News (Lien Ho Pao) made several emotional and
inflammatory attacksonthejoint statement. The United Daily News presented distorted
informationwithregardstothesourceof thejoint statement, theprocessof formu-lation,
anditsdistribution. In order tolet theworld know what r eally happened, we, thefamily
members, feel that it is necessary that we give the following explanation:

“Firstly, wewant to point out that all people (including prisoners) should havethe
right to show concern about the security of our country, and about the dangerous
situationinwhich our country findsitself. Thisisso, becausethe country belongs
toall the people. Although our loved ones have been deprived of their civil rights,
no one can prevent them from showing their concern about our national affairs.
Althoughthey arein prison, they are still people. People, naturally, have theright
to speak out. And the right to speak out iswhat the Con-stitution of the Republic
of Chinaisintended to protect by every means.

Secondly, withregardtothesource, processof formulation and distri-bution of this
joint statement: it is solely a matter between the fami-lies and our loved onesin
prison. Noonee sewasinvolvedinit. After thepublication of Shanghal Communiqué
No. 2, for one month, wetalked to our loved onesthrough tel ephone during prison
visits. Follow-ing their instructions, we arranged and synthesized theinformation
ex-changed during thisonemonth. Thejoint statement istheresult of thisprocess.
Anyone who indulges in conjecture and hearsay, only shows hisirresponsibility
and intention to create tension in our society.

We strongly believe that our loved ones are not selfish and that they are deeply
interested in our national affairs. In spite of all the attacks and slander they are
subjected to, we will always regard them with deep respect. We believe that our
people and history will givethem afair judgment.”
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Two Six-point Statements

During the past several monthstwo separate sixpoint statementswereis-sued. Thefirst,
aJoint statement on selfdetermination and democracy on Taiwan was presented to four
leading Talwanese politicians visiting the United States. It was signed by the World
Federation of Taiwanese Associations and by the Taiwanese Association of America,
and thus repre-sents the position of the overseas Taiwanese community. The second,
titled Democracy, Unity, save Taiwanwasissued by |eading nonK uomin-tang politicians
at ameetingin Taipel on September 28, 1982. Below aretranslationsof both statements.

Joint statement on selfdetermination and democracy on Taiwan
by the Over seas Taiwanese Communities

To: LegidativeY uanmembers K’ang Ning-hsiang
Chang Teh-ming
Huang Huang-hsiung, and
Control Y uanmember YouCh'ing

From:  The undersigned LosAngeles, July 24, 1982

“Your tour of the United States, your visit with U.S. government of-ficials, senators,
congressmen aswell asscholarsand Chinaspecia-lists, and your discussionswith them
on a series of issues concern-ing the future of Taiwan, have been greeted with warm
welcome by Taiwanese communities across this country. They were marked by your
active participation in the various seminars sponsored by these Tai-wanese. During this
past month, you have tirelessly covered the en-tire United States. We appreciate your
profound devotion to Taiwan, aswell asyour concern shared by us over thistroubled
moment in our history.

Ontheeveof your returnto Taiwan wewould liketo emphasize once againthe concerns
of theoverseas Taiwanesecommunitiesfor Taiwan. Wewould liketo ask youto convey
our following firm position and concern to our brethren.

1 Thefuture of Taiwan must be decided by the 18 million inhabitants on Taiwan;

2. The defendants of the “Kaohsiung Incident” and other political prisoners must be
released. Especially urgent casesarethoseof Provincial AssemblymanLinYihsiung
and Reverend Kao Chunming;



Taiwan Communiqué -6- October 1982

3. Martial law must belifted! So must theban on organization of political parties! Press
censorship must cease;

4. Membershipof thecentral parliamentary bodiesmust becompletely renewed through
elections.

5. Westeadfastly opposethe enactment of the Police Emergency Arrest Power (which
isdesigned to legitimize violations of human rights); and finally

6. Wegive qualified approval to United States arms sales of a de-fensive nature to
Taiwan, for the sake of safeguarding the securi-ty of the people and the future of
Taiwan. We absolutely oppose, however, any U.S. sales of riotcontrol equipment.”

Signed
World Federation of Talwanese Association of America
Talwanese Associations (and 22 regional and local chapters)

DEMOCRACY, UNITY, SAVE TAIWAN

Joint statement by nonParty (tangwai) leader s
I ssued in Taipei on September 28", 1982

The Democratic Movement in Taiwan, which has persisted for the past thirty years, has
finally cometo adecisiveand critical moment. This moment has come asaresult of the
continuous sacrifice and struggle of our non Party (tangwai) forerunners, as well as
under the pressure of the recent political developments at home and abroad. To speed
upthebirth of thiscritical moment, and towel comethearrival of anew era, we, members
of thetangwai issueour joint“ political principles’ for thepublic’ sreview and criticism.

1 Thefutureof Taiwan hasto be decided by the eighteen million peoplewho liveon
the island, and by noone else.

2 Enact national fundamental laws based on the spirit of our Consti-tution and take
account of thecurrent reality [that recovery of themainlandishighly unlikely Ed.];
eliminatetemporary provisionstothe Constitution; abolish martial law; reorganize
theparliament; lift ban ontheformation of new political parties, and on publication
of new newspapers.
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3 Immediately enact guidelines of selfgovernment for the province (Taiwan) and
counties, and for cities which are directly under the jurisdiction of the national
government, so that local autonomy can be fully implemented.

4. Theremust be strict separation between the political party (Kuomin-tang) and the
government. Thepolitical party must ceaseitscontrol of thearmy, theschool system,
election supervisory organiza-tion, public enterprises, personnel department and
media censorship. Publish the financial statement of each political party. A clear
separation must be maintained between the treasury of the political party and that
of the country.

5 Releaseall political prisoners. Stoplegal, economicand social discriminationagainst
released political prisoners and their rela-tives. Stop maintaining the black list of
overseas compatriots, so that true unity of the people at home and abroad is
strengthened.

6. Followtheprincipleof livelihood [oneof the* ThreePeoples Principles’ Ed.], not
only in theory; but also in practice:

a Enact progressivelabor laws, recognizetheworkers' right of col-lectivebargaining
with employers. Implement national medical and unemployment insurance.

b. Eliminatetax on farm land. Guarantee stable prices of grain and set no restrictions
on the purchase of grain. Establish an in-surance system for agriculture.

c. Assist thefishery, forestry and mining industriesto improve work-ing conditions,
to protect the security and livelihood of their workers.

d. Buildgovernment housingforlowincomepeople, and makeit avail-ableat longterm,
low interest rates.

e. Affirmthefree economic system; forbid monopoly of afew financial giants.

f. Abolishspecial economic privilegesfor bigenterprises, inorder to protect thesound
development of small and mediumsize enterprises.

The above are the joint principles of the members of tangwai. We appeal to the
people at home and abroad to work together towards the realization of these
principles.

L R E E R R I
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Resolution and Hearing in the US Congress
Resolution 591 concerning martial law on Taiwan

On September 16™, 1982 U.S. Congressman Stephen Sol arz, Chairman of the Subcommit-
teeon Asian and Pacific Affairs, introduced aresolutioninthe U.S. House of Represen-
tatives calling for the end of martial law in Taiwan. Below you find the text of this
Resolution591.

Resolution
Expressing the sense of the House concerning martial law on Taiwan

Whereas 1982 marksthe 33rd year of martial law on Taiwan;

Whereasthe Taiwan Relations Act states, “ The preservation and en-hancement
of thehumanrightsof all thepeopleon Taiwanarehereby reaffirmedasobjectives
of the United States’;

Whereas martial law is used on Taiwan to deny people such rights;

Whereaslegislatorsareimprisoned, journal sare censored and ordi-nary citizens
have been jailed merely for expressing political opinions;

Whereas the people on Taiwan have proved themselvesin the exercise of local
democraticrights;

Whereasamorefreeand open Taiwanwithlegal dueprocesswould haveaneven
stronger claim to the moral support of the American people;

Now therefore beit resolved, That the House of Representatives calls on the
authoritieson Taiwantoend martial law andtoreplaceit withamoredemocratic,
free and open system that will guarantee the rights of all the people on Taiwan.

Hearing on lack of religious freedom

On September 23, 1982 the Subcommitteeon Human Rightsof thel nternatio-nal Affairs
Committeeof theU.S. House of Representativesheld ahearing on religiouspersecution
of thePresbyterian Churchin Asia. Threepromi-nent churchleaderspresented testimony
onthesituationinAsia, and par-ticularly in Taiwan and South Korea. Reverend Dr. Arie
Brouwer, General Secretary of theReformed Churchin Americagaveagenera overview
of the developments during the past years.
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Dr. Shoki Coe, former director of Theological Education with the World Council of
Churchesin Geneva, presented a statement about Taiwan, while Mr. TongHwan Moon
described the situation in South Korea. Below you find the full text of Dr. Shoki Coe's
statement. Wethank Congressman Don Bonker (DWashington), who servesaschairman
of the Subcommittee, for taking the initiative for this hearing and for making the
informationavailableto Taiwan Communiqué.

“Mr. Chairman, Thank you very muchfor your kind
invitation to address thisimportant hearing. | am
currently knownasShoki Coe. Thisisthenamel have
chosen when | was granted the British citi-
zenshipin 1967. | have been asked to sharewith you
somekey aspectspertaining to the persecution of the
Presbyterian Churchin Taiwan. But beforel address
myself to these issues, | would like to beg your
indulgence to identify myself more fully because |
have had to use, and am known by, several other
names. The cir-cumstances which forced me to use
several names other than the Taiwanese namegiven
by my Taiwanese parents illustrate quite well the
major dilemma of the Taiwanese people. It is an ]
exampleof thedenial of theright to sel fdetermination. Dr. Shoki Coe

| haveintroduced myself toyouas Shoki Coe. Thenamegiventomeby my parentsshould
be pronounced in our mother tongue Ng chiong--hui. Thisishow | am known among
my fellow Talwanese both in Taiwan and abroad. However, not so long ago, between
1937 and 1947 when | wasin England asastudent, | had to carry aJapanese passportin
whichmy namehad to bepronounced asK O shoki. Asyouwill recall, that wastheperiod
when Taiwan like Korea was a colony of Japan, and that Japanese was the socalled
“Kokugo,” thenational languagein Taiwan. Then between 1947 and 1967 | wasknown
by yet another name, Hwang Changhui, becauseintraveling abroad, | had no alternative
but to carry apassport issued by the Nationalist (Kuomintang KM T) regime on Taiwan.
And Mandarin, another foreign language, has now superseded Japanese asthe national
language for the Taiwanese.

Insayingall thisabout my name, | wishto emphasizetoyouthat | amaTaiwanesewhose
identity has been complicated and distorted by theintru-sion of the Powersinto Taiwan
from the outside, and this unsatisfactory situation isthe main cause of the problem and
predicament of Taiwan and itspeoplein anutshell. We haveto livein our homeland as
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second class citizens. We have to use our mother tongue as the second class language,
very often with an imposed sense of shame and guilt. In essence we are denied our
inalienableright to selfdetermination.

Asidefrom my personal experienceof aneverchangingidentity, | bring my testimony to
you asa Taiwanese pastor of the Presbyterian Churchin Taiwan (PCT). | wastwiceits
Moderator (in 1957 and 1965) and served as the President of its Theological Seminary
(19491965) prior to joining the World Council of Churches as its Director of the
Theological Edu-cation Fund.

So many of thosewho aresufferingin Taiwan are, infact, my former studentsincluding
our Church’ sGeneral Secretary, Reverend Kao Chunming. They arecaught upinthesame
history of suffering and colo-nialism which | have briefly described. Their suffering |
regardtobemineaswell. Weare struggling together for thefate of our I sland nation and
for thefutureof its 18 million people.

So, in spite of my professional retirement in 1979, | feel privileged to continueto serve
asthechairpersonfor aworldwidemovement knownas" Christiansfor Selfdetermination
inTawan.”

Turning to the question of the current persecution of the Preshbyterian Churchin Taiwan
by the Kuomintang, let me begin by endorsing the inter-pretation and the substance
contained in thetestimony of the Reverend Arie Brouwer which you heard awhile ago.
What he has so ably summarized for you about the church situationin Taiwan today has
been welldocumen-ted, widely publicized and attested to in previous Congressional
hear-ings. | do not wish to recount for you again the courageous statements which my
church has made and the unprecedented level of harassment and intimidation by the
KMT which ensued. The imprisonment of the Reverend Kao is our church’s most
eloquent statement of itscostly commitment to beinsolidarity withthe Taiwanesepeople
and with their aspirations for a compassionate and just society.

Y ou have heard about how the KM T denied our church'’ sright to participatefully inthe
ecumenical fellowship by forcingit towithdraw fromtheWorld Council of Churchesand
much has been publicized about the KMT’s deplorable action of confiscation of the
Bibles printed in Taiwanese, our mother tongue and the language of the people. But |
shouldliketodraw your special attentiontoaninsidiousstrategy conducted by theKMT
in order to split the strength and authority of our church which is based on the
Presbyterian polity under the leadership regionally of the Presbytery and nationally of
theGeneral Assembly. Thereisincreasing evidencethat thestrategy takesthefollowing
forms.
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First, the churches in the mountains which have been the strongest suppor-ters of the
General Secretary Kao and whose church buildings have never been subjected to
property tax are now required to pay property tax. Since these congregations are very
poor, they arein danger of having their buildings confiscated as a penalty of failureto
meet sustained tax payments.

Secondly, through the session of each congregation, which is composed of elders, the
KMT isinfiltratingthe Church by pressuringthecongregationtoelect K M T sympathi z-
ers as elders. The implication is farreaching because the session runs the life of the
Church, including the appoint-ment of pastors and the management of church funds.

Thirdly, the KMT is intimidating our congregations to support special government
legislationwhichwill makethesessionsmoreindependent of the General Assembly. No
doubt you are aware of the shelving, in the Legislative Y uan, of the “Regulations for
Shrinesand Temples.” | do not believefor one moment that thisisaclosed matter. The
legislationwill beenacted onceinternational attentionlapses. Thisenactment will make
our local churchesmuch morevulnerableto KMT intimidation and con-trol, becauseit
will transfer substantial authority fromour General Assembly to eachlocal congregation.
Thisisamatter for your careful monitoring and appropriate action.

Mr. Chairman, | shall now attempt to analyze some of the most important causes of the
persecution of our Church. Itismy strong convictionthat it would beagraveerror toview
the constant intimidation and harass-ment of our Church assimply amatter of religious
persecution affecting the Presbyterian Church’s freedom to carry out religious obser-
vanceswith-in buildings set asidefor freedom of religion. Thiswould betoo narrow an
approach. A moreuseful lineisto recognizethe breadth of the con-cern for therightsto
freedom of opinion and expression found in Arti-cles 18 and 19 of the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights, which also provides for the right to selfdetermination.
Judged according to the broader second definition there can be no residual doubt that
the Kuomin-tang regimefloutsinternational standardsfor the observance of reli-gious
liberty and is among the worst perpetuators of religious persecu-tion in our world
Emphasisadded Ed.].

In attempting to understand the persecution of our Church by the KMT it is most
important to underline the Presbyterian Church’s understanding of itslife and witness
in the Taiwanese society and in the world community. First and foremost, the Church
professes the Lordship of Jesus Christ, which superseded the authority of any state,
policy, or of any regime. Simultaneouswith thisprofession of faithisitsconvictionthat,
inchoosing JesusChrist asitsLord, it must beaChurch of the peopleandfor the people.
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Put simply, the Presbyterian Church, initslife and witness, has consciously chosen to
be bound up in the struggle and the aspirations of the Taiwanese people. This clear
theological convic-tion of the Church has appropriately earned itself the name of “a
church living under the cross.”

Secondly, the Presbyterian Churchin Taiwan isbeing prosecuted most se-verely inthe
past decade becauseit has sought to be the voice of the voiceless, aswell asto beinthe
forefront of our country’ sstrugglefor selfdetermination. Asthe only largeindependent
body with an islandwide network of congregations, the Presbyterian Church coura-
geous-ly responded tothedeep yearningsof itspeopleto beheard, and heeded by calling
for a new Taiwan which must not continue to be treated as pawns either by the
Kuomintang or by outside powers and whose destiny is determined by its people and
them alone, towards afree and just society.

A third, equally important, point in understanding the significance of the Church’'s
position as well as the ensuing opposition, attack and perse-cution, is the almost
unbelievable collusions of powersin their power--politics which have prevailed over
Taiwan and frustrated the hope and as-pirations of its people after World War 11 just as
much asduringtheearlier Portuguese, Dutch and Japanese Colonial rule. Thefirst major
collusiontook placeinthe1950" sand 1960’ shetweenthe pretentionsof the Kuomintang
regimeastheonly “legitimate” government of Chinawhichwouldeventually “recover”
the Mainland and the“ containment” policy of the United Statesadministrationswhich,
initsown selfinterest, prop-ped up the Kuomintang regime with massive military and
economic assis-tance.

Whatever thejustificationsfor U.S. policy may be, theend productin Taiwanisacountry
ruled by iron hand with thelongest martial law regime and apolice statewithits people
the silent majority. The second, more complicated but also more serious, collusion
emergedinthe1970’ sinvolvingtheU.S. and the Peopl e’ sRepublic of China, after which
the Kuomintang lost itsinternational legitimacy and credibility.

During this period the U.S. has been seen to be eagerly playing the “Chinacard” inits
competition with the Soviet Union and China, inturn, played itsown “ Taiwan card” in
order tobargainwiththeU.S. Inthesocalled Shanghai Communiquéll of August 17 this
year, Taiwanisreferredtoasaprovinceasif therewereno peoplethere, and asif itspeople
were but serfs attached to the land, who have no say whatsoever on the matter. Evenin
the Chinese ninepoint proposal for reunification with Taiwan, themain addresseeisthe
Kuomintang, and the terms affecting the Taiwan-ese were made without consultation
withthemajority of the 18 million Taiwanese.
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Mr. Chairman, itisagainst thisignoblehistory of denial of theright to selfdetermination
that the Presbyterian Church of Taiwan hasrepeated-ly had the audacity to break out of
the enforced silence and speak out, not so much for its own interest as for that of the
people of Taiwan asawhole. Against abackground of colonialism, betrayal and power
collu-sion, this audacity is at the same time an urgent appeal to the interna-tional
community to take all appropriate bold measures to enable our people to be heard and
to exercise their fundamental right to selfdeter-mination. The plight of our church
deserves to receive continued concern and attention of the world at large, but the best
contribution that the world can make isto encourage and promote the implementation
of itsaspi-rationsmadeon behalf of the 18 million peoplelivingin Taiwantoday, namely,
the 18 million people, and they alone, have theright to deter-minetheir own future and
thefuture of Taiwan, their homeland.”
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Dutch gover nment and par liament concer ned
about humanrightsin Taiwan

OnWednesday, September 1, 1982 theForeign AffairsCommitteeof theDutch Parliament
met with Prime Minister Van Agt who at that time also served as Minister of Foreign
Affairs to discuss violations of human rights in Taiwan and in three other countries.
Parliamentary membersrepresenting threemajor political parties(CDA, PvdA,and D’ 66)
urged the Dutch government to publicly expressits concern. One party (VVD) wanted
touseprivate nongovernmental channelstodothis. PrimeMinis-ter Van Agt responded
by declaring that he is deeply concerned about the lack of democracy in Taiwan, and
about theimprisonment of political andreligiousleadersthere. Mr.VVan Agt particularly
mentioned the fact that the Taiwan authorities continue to detain the SecretaryGeneral
of the Presbyterian Church, Dr. Kao Chunming.

Themeetingtook placeinthemorningof September 1, 1982intheParlia-mentary building
in The Hague, and was attended by the foreign affairs specialists of all major Dutch
parties. Foreign Affairs Committee Chair-man J.N. Scholten (of the ruling Christian
Democratic CDA Party) reques-ted aspokesman of each party to makeabrief statement
onhumanrightsviolationsin Taiwan, Malaysia, West Papuaand South Africa. Inparticu-
lar Mr. Scholten asked thespokesmen to comment oninformation presented by Amnesty
International (Dutch section), contained in aletter of August 19, 1982.
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In the following we report the statements made about Taiwan.

Member of Parliament VVan W eezel spokefor theruling Christian Demo-crats(CDA). He
stated that there are frequent reports about human rightsviolationsin Taiwan, and that
the Dutch government does have an opportunity to exert a positive influence, because
wehaveinformal (trade) contacts. Mr. VanWeezel saidthat hisparty isparticularly con-
cerned about the fact that the Presbyterian Church isbeing pressured by the authorities
inTaiwan.

Mr. Ad Nuis, Member of Parliament for the D’ 66 party (thefourth largest party) stated
thatitiswellknownthat ‘ thereare severeproblemswith regard to democracy and human
rightsin Taiwan. He said his party regrets this and he urged Mr. Van Agt to express
publicly the Dutch Government’ sconcern about thismatter. He al so requested Mr. Van
Agt to use the informal channels available to the Government to show concern.

Mr.WillemVan Eekelen (spokesmanfor theconservativeVVD party) saidthatinview
of thefact that the Dutch government doesnot recognize the exis-tence of agovernment
on Taiwan it would not be possible for the Dutch Government to expressits opinion on
this matter. Mr. Van Eekelen suggested that this should be done through private
nongovernmental organizations.

Mr. De Waart, spokesman for the socialdemocratic PvdA party (which -after the
parliamentary elections of September 8, 1982 again became the largest party in the
Netherlands Ed.) indicated that hisparty woul d support apublic statement by the Dutch
Government about theimprisonment of political and religiousleadersof the Taiwanese
people.

Foreign AffairsCommittee Chair man Scholten then addressed Mr. Van Agt, saying
that although the Netherlands doesn’t recognize the Government on Taiwan, we can
certainly havean opinion about thesituation in that country. Mr. Scholten expressed his
deep concern about:

1 Thelack of democracy. Hementioned that asmall minority of main-landers (13 % of
the population) control the government, while the large native Taiwanese majority
haslittle voice in the national government.

2. Mr. Scholtenrequested Mr. Van Agtto urgethereleaseof all poli-tical prisoners. He
particularly mentioned Legisative Yuan member Huang Hsinchieh and Dr. Kao
Chunming.
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Mr. Scholtenalso called Mr. Van Agt’ sattention to theresol ution of the World Alliance
of Reformed Churches(WARC) in Ottawaabout democracy and humanrightsin Taiwan.

PrimeMinister Van Agt thenresponded. Hestated that thesituationin Taiwanfillshim
with concern. The central problemisthat the native Taiwanese areruled and repressed
by asmall governingupper layer. Mr.VanAgt declared that themartial law (inforcesince
1949) andtherestrictivemeasuresresultingfromit aresomethingwedonot wishfor the
people of that country.

Mr. Van Agt deplored the long prison sentences meted out to the native Taiwanese
political leadersandto Dr. Kao Chunmingin 1980. Hesaid that these stepsby the Taiwan
authoritiesarecertainly areasonfor concern. ThePrimeMinister then saidthat by giving
this public state-ment he wanted to show therulersin Taipel hisconcern. However, be-
causethere are no diplomatic relationsthis could not be relayed direct-ly, but he hoped
it would get acrossin this indirect way. He said he would carefully study the WARC
resolution.

Committee Chairman Scholten closed the meeting by thanking Mr. Van Agt for his
thoughtful statement. He said he agreed with this public state-ment and hoped it would
convincethe Taiwan authoritiesto rel easetheimprisoned native Taiwaneseleaders. He
also suggested that the Dutch government should bring this matter to the attention of
the Human Rights Committee of the United Nations.
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Church News

TheWorld Alliance of Reformed Churches
(WARC) reports

From August 17through 27, 1982 the General Council of theWorld Allianceof Reformed
Churcheshelditsmeetingin Ottawa, Canada. At thisgather-ing of thisumbrellaorgani zation
of Reformed Churches, the Policy Refer-ence Committeeissued areport onthedifficult
circumstancesunder whichthePresbyterian Churchin Taiwan hastowork. Belowisthe
text of the report:
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“Theland of Taiwanwithits18 millioninhabitantshasalong his-tory inasearchfor their
own selfdetermination. Despitethe social and economic devel opment of the past twenty
years, there has been agreat deal of political tension and unrest. This came to a head
in 1979 with the tragic circumstances arising from the human rightsrally in Kaohsiung
where many people were injured, arrested and subsequently imprisoned.

For many years prior to thisthe Presbyterian Church in Taiwan had actively requested
thepolitical powerstorecognizetheneedfor thepeopleof Taiwantodeterminetheir own
future. In 1980 the General Secretary Dr. C.M. Kao was arrested and after atrial was
sentenced to seven years imprisonment. The charge was based on giving Christian
assistance and care to Shih Mingteh. Other church leaders and members were subse-
quently imprisoned.

The Church continuesto speak out against what it believesto beaclear act of injustice.
Also many people outside of Taiwan who be-foreknew little about the problemsof that
country are certain now that agreat i njustice has been done and want to seeit remedied.
Itisinlight of thisthat we present thefollowing statement and commendto the Alliance
asitsway of making public its concern about what is happening to the Taiwan Church
and people.

TheWorld Alliance of Reformed Churches meeting in Ottawa 1982 had opportunity to
examine the life and conditions of its member church-es. The Presbyterian Church in
Taiwan has, sinceasearly as 1971, made public statements concerning the problems of
human rightsin their country. These statements are both well known and documented
and appear under thefollowingtitles: “ A public statement on our National Fate” (1971),
“Our Appeal” (1975), and “ A declaration onHuman Rights’ (1977).

The Alliance therefore commends the church on its stand identifying itself with the
suffering and aspirationsof thepeopleof Taiwan. Out of itsbelief inthe Christianministry
of love, justice and reconciliation the Presbyterian Church in Taiwan affirmsthat free-
dom, human dignity and theright of selfdetermination are fundamen-tal to the political
futureof Taiwan.

The WARC expressesits support for the stand taken by the Church and assuresit of its
continued prayers. It further believesthat Dr. C.M. Kao, itsGeneral Secretary, alongwith
other church leaders and members now serving prison sentences, acted in accordance
withtheir Christianfaith, exercising aministry of lovein obedienceto Jesus Christ, and
have been unjustly imprisoned. It therefore respectfully asksthe authoritiesfor hisand
other churchmembers immediaterelease.”
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New declaration issued by Presbyterian Church

On the occasion of the fifth anniversary of the Human Rights Declaration of 1977 the
Taiwan Presbyterian Church decided to renew its effort to convince the Nationalist
Chineseauthoritiesto movetowardsademocratic political system. Thenew declaration
starts with aquote from the 1977 declaration “ The future of Taiwan should be decided
by the 17 million peopleof Taiwan” Human Rights Declaration by the Taiwan Presby-
terian Church on August 16, 1977.

The statement then continues

“This is the fifth anniversary of the publication of our Human Rights Declaration of
August 1977. Right after its publication, misunderstan-ding and misrepresentation [by
the authorities Ed.] of our action caused usalot of problems. However, history shows
that the truth will always prevail. Thefirst paragraph of our Declaration said:

“Our church confesses that Jesus Christ is Lord of al mankind, and believes that
human rights, and aland in which each one of us has a stake, are gifts bestowed by
God. Therefore we make this Declara-tion, set in the context of the present crisis
threatening the 17 million people of Taiwan.”

For thepast fiveyears, Taiwan hasfaced aseriesof crises, eachlarger and moresevere
than the previous one: from severing diplomatic relationswith U. S. and abrogating
the mutual defense treaty to Mr. Reagan’s three letters [to the Chinese leadersin
Peking Ed.] and possibly ase-cond Shanghai Communiqué. But our Human Rights
Declaration which we published five years ago has hel ped the enactment of human
rightsprovi-sion andinclusion of security measuresfor Taiwanindrafting the” Tai-
wan Relations Act”.

In August 1981, John Glenn, the American Senator -- who is also an elder in the
American United Presbyterian Church cameto Taiwan and had ameeting with us.
Hetold usthat the Human RightsDeclaration by the Taiwan Presbyterian Church had
greatinfluenceontheenactment of the Taiwan Rel ationsActinthe American Senate.
He said that our Human Rights Decl aration correspondswith the fundamental prin-
ciplesonwhichtheUnited Stateswasfounded the* principlesof humanrights” which
came from the Christian belief. Senator Glenn was, at the time of enactment of the
TalwanRelationsAct, chairman of the Asianand Pacific Subcommitteeof theForeign
Relations Committeein the American Senate.
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Human rights and our land are gifts bestowed by God. Therefore these rights rise
above the control of any political regime in history and tran-scend the cultural
boundaries of any race. Human Rights lie at the foun-dation of both cultural and
political life. Therefore the Presbyterian Church, in observing the fifth anniversary
of thepublication of our Human RightsDeclaration, appeal sonbehal f of the18million
people of Taiwan. Thisappeal ismade under the premise of respect for the govern-
ment of the Republic of China.

Theissue of the future status of Taiwan must be decided by the free wishes of the
peopleof Taiwan. Therefore, at thiscritical moment, wepresent our special requests
and declaration.

To the outside world, we solemnly state:

1 Refuseany claimof sovereignty over Taiwanby Communist China, andreject the
rule of any communist atheist regime.

2. Appeal toal the countriesin theworld to respect the human rights and rights of
the land of the Taiwanese people.

3. TheUnited Statesbearsspecial moral and historical responsibility for thesecurity
of Taiwan and for the protection of the human rights of the people of Taiwan.

Tothosewholiveinside Taiwan westate: theauthoritiesshouldtakethefollowing
measuresin order to strengthen democracy and unity.

1 Hold new electionsfor all the seats of the parliament.

2 All unjust laws which violate our human rights must be abolished; or at least
corrective measures must be taken to restore justice.

3. Release all prisoners of conscience.

4. Lift the ban on the formation of new political parties, on publi-cation of new
newspapers, and the restrictions on freedom of speech.

5. All security and intelligence organi zations shoul d operate under the supervision
of the government and the parliament, based on the principles of respect for
human rights and democratic rule.
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Finally we use the prayer of poets to conclude our appeal:

Webeseech Godthat Taiwan, andthewholeworld, may becomeaplacewhere” mercy
andtruthwill meet together; righteousnessand peacewill embrace. Truthshall spring
out of theearth; and righteous-nessshall look down from heaven.” (Psalm 85, verses
1011).
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Articles and Publications

1. Presbyterian Church publishesbook onLinYi-hsiung. InApril 1982theTaiwan
Presbyterian Church published abook (partly in English, partly in Chinese) dedicated to
imprisoned Provincial Assemblyman Lin Yihsiung, whose mother and twindaughters
weremurdered onFebruary 28, 1980. Thebook, titled“ Throughthevalley of theshadow
of death,” wasissued on the day of the dedication of anew Church building in Taipel,
Easter Sunday, April 11,1982. Thenew churchislocated at theformer residenceof lawyer
Lin(wherethemurderstook place). Thebook may beorderedfrom: Gi kong Church, P.O.
Box 391170, Taipei, TAIWAN.

2. TheChurchandthelL aw; alawyer’ sopinion. Oneof Taiwan’smost prominent
lawyers, Dr. You Ching recently visited Europe.In  the Dutch daily newspaper
TROU W (October 14, 1982) hegavehisvisionontherel ationsbetween Churchand State
inTaiwan. Someexcerpts:

“In Taiwan the Constitution is neutral with regard to the Churches, but the Govern-
ment isplanning to introduce alaw, which would en-ablethe Government to get the
Presbyterian Churchwithinitsgrip. Thereasonwhy theauthoritieswant toexert more
control over the Church, isthe Church’s strong stand on human rights. During the
past twelve years the Church has lodged strong protests against the restrictions on
civil and political rightsby theauthorities, which eventually led to theimprisonment
of the SecretaryGeneral of the Church, Dr. Kao Chunming.

Theformal reasonfor Dr. Kao'ssevenyears' sentence wasthat he had neglected to
tell the authoritiesthe hiding place of aleader of the opposition, Mr. Shih Mingteh.
Dr. You Ch'ingisdeeply dis-appointed that hewas not ableto get themilitary court
tofreeDr. Kao. Themilitary judgesdid not recognizetheright of clergy to maintain
their professional confidentiality. Dr. Y ousays" Imaginethat aminister hasheardin
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confidence that someone has stolen something, do you think the minister should be
arrested and sentenced together with the thief 7’

LawyerY ouCh’ingthinksthat |awsin Taiwan should beimproved, inorder toprovide
better protectionfor religiousfreedom, otherwisethe Churchwill bethevictim of the
political manipulation by the authorities. He says that in spite of the fact that
repression has eased during the past ten years in comparison with the early period
of the Kuomintang regime the present government still does not alow very much
room for different political ideas. Still, there is every reason for the authorities to
respect the civil and political rights of the citizens, says Y ou Ch’ing, because that
wouldimprove Taiwan’ sstandingintheinternational community and woul d benefit
Taiwan’seconomic interests.”

3. CarnegieMellon University report on Chen Wen-cheng' sdeath. Onavisittohis
native Taiwan, Professor Chen, of CarnegieMellon Univer-sity in Pittsburgh, was
interrogated by one of the major security police organizations, the Taiwan Garrison
Command (TGC). Severa hours later he was found dead on the campus of National
TaiwanUniversity. In Taiwan Communiquéno. 5(December 25, 1981) wepresented an
extensivereport onthecase. OnJuly
3, 1982 one year after the murder
Carnegie- Mellon University issued
its report on the tragic death of its
faculty member. Below you find the
full text of thereport:

“The mysterious death in Tai-
wan on July 3, 1981, of
CarnegieMellonProfessor Wen- |
cheng Chen was last summer’'s |
major news story. Chen, a na-

tional of the Republic of China, L ) . .
Taiwan, with permanent resi- Dr.Chen, hiswifeSu-jen,andtheir sonEric

dency in the United States, had shortly beforetheir journeytoTaiwan

returned to Taiwan last summer with hiswifeand oneyearold childtovisit relatives.
Chen’ sfamily hadlivedin Taiwanfor generations. Heshared afeeling of many native
Talwanese that the ruling Kuomintang regime, controlled by officialswho fled the
Chinese mainland in the 1940’s, should share its power. (Taiwan has been under
martial law for thepast 33 years. Mainlanders constitute about 13 percent of thetotal
population).
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Shortly before his scheduled return to the United States, Chen wasinterrogated by
the Kuomintang security policeallegedly about poli-tical statementshehad madein
Pittsburgh. Somehoursafter theinterrogation, and after the policeclaimthat they had
escorted him home, Chenwasfound dead onthecampusof National TaiwanUniver-
sity in Taipei.

Initial press reports quoted Taiwan security police as stating that Chen probably
committed suicideby jumpingfromthefifthfloor of auniversity building becausehe
feared arrest for hisantigovernment activities. Theother possibility advanced by the
Taiwan authori-ties was that the death was accidental. These reports brought an
intense response from Chen’ s colleagues at CarnegieMellon who could not believe
that he was capable of suicide. They noted that he was adedicated scholar who was
gaining increased recognition in hisfield of statistics, and that hewas an extremely
proud father whose purpose in going to Taiwan was to show his child to relatives.
Accident wasruled out asanincrediblecoincidenceafter interro-gation by thepolice.

President Richard M. Cyert [of CarnegieMellon University -Ed.] took immediate
action to ensure that the government of Taiwan was informed of the university’s
grave concern about the violation of Dr. Chen’srights. He sent a telegram to the
President of the Republic of China, Taiwan, demanding afull and impartial investi-
gation of Chen’ sdeath. In astatement to the presshe said: “1 am deeply shocked by
the death of Prof. Chen and particularly by the circumstances surrounding hisdeath
.... Onthebasis of inadequate evidence there seemsto be alikelihood that hisdeath
was political-ly motivated. There should be acomplete airing of the methods of the
Taiwanese police and appropriate action taken by the United States government if
there provesto beaconnection between Prof. Chen’ sinterrogation by the policeand
his death.”

Dr. Cyert contacted Pennsylvania senators and congressmen urging that the State
Department vigorously investigate Chen’ sdeath. Hewasaware, however, that such
aninvestigationcould easily besilenced becauseof official sensitivity tothedelicacy
of U.S.--Taiwanrelations. |naperiod when diplomatic overtureswerebeing madeto
mainland China, American official smight not want to publi-cizeanything that would
damageAmerica sTaiwanallies.

To ensurethat Chen’ stragic death would not be buried under diplo-matic red tape,
Dr. Cyertrespondedtoall requestsfor interviewsfromtheprint and el ectronic media.
Major storiesappearedintheNew Y ork Times, theWashington Post, Time, Newsweek,
U.S. News & World Report and on national television. Frequent articleswere also
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carried by the Associated Pressand United Pressinter-national . Editorial sappeared
in major newspapers including the Honolulu Advertiser, Chicago Tribune, Rocky
Mountain News(Colorado), ArizonaRepublic, and Knoxville Journal.

Locally, Al Rosensweet of thePittsburgh PostGazettefol lowedthestory very closely.
From July 8 1981, when the first PostGazette story about Chen’s death appeared,
through August 22 1981, for example, Rosen-sweet had written 26 stories for the
PostGazetteand amajor arti cleappeared on pagetwo of theJuly 21 New Y ork Times.
Hiswork was thorough and reporters from other cities used his articlesto research
information on the case. The Pittsburgh Press also carried frequent news storieson
the case, including an editorial. (The PostGazette had two editorials.) Numerous
reportsand inter-views about the case appeared on Pittsburgh’ stelevision and radio
stations.

On July 30, President Cyert testified in Washington before the Sub-committee on
Asian and Pecific Affairsof the House of Represen-tatives. He charged that Taiwan
students on American campuses are under close surveillance by agents of that
government and that Pro-fessor Chen’s death could well have been a warning to
dissidents. “Professor Chen’'s death has left every Taiwanese who believes in
democracy and freedom terrorized. If a professor from a prestigious American
university can meet a mysterious death without the cause of the death being made
clear, nostudentissafe,” hesaid. Asaresult of thisand other hearings, the Congress
passed | egislation than banned arms salesto countries that systematically harass or
intimidate peoplein the United States.

Kuomintang officials on Taiwan were very much aware of the uproar that Chen’s
death caused on the CarnegieM ellon campus. Influential people on Taiwan, bothin
the government and academia, asked Profes-sor Morris DeGroot, acolleague of Dr.
Chen on the CMU faculty, to visit Taiwan. After several months of negotiations,
DeGrootand Dr. Cyril Wecht, aforensic pathol ogist, went to Tai pei on September 20
to examine Chen’ sbody and to study the government’ sautopsy re-ports. At apress
conference held ontheir return to the United States DeGroot and Wecht maintained
that “ Chen was a victim of homi-cide, and that his death was caused by being
dropped from an upper floor of the fire escape while unconscious.”

In aformal report that was sent to officials in Taiwan, De Groot made a series of
recommendations. Chief among them wasthe request that the Kuomintang govern-
ment establish “ an independent commission with nongover nmental member ship ...
toreview all circumstances surrounding Dr. Chen’ s death and the procedures that
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were followed in itsinitial investigation.” Nine monthslater, he hasreceived no
official response to these recommendations [emphasis added -Ed.].

On September 29, 1981 President Cyert issued a strong statement in which he
expressed hisdetermination to protect foreign nationalsat CarnegieMellon Univer-
sity fromany interferenceintheir academicfreedom. Hewarnedforeigninformersthat
“wearepreparedtodeal through our disciplinary systemwith any individual against
whom chargesof spyingaremade. If theindividual isjudged guilty after dueprocess,
| am prepared to act by suspension or expulsion of theindividual.” Asone practical
step, heestablished atel e-phonehotlinefor students” who believethat they arebeing
harmed through such spying activities of other students or faculty.”

Dr. Cyert also asked the chairman of the Faculty Senate to establish a faculty
committee”tolook intothesituation and makefurther recommendationsfor action.”
Thiscommitteehasdrafted aSenateresol ution onfreedom of Political Expressionon
Campus and contact-ed other universitiesin which harassment of foreign nationals
hasbeenreported. Itisinvitinganumber of national figuresand ex-pertstoparticipate
inaDay of Political Freedom on Campusin order to discuss ways of guaranteeing
freedom of expression for foreign members of campus communitiesin the United
States.

Oneclear result of the CM U effort hasbeen that the American publicismore aware
of the fear that Taiwanese students experience while studying and teaching at
American universities. InitsMay 17, 1982 issue Newsweek noted: “ Thousands of
students from Taiwan enroll in American colleges and universities each year and
oftenfind that their government comeswith them. Studentagentsof Taiwan’ sruling
Kuomintang Party (KM T) haunt campusesall acrosstheUnited States, taking names
of suspected dissidents. The Libyans, Filipinos and South Koreans aso spy on
students here, but as Stanley Spector, aprofessor of Chinese studies at Washington
University, says, ‘ The Taiwanese seem to put the most money into it.’

Theproblemwashigh-lighted most dramatically | ast summer when Chen Wencheng
[the Chineseform of Dr. Chen’sname], aprofessor at CarnegieMellon University,
went hometo visit his parents and then was found dead on the campus of National
Taiwan University. Although Chen’s death was officially said to be an accident or
suicide, many believethat hewaskilled by the KMT because of alleged antigovern-
ment activi-ties[holding aspeech criticizing thearrest of nonK MT leadersin 1979
and handing out |eafl ets appealing for the release of these leaders Ed.] reported by
spiesin the United States.”
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Postscript by Taiwan Communiqué: recently there were new charges of spying by
Talwan government agents at a prestigious American university: the International
Herald Tribunereportedthat official sof Stanford University in Californiahad charged
that Tailwanesestudentsare* under constant surveillanceand harassment by K uomintang
agents’ (IHT, October 910, 1982).
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Prison report

1. Morenewson longterm prisonerson Greenlsland. Inourprevious T aiw an
Communiquéwepublishedalist of 231ongterm prisoners, most of whomhavebeenheld
on Greenlsland for morethan 30 years. Just recently alittleknown magazinein Taiwan,
named L ife of the Earth published moreinformation on several of these persons.

Becausewe havenot been ableto verify thisinformation with other sour-ces, we cannot
vouchfor itscompleteaccuracy. Wefeel, however, that thisinformation may be helpful
to other personsand/or organizationsin piecing together amore comprehensivepicture
of these longterm prisoners, so we present it below:

Six of the personson our list are from Matou. Their names are:

a  Chen Shui-chuan, Li Kuo-ming, Lin Shu-yang, Lu Chin-mu, Wang Chin-hui, and
Wang Teh-sheng. They were membersof alocal political faction, who participated
in an election in the late 1940's or 1950. Their participation in the election was
apparently not to the liking of the local Kuomintang bosses, who accused them of
having “links with the Communists’ [whichisnow asit was at thetime arather
convenient method used by the Kuomintang authorities to get rid of persons with
whom they don’t agree Ed.].

b. Lin Cheng-ting was areporter for the United Daily News (one of Taiwan’s most
progovernment newspapers), who wroteastory about anincident in 1957, whereby
an American soldier shot and killed aChinese person prowling aroundin hisgarden.
After the incident the American embassy was invaded by a mob (apparently with
some help from the Kuomintang' s secret police see George Kerr’sbook Formosa
Betrayed, p. 410) and partially destroyed. Presumably Mr. Lin’ sreport of theevents
was not to the liking of the authorities.
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¢. LiuChensungwasamember of aswimming team. One of the other members of the
teamwasdiscoveredtobeaspy for China. Mr. Liuwasarrested, becausehehad been
on the same swimming team.

d. LiuTienchaowasaNavy officer.nour previousreport we mentioned hehad passed
away in1981. The Life on the Earth article statesthat it is not known whether heis
dead or alive. Hewasan officer onaNavy ship. Oneday the captain wanted to defect
toChina. Theattempt wasfoil ed by subordinates, and the captainwasexecuted, while
Mr. Liuwas sentenced to life -imprisonment.

e. Meng Chaosan. During the SinoJapanese war Mr. Meng lived in an area occupied
by the Japanese. He became a member of a civilian group, many of which were
organized by the Chinesecommu-niststoresi st the Japanese occupation (particularly
in Shantung and in Manchuria). When Mr. Meng fled to Taiwan after World War 11,
he was arrested, together with other members of the group.

f.  Wu Yuehming. In Taiwan Communiqué no. 7/8 we quo-ted an Amnesty Interna-
tional report that Mr. Wu had beenreleased. TheL ifeof theEarth article, however,
saysthat Mr. Wu' swiferequestedthat hereceivetreatmentinaprivatehospital. The
request was denied, but Mr. Wu wastaken to the Three Military Ser-vicesHospital
in Taipei. Here the doctors declared that his eye disease “ could not be treated”, so
he was sent back to Green Island.

2.SPEAHRhead’ sprisonreportsfrom Chinaand Taiwan. TheNew 'Y ork-based Society
for the Protection of East Asians' Human Rights (SPEAHR) published two reports on
prisonconditions, onefrom China written by LiuQing, oneof China sleading democratic
activists, who was arrested in 1979 and the other one from Taiwan.

Thesecondonewaswrittenby Li Ao, awellknownwriter in Taiwan, who spent six months
injail during the second half of 1981 and the beginning of 1982. Immediately after his
releasein February 1982 hewroteal engthy essay about thethingshehad seen and heard
during histimein prison.

The account had such a convincing ring that the Taiwan authorities found it necessary
tobanthemagazinewhichfirst publishedLi Ao’ sessay. (SPEAHRheadisavailablefrom:
SPEAHR, P.O.Box 1212, Cathedra Station, New Y ork, NY 10025USA).
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Notes

1. Issueno.2of TAIWANPANORAM A confiscated. In September 1982 anon-KMT
member of theControl Y uan, Dr. Y ou Ch’ing, started to publishanew magazine. Henamed
it Taiwan Panorama, and announced articlesonawidevariety of legal, social, and political
is-sues. Dr. YouisaGermantrainedlawyer withaPh.D. from Heidelberg University. In
December 1980 hewasel ected asfirst nonkK M T member of the Control Y uan, abody with
supervisory functions.

Inthefirstissueof Taiwan Panorama, which cameoff the pressesinthebeginning of Sep-
tember, Dr. Y ouannounced that issueno. 2would containlegal essaysonthe”formation
and operation” of a new political party. This proved too dangerous a subject for the
Taiwan Garrison Command: inthemorning of October 4, 1982the TGCraidedtheprinting
shop, whereno. 2wasbeing readied for publication, and confiscated the seven thousand
copiesthat had been printed. Atthetimeof confiscationDr. Y ouwastravelingin Europe,
contacting European political parties and collecting further information on the legal
aspects of establishing an opposition party.

2. Issueno.17of VERTICALHORIZONTAL alsobanned. InAugust 1982 Taipel-based
Vertical Horizontal (ChungHang), received abanningorder foritsissueno. 17. 1t marked
thefifth banning of thisbimonth-ly magazineinitsshort history. Twoarticlesdid not meet
theapproval of Taiwan’ scensors: thefirst onewasareport on adiscussion by American
scholarsonU.S. policy towardsChina. Theother onewasacritiqueonapreviousarticle
called“TheUnificationof China.” Accor-dingtothe Garrison Command, the content of
these articles “... confuses the public’s perception, and influences the morale of the
public.”

et
3. The death of two taxidrivers T
Continued. InTaiwan Communiqué * et >
no. 7/8(August 24, 1982) wereported  ® (e st

onthedeath (after police- interroga- ”)1 = ﬁ@
53

tion) of taxidriver Wang Y ing-hsien.
Mr. Wang had been arrested in con-
nection with abank robbery, but on
the night of his death (which oc-
curred while he was in police cus-
tody) police in another section of
Taipei arrested taxidriver Li Shi-ko,

Thefivepolicemen: " Wedidn'ttorturehim
to death, just ask him!!"
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who confessed that he had committed the robbery (Mr. Li was executed after a closed
trial inmilitary court). Now the Taiwanauthoritieshavebrought fivepolicemen all mem-
bersof the“Larceny Investigation Division” of the Department” (arather apt namewe
must say Ed.)—totrial. They wereindicted on August 20, 1982.

Thefirst session of thetrial washeld on September 9 1982, while asecond session took
placeon September 30, 1982. Atthetimeof thiswriting (October 20) therehad beenno
reports on the outcome of the case. Thefive accused policemen of course deny having
tortured Mr. Wang. This prompted The Eighties to print a cartoon, which you find
reproduced on page 26.

4. The legidatorsare very old. The October 1982 issue of one of Taiwan’s most
prominent nonK uomintang monthly magazines, TheEigh-ties, published aninteresting
articleabout theagedistributioninthethreenationallevel legid ativebodies, theNational
Assembly, the Legis-lative Y uan, and the Control Y uan. The data show that approxi-
mately two--thirdsof themembersof thesevenerabl einstitutionsareover 70yearsof age.
Only around 16 percent of thememberswereel ectedin Taiwan: theremaininglegislators
(84 percent) were elected in mainland Chinain 1947, and have been holding onto their
positions ever since.

The National Assembly. According to the R.O.C. Constitution this body should have
3045 members. Intheelectionsonthemainlandin 1947 2961 representativesfromall of
Chind sprovinceswere*elected”, but the present number (including 49 personsel ected
and 27 persons appointed in supplementary electionsin 1980) is 1133. Of this number,
781 persons(68.9 percent) areover 70yearsof age, while206 (18.2 percent) havepassed
theage of 80. Themajor task of the members of the National Assembly isto elect anew
President once every six years. Asmost of the“oldies’ do not livein Taiwan anymore,
but have found comfort-
ableplacestoliveinCali-
forniaor onLong Island,
they returnto Taiwan on
anallexpensespaidtripto
duly cast their vote for
thePresident. Thissitua-
tionpromptedthefollow-
ingcartooninTheEight-
ies:

Caption: " A Warm welcometo our National Assembly."



Legidative Yuan. This is the main legislative body in Taiwan. According to the
Constitution it should have 773 members, but at the present timethere are only 388. Of
these, 51 were elected by the people of Taiwan and the small offshore islands in
supplementary el ections, thelatest of which wereheldin December 1980 when several
relativesof theimprisoned“Kaohsiung” leaderswonwith largemargins. Some45 of the
388 Legidative Yuan members were appointed by President Chiang Chingkuo as
representatives of “overseas Chinese” and occupational groups. Thus, approximately
292 of theselegislators(or 75 percent) wereel ectedin 1947. Of thetotal of 3881egidators,
260 are presently over 70 years of age. Many of these“ eternal lawmakers’ hardly ever
attend the sessions of the Legidlative Y uan, but do draw alarge variety of benefits. The
Eightiesa so had ahumoristic comment on this matter
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Speaker of theL egislative Yuan: “Wehave an emergency issuefacing us: weask
thelegislature to issue an easy chair for each legislator. Thereasonsare: .... “

Control Yuan. Thissupervisory body isthe smallest of the three legidlative organs of
Taiwan’ sbulky government. AccordingtotheConstitutionit should have223 members,
but presently only 74 members are in position. Of this number, only 22 persons were
elected from Taiwan. Ten memberswere appointed by the President, while42 members
wereelected onthemainlandin 1947, and arethusconsidered permanent members.” The
Control Yuan is relatively speaking the youngest organ: only 44 members (or 59.5
percent) are over 70 years of age.
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