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SateDepartment report inaccur ate

“The human rights situation in Taiwan remains uneven.” Thus starts the section on
TaiwanintheU.S. State Department’ sHuman RightsReport. After readingthroughthe
reportwemust concludethat the State Department’ sreportingon Taiwan’ shumanrights
situation is just as uneven as the situation itself: we found a considerable number of
inaccuraciesin the report.

Below we first discuss the most obvious inaccuracies. We wish to point out that these
could easily have been avoided if the State Department’ sofficer in charge of writing the
report had read hisown documents, or had shown abit morediligenceinreading reports
by the Congressional Research Service and Amnesty International, and English-
language news-papersfrom Taiwan.

In the second part of this article we reprint a number of statements from the State
Department report which, in our opinion, present amore or less accurate picture of the
situationin Taiwan.

| naccuracies

1. Torture. Thereport states (Section 1.a) that “ ..... Prior to the Kaohsiung Incident (of
December 1979 — Ed.) allegations of torture had been extremely rare.”

We may refer to two documents containing information on extensive use of torturein
Taiwan during the ten years prior to the Kaohsiung incident:

a Human Rightsin Taiwan. Hearing before the Subcommittee on Inter-national
Organizations, U.S. House of Representatives, June 14, 1977. This report contains a
considerableamount of information ontheuseof tortureagainst political prisoners, such
aswriter Hsieh TS ung-min and others.
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b. Amnesty|nternational BriefingPapers, 1976 and 1980. Wequotefromthesecond
document: “ There have been persistent allegations (emphasis added) that tortureor ill-
treatment takes place during interrogation and it is not unusual for prisonersto claim
during their trials that confessions (often the sole evidence for conviction) have been
extracted fromthemby force. VVariousformsof pres-sure, including physical torture, are
said to be used by the security organs to make prisoners ‘ confess.’” .....

Among the forms of psychological and physical pressure which have allegedly been
used to obtain ‘ confessions' are solitary confinement, round-the-clock interro-gation,
denial of sleep, extraction of nails, el ectric shocksand severebeatings. Inonecaseit was
reported that gasoline had been poured into the prisoner’ s nostrils during interrogation
in1971......... “

We believe that it should not be very difficult for the State Department to gain access
to these documents.

2. Mistreatment of “Kaohsiung” defendants. The report first correctly states that
during thetrial s of the opposition memberswho werearrested foll owing the Kaohsiung
incident, “ .... there was a considerable amount of testimony from the defendants that
they were subjected to one or more forms of mistreatment during interro-gation ...
including denial of sleep, being forced to stand for long pe-riods of time, threats of
physical abuse, solitary confinement and being forced to eat salted rice, which caused
severe bloating and constipation.”

However, thereport thenincorrectly states: “ Afew (emphasisadded — Ed.) defendants
testified that they were beaten by their interrogators.” We wish to point out that the
U.S. government’ sownobserversat thetrial of theK aohsiung 33 reported that morethan
20 of the defendants said that they were beaten during interrogation: this we consider
not“afew” butalargemajority. TheA.l.T. (American|nstitutein Taiwan) observersal so
reported that at least six of the defendants described their torture, one of them bringing
abloodied piece of underwear as proof of his mistreatment.

Of the major eight Kaohsiung defendants only Provincial Assembly member Lin Yi-
hsiung was able to talk freely to outsiders (during the two months between the murder
of hismother and daughtersand hisre-arrest by theauthorities). Hedescribed historture
extensively inhisstatement“My Detention” (publishedin SPEAHRhead 6/7, Summer-
Autumn 1980). Reports from Taiwan indicate that several other prominent opposition
leaders (particularly lawyer Y ao Chia-wen and theol ogian Lin Hung-hstian) were also
beaten extensively during the more than 40 days of interrogation.
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We suggest that they didn’t dare to mention thisduring thetrial for fear of reprisalsby
agentsof the secret police, or becausethey feared they would then be sentenced to death
(See’ Taiwan Prosecutorsask Deathfor 8 Dissidentsin Sedition Trial,” New Y ork Times,
March27,1980).

3. Torture of professor Chen Wen-cheng. The State Department report extensively
guotesthe conclusions of the Taiwan authorities(* ..... Chendied of injuries sustained
inafall fromthebuilding ...... no evidence of murder” ) and of an American pathol ogist
(* ..... he disputed the authorities' suggestion that suicide or accidental death was
indicated, ....... he found no evidence of torture” ) but it failsto present the findings of
U.S. officialsin Taipel (asreportedintheWashington Post):

“A confidential cabletothe State Department from U.S. officialsin Taipei lists some of
theinconsistencies(inthe Taiwan government’ sversion of theprofessor Chen’ sdeath):

a Nongovernment expertswho examined Chen’ sbody found“ many injuries, obvious
eventolaymen, whicharenot explained by afall.” Inparti-cular, thecablesays, these
outside experts “believe that Chen was tortured by a variety of means, including
needlesinserted in sensi-tive areas.” They noted such suspicious injuries as small
lesions under the fingernails and on the left wrist, and four puncture woundsin the
kidneys— none of which, they believe, would be caused by afall from abuilding,
accidental or otherwise.

b. “onceit is established that at some point prior to the death Chen was subjected to
torture, itisdifficultthento arguethat hewould gotothetop of afireescape, get dizzy
and fall off,” the cable states. Yet that is the theory offered by the Taiwanese
authoritieswhen confronted with the even greater absurdity of their suggestion that
the new father committed suicide.

c. Chen’sinterrogators claimed to have shared meals with him during his prolonged
guestioning. The authorities also say Chen had dinner with a friend after the
interrogation. Y et the official autopsy showed Chen’ s stomach was empty.”

Quotesfrom* Secret CablesHint Tortureof Taiwanese” , Washington Post, September
14,1981.

Possibly the State Department’ sofficersat the Taiwan desk couldrummagethroughtheir
filesabit moreand comeupwith morecompleteinformationonDr. Chen’ scasethanwas
reported in their human rights report.
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4. Death penalty and executions. Thereport casually mentionsthat “ ..... the death
penaltyisoccasionallyimposed ....“ (emphasisadded). Amnesty I nter national gives
usquiteadifferent picture. Initsmemorandum about humanrightsviolationsin Taiwan
(dated August 5, 1981) the London-based organization states:

“Amnesty International is concerned about the number of death senten-ces passed by
Tawancivilianand military courtsand about thenum-ber of executionscarried out every
year. Between July 1979 and June 1980, 57 death sentences were reportedly passed in
Taiwan: 28 for cor-ruption and fiscal offenses, fivefor drug offenses, 17 for murder and
seven for robbery.”

Just reading through Taiwan’ sEnglish-languagepro-government China Post wecounted
fifteen death sentences during the period February 5 through March 4", 1982 alone. If
the month of February isanything near representative for awholeyear, then more than
180 death sentences would be imposed yearly. We suggest that this is anything but
“occasionally.”

Whilemost of thedeath sentencesreportedinthe China Post werefor murder cases, there
was also thefollowing interesting example of justice, “ Taiwan style”:

“Two overseas Chinese from Indonesia ....... were sentenced to death by the Taiwan
High Court yesterday after robbing and raping awoman at theLai Lai Shangri-la Hotel
last October. Theverdict said the two knocked on thewoman’ sdoor, pretending to visit
afriend. They later tied the woman up and raped her, also taking NT$ 1,700 in cash
(approximately US$45.-) and US$2,000in checksfromher” (ChinaPost, February 25,
1982).—

We would agree that rape is a hideous crime, but we believe that the price these two
persons have to pay is a bit high.

5. Secret arrests. The State Department’ sreport wishesustobelievethat” .... Inrecent
years, there have been no credible reports of persons being abducted or secretly
arrested by thesecurity services.” Theauthor(s) of thereport thusapparently forget that
in the cases of Mr. Kao Hao-yuan and of Ms. Y eh Tao-lei amost two months el apsed
betweenthearrests(which occurredin September and October 1980) and theannounce-
ment by the Taiwan authorities. In the meantime apparently nobody — at the State
Department or anywhere el se outsidethewalls of Taiwan’ sdetention and interrogation
centers — was aware of the arrests.
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The State Department’ s report does briefly discuss Ms. Y eh Tao-lel’ s case, but dwells
more on the accusationsagainst her than on her denial of these accusations. Inany case,
thereport should have mentioned that Ms. Y eh was adopted by Amnesty International
as a prisoner of conscience, which indicates that — in the opinion of Amnesty
International — Ms. Y eh wasimprisoned because of her political beliefs.

6. Political r epr esentation. Insection 2c (Freedomto participateinthePolitical Process)
the State Department statesthat theproportion of total seatsintheL egislativeY uanopen
for periodic election now standsat “ .... over 20 percent.”

However, aglanceinarecent report of the Congressional Research Serviceshowsusthat
thenumber of legislatorselected is69 (51 from Taiwan and the offshoreislands, and 18
from occupational groups and aborigines) out of atotal of 411 members. There are 27
personswho are selected by President Chiang Ching-kuo from abroad, but we suggest
that counting these members as “elected” would be stretching one’' s imagination a bit
toofar. Wethuscal culatethe proportion of seatsopen for periodic electionto bedlightly
less than 17 percent.

7. Economicequity and per capitaGNP. The StateDepartment’ sreport repeatstheclaim
made by the government on Taiwan that “ ...... the overall distribution of income is
egalitarian, with the average income of thetop 20 percent of income earners about four
times greater than that of the bottom 20 percent.”

Wehaveearlier pointed out that such afigurefor economic equity would make Taiwan
themost equitablenationintheworld(seeour article” GrowthwithEquity?“,1CDHRT
Newsletter, September 8, 1980). Onewould haveto besdlightly out of touchwithreality
to believe that this could be the case.

Another noteworthy error in thissection of thereport isthe statement that the per capita
GNPin 1981 isestimated at nearly US$ 2,500. Using data published by the prestigious
Far Eastern EconomicReview (TheAsiaY earbook 1982, pp. 8-9) wearriveat aper capita
GNPof USSH,810.- for 1980: simply divideaGNPof US$ 32.3 billion by apopul ation of
17.84million(mid-1980). If wecanassumethat theper capitaGNPgrew at arateof 6.5 %,
thenthe 1981 figurewoul d be approximately US$1928.-

Figures recently published by pro-KMT economist Samuel P.S. Ho also indicate that
Taiwan' s1981 per capitaGN P cannot behigher than approxi-mately US$1,900.- (“ South
Koreaand Taiwan, Devel opment Prospectsand Problemsinthe1980’s,” Asian Sur vey,
December 1981, p. 1192).
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Accuracies

The weaknesses of the State Department report as outlined above do detract from the
overall credibility of thereport. However, thereport al so containsanumber of reasonably
accurate statements. We present a selection below:

Overall evaluation. “ .... Taiwanremainsan essentially one-party system. Althoughthe
right of individuals to run for elective office is recognized, coordinated opposition
activity isgenerally prohibited. The publication of opposition political viewsisclosely
con-trolled and the activities of outspoken oppositionists are monitored, both at home
and, apparently, abroad. Martial law hasbeenin effect since 1949 ......“

“Oppositionto basic policy (such asexpressing views contrary to the authorities' claim
to represent all China, or supporting an indepen-dent legal status for Taiwan) is
considered seditious and thus punish-able under martial law.”

Denial of fair publictrial. “Neither civil nor martial law provides the defendant with
protectionfrom self-incrimination. He can beinterrogated at |ength. Thedefendant may
be detained during theinvestigation phase and has no right to legal representation prior
to thefiling of an indictment” (which, according to Amnesty International,
cantakeseveral monthsand sometimesmorethanayear. SeeAmnesty’ sBriefing Paper
onTaiwan, p. 6— Ed.).

Freedom of expression. “Information brought to light during the investigation of the
death of Professor Chen Wen-cheng suggests that the security authorities closely
monitor political expression, both at home and overseas. The authoritieswere reported
to have disclosed that during the policeinterrogation of Chenimmediately prior to his
death, they confronted himwith detail ed evidenceof hisalleged political activitiesinthe
United States. Theevidencereportedly included atape recording of what was purported
to be an international telephone call between Professor Chen in the United States and
Kao-hsiung Incident defendant Shih Ming-teh in Taiwan, and arecording of a speech
which Chen had made in Pittsburgh supporting the Kaohsiung Incident defendants.

These reports sparked a resurgence of allegations that Taiwan agents are carrying out
a systematic program of surveillance and intimidation of Taiwanese students on
American university campuses who are suspected of having Taiwan independence or
self-determination sympathies. Indeed, Taiwan newspaper articles have noted therole
of Taiwan security service unitsinthe United States and Japan in monitor-ing dissident
Taiwan political activists. Returnees from overseas are sometimes questioned by the
authorities about their activities abroad.”
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Freedom of thepress. “ Censorship of publicationsoccursfrequently andiscarried out
through provisionsof the publicationslaw which empowersthesecurity servicestoseize
or ban printed material that * confuses public opinion and affectsthe moral e of the public
and the armed forces.” While the authorities continue to allow some domestic political
opinion magazines, in 1981 they banned one or moreissuesof several such magazines.”

“In July 1981 the Taiwan press reported that official sanctions had been taken against
453 publicationsfor variousinfractions during the preceding year ..... Foreign publica-
tions are a so subject to censorship. Issues of Time, Newsweek, and the Far Eastern
Economic Review sometimes have pages carrying articles offensive to the authorities
removed before they are distributed. Occasionally a complete issue will be banned
without explanation.

Issuesof thel nter national Her ald Tribunehavehadarti clesblacked out and someissues
have not been delivered at all. In September 1981, the Government Information Office
suspended the credential s of one foreign wire service reporter who declined to retract
wordinginapolitically sen-sitivestory. (Shehad described theexamination of Chen\Wen-
cheng’s body by the American pathologist as an ‘autopsy’, instead of using the
approved version that he had merely ‘viewed the body’).”

Freedom of assembly. “Whileassembly for nonpolitical purposesgenerally hasnot been
a problem, assembly for-political purposes, except during elections, has often been
limited or prevented. In October 1981 two separate meetingsorganized by oppositionist
legislator K’ang Ning-hsiang drew thousands of participants. However, both were
dispersed by police an hour after they had begun.”

TradeUnions. " Thereisnotradition of trade unionsin Taiwan, and labor unionsdo not
exercise significant influence either in the eco-nomic or political sphere. While labor
unionsare permitted to organize, walkoutsand strikes are prohibited under martial law.
Collective bargaining, although provided for by legislation, does not exist.”

Elections. “Independents (non-KMT candidates — Ed.) face several disadvantagesin
theel ection process. Theel ectionlaw enactedin 1980 generally favorsK M T candidates,
because its provisions, many of which are ambiguous, are interpreted by the Central
Election Committee, whichiscontrolled by the KM T. Thelaw forbidsthe participation
of students, formerly aprime source of campaign workersfor independent candidates,
and allows only rallies approved by the authorities to be held in the week prior to the
election.
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Independent candidates are further disadvantaged by the authorities’ control of the
press. The daily presstendsto give little or no publicity to the views and positions of
the independents. The authorities allow some periodicals to publicize the views of
inde-pendent candidates, but these magazines are subject to close scrutiny and frequent
censorship by the security services. Prior tothe December 1980 el ections, the
authorities effectively silenced all periodicals which supported independents, but this
practice was not repeated in the provincial level electionsin November 1981.”

* k kK k kK kk kkkkkkkk Kk Kk Kk x |
ThefollowingarticleappearedinCar eM agazineno. 2, November 25, 1981. [t waswritten
by Chou Ching-yU. Her husband, Mr. Y ao Chia-wen, isoneof Taiwan’ smost well-known

lawyers. Mr. Yao was arrested — together with several of other prominent native
Talwanese— on December 13, 1979 in the aftermath of the Kaohsiung incident.

Theauthoritiesdid not allow Mr. Y ao and the other prisonersto seetheir families until
February 27, 1980 (two-and-a-half months after the ar-rest). On April 18, 1980 he was
sentenced to twelve years imprisonment.

In December 1980 Chou Ching-yi won a seat in the National Assembly with an
overwhelming majority. Sheisthe publisher of Care magazine, whichisdevoted to the
improvement of social welfarein Taiwan.

When reading this article one must bear in mind that it was written for publication in
Taiwan, and that it could thus not contain any direct criticism of the stifling conditions
under which the prisoners are being held. Our message is: read between the lines.

“1t hasbeen almost two wholeyears. Until today, seven hun-dred and twenty dayshave
goneby, and | still cannot quite believe that my beloved husband isreally locked upin
prison. Week after week | anxiously wait for every Wednesday to come. On that day |
prepareanever-ending list of thingstotell him, together withinformation, photographs,
books, clothing, andfood. Then| nervously gotothe Taipel Hsin-tienmilitary detention
center. | “see” him through aglasswall and iron bars.

And| “talk” to him through amonitored “telephone” (which has arecorder connected
toit). Besides me are several “accompanying” personnel: when-ever the conversation
doesnot suittheir ears, they immediately warnme: “Y oucanonly discussfamily matters.”
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Sometimes the telephoneis abrupt-ly cut off. In spite of the unpleasant environment, |
alwayslook forward to the most precious 30 minutes of every week, when | can seemy
husband on Wednesday morning.

Thehighwall. Earlyinthemorning | hurry tothe Taipei Hsien-tien Detention Center. The
wall of the military detention center is high and long. Actually | am not interested in
knowing how longitis. | only know that ontop of thewall isbarbed wire. Several armed
guards are on duty. The iron
gate is huge and it is con-
structed of heavy iron bars.
Theiron gate has a small door
initbut it tooistightly shut. A
small window onthetop of the |
small door isthe only channel
of communicationbetweenthe |
inside and the outside of the
wall. Throughthisopeningthe
visitor must handintheir iden-
tification card to the armed
guardinsideand explainwhom
you want to visit. After they
have checked that every-thing
isinorder, they openthe small
door for you to enter. It isimmediately shut again.

Lawyer Yaowith hiswifeand child.
Approximately ten year sago.

Only one personisallowed through the small iron door at atime, unlessthere are more
visitorsfor one prisoner: then themaximumisthree peopleat the sametime. Theguards
work very slow and are absol utely obliviousasto how many familiesarewaitinginline
alongthemainroad outsidethewall; or how cold theweather is; or how hot thesun shines;
or how hard the wind blows and the rain falls.

Registration. Withmy head bowed, my back hunched, | enter thesmall door. Oncel am
inside, | must first register at asmall office. | again submit my identification card. They
record my identification number and my relationship with the imprisoned person in a
book. Then | am granted avisit permit. Everything | bring along - my purse, packages,
books, clothing, food hasto beopened for avery thorough examination. Having checked
that everythingisinorder, they finally let mego. | walk acrossthelong court, passthrough
three gates guarded by armed security men, and finally cometo abig hall.
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Thestorehaseverything. On theright-hand side of the big hall isastore, which hasa
complete stock of consumer goods — towel, toothbrush, soap, even fruit, bread, ice
cream, and soda. The priceis at special discount. The function of the storeisto serve
themilitary personnel whowork at theMilitary Detention Center. Familiesof imprisoned
people can aso purchase goods here and then request the store to deliver it to the
prisoners.

Theprisonersthemselves, thoughlocked upinjail, can purchaseitemsfromthe storeby
submitting awritten request. It happened once that my dear husband ordered apackage
of milk powder andtwo packagesof frozen shui-chiao (Chinesedumpling) and asked the
peopleinthe storeto giveit to me. At the beginning | didn’t know from whom it came,
but after | realizedthat it wasfrom him, | wasmovedtotears. Recently | received another
present: asmall bottle of Chinese medicine. All of these are supplied by the store.

Another registration. After| enter thebighall, | must againregister at awindow onthe
right-hand side of the hall, right across from the store. | receive an application form on
whichl mustfill inmy name, address, age, occupation, rel ationshipwiththeprisoner, and
the prisoner’s term of sentence. No more than three persons are allowed to see the
prisoner at the same time, and they must be blood relatives. After the application is
approved, wethen receive anumber. The procedure for registration is now compl eted.
The next thing isto wait for my turn.

Thedeliverywindow. Duringtheperiodwhen| wait for my turn, | handinthingsl have
brought along for my husband — food, books, clothing — to the delivery window. Of
course, everything has to be recorded and thoroughly examined.

During the early part of theimprisonment, familiestried to bring food for the prisoners,
but thiswasnot allowed. The official reason given by the authoritieswasthat they were
afraid that the food would contain poison!! But thefamilies persisted in their request to
deliver food. Then the rule was changed: only things purchased from the store in the
Military Detention Center could be delivered to the prisoners.

Finally thebanwaslifted andfamiliesarenow alowedtodeliver food, under thecondition
that it has been thoroughly examined by the authorities. Such restrictions have never
beenimposed onfamiliesof theother prison-ers: only familiesof theK aohsiung prisoners
receive so much specia “treatment” . Fortunately all of us were very persistent in our
request to deliver food and were able to gain permission to do so.
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Now every week wecan prepareafew deliciousdishesfor our bel oved ones. Every week
| prepare with the utmost care afew dishes for my dear husband. | also try to decorate
it so it look appetizing and colorful, but the guards mess it all up during “thorough
examination”. After they stir it from inside out, the dishes ook messy and ugly.

| amallowedtodeliver two booksper week. They haveto berecorded and then examined.
Thereis no standard asto what kind of books are permit-ted. Nobody knows whether
the prisonerswill receive the books. We only know that books or magazinesrelated to
politics are banned. But books like “Three People's Principles’, “Russia in China”
(writtenby Chiang K ai-shek) or “ Tranquility intheStorm” (written by Chiang Ching-Kuo)
are allowed. | cannot comprehend why religious hymns or an English Bible are not
allowed. Also foreign language books are forbidden. From the very beginning we have
tried to determinewhich other booksarenot allowed. However, it seemsthat thereisno
consistency astowhich booksare per-mitted, and which onesarenot. It dependsonyour
luck when you deliver the books.

Someitemssuch asbelt, neck-tie and stockingswhich presumably could be used by the
prisonersto harm themselves are not allowed in. But the prisoners are also deprived of
their watches, which are kept by the Detention Center. | cannot understand why they
cannot keep their own watches.

Families can leave pocket money for the prisoners at the delivery window. The money
iskeptinthestore, astheprisonersarenot allowed to haveany money intheir possession.
Whenever the prisoner wants to buy some-thing, he submits a written request to the
store. The store takes care of the bookkeeping for the prisoners. Presumably thereisa
reason why the prisonerscannot keeptheir ownmoney, but | havenot beenabletofigure
out what it is.

Thewaitingr oom. Thewaitingroomisontheleft-handsideof thebighall. Therearefour
rowsof clean and nice-looking benchesinthewait-ingroom. Familieswait herefor their
turn. Astherearesofew oppor-tunitiesto seeeach other, familiesmakegood useof these
occasions to exchange information, concern, gifts and food.

When new faces appear, they are recognized as families of new prisoners. Especialy
when we seethe sad facesin tears, we cannot hel p but to offer comfort and help. People
inthe same predicament areusually quicker to offer concernto eachother. A board with
numbershangsonthewall of thewaitingroom. Whenthebell rings, anumber ontheboard
blinks. Itindicatesthat itisnow someone’ sturn for the meeting. The precious period of
30 minutesis about to begin.
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Themeetingroom. Thedoor tothemeeting roomisavery inconspicuouswooden door.
A guardstandsnext toit. | must show himmy number. Having checked my identification,
heallowsmetogoin. | haveheardthat beforethe K aohsiungincident, thisdoor wasnever
closed. Thefamiliescould goinand out without restriction. After the Meili-Tao people
came (thosepolitical prisonersassociated with For mosaM agazinewhichisMeili-Tao
in Taiwanese), it became much morerestrictive.

Throughthewooden door, | enter avery small room. Ononesideisaglasswall. Behind
theglasswall areironbars. Thereareeight tightly shut windowsontheglasswall. Each
window has anumber. Below the window is along wooden board. Below the wooden
board hangsatel ephoneand achair standsnext toit. Through the glassand theiron bars
we see our loved ones. Both the prisoner and myself are“ accompanied” by agentswho
constantly say tous: “ Only talk about family matters.” Ontheright-hand sideisadraped
room. | have heard this is the place where they monitor and record our telephone
conversations. | havegreat sympathy for the peoplewho haveto monitor and record our
conversations. | have heard that they must submit awritten report on every word wesay.
But thefamiliesonly talk about matterswithout substance. | feel sorry that wemaketheir
jobsodifficult.

Because this precious period of 30 minutesis so short, | must make good use of every
second. | don’ twant himtofeel separated fromtheoutsideworld, sol read thenewspapers
carefully and | prepare messages on cards before | go to the prison to visit him. During
themeeting | try to catch aright moment to give him aquick newsreport frommy cards.

Because| want him to seethe outsideworld, | take picturesand during themeeting | try
to show these pictures so that he can seethat the out-sideworld still exists. | don’t want
him to feel hopeless so | usually hide several magazines and nervously wait for an
opportunity to display them very fast in front of the glass so that he can have a quick
glance of the cover, or thetitle. Because | was afraid of being overheard and recorded,
| put names of concerned friends on cards and find an opportunity to display it in front
of the window so he knows that many friends are thinking about him.

| want to make good use of the hard-to-get opportunity to deliver two books per week
to him, and because | want him to have the most useful books, every week | carry a
basketful of books, and display them oneby oneinfront of theglasssothat hecan choose
theoneshelikesbest. But thereisno guarantee that he getsthem. | can only do my best.
| also take notes of everything he wants me to do. Thirty minutesis far too short. No
wonder the new chief of the Military Detention Center said to us: “Evenif wegiveyou
alifetime here, youwould never finishing talking.”
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HeisdoingOK. Whenl seefriendsor evenstrangers, their first questionisalways: “Is
hewell 7.1 alwaysanswer: “Heisinjail. How canhebewel |7’ But heiscalmandin peace.
He does not have too many illusions (about getting out early — Ed.). He triesto read.
Besides he misses everyone very much. To be honest, the present condition is much
better when compared tothe early period of thearrest. Then hewasinterrogated day and
night, threatened, intimidated and mistreated.

Now every day he can spend two hoursoutside hiscell; he has somelimited freedom of
movement. Oneday inaweek hecan movearound, play sportsor readinthelibrary. The
rest of thetimeheislocked upinhiscell. Thethreemealsareontime: lunchisat eleven
o’ clock in the morning, dinner is between 4 and 5 o’ clock. They eat the same meals as
ordinary soldiers. Special dishes are added on Chinese New Y ear, and other special
occasions. Y ao Chia-wen camefromapoor family, thereforeheisnever fussy about food.

| have heard that the size of their room is only about eight by twelve feet. There are no
beds, so they sleep on the floor. It seems that the former prisoners did not have good
hygienic habits, so bugs were craw-ling around in the room. It improved after a good
cleaning-up. The number of prisonersinaroom variesfromtimeto time— from oneto
four. Prisonerswho share the same room must be from different cases. The authorities
try to prevent the prisoners of the Kaohsiung incident from seeing and talking to each
other.

Thereisatoiletintheroom. Thereisalso aholeinthewall for food delivery. The four
wallsin theroom are covered with thick foam pads. Therefore the air cannot ventilate.
It becomeswarmand humidintheroom. Inthewinter itisstill bearable, butinthesummer
thetemperatureintheroomisvery high. Someprisonersonly wear shortsandtry to cool
off by constantly wiping their body with a cold towel.

Thereareno tablesor chairsin theroom. If you want to write, you have to crawl onthe
floor, or use books as pads or simply use your ingenuity. An ancient saying goes as
follows: “When people are poor, they try to change things. And changes usually bring
asolution.” | canreceivealetter fromhimevery week. | amsureitwascreated under these
conditions.

According to the regulations he can send out two letters per week. Each letter cannot
exceedtwohundredwords. Heisal soalowedtoreceivelettersfromfamily members. But
he does not receive every letter that is sent to him. Yao Chia-wen has not yet received
any of thelettersthat hisfriendssent to him, nor hashereceived any of thebirthday cards,
or Christmas cardsthat were sent to him. Until now | still don’t know what the rulesfor
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receivingmail are. Butthereisnoway | canfind out fromtheprisonauthorities: they ssimply
refuseto tell us.

Beforethecongressional el ectionin December 1980, Y ao Chia-wenwasabletoleavehis
cell togoto thework areawhere he drew face masksfrom charactersin Peking opera. |
haveheardthat hewaspeaceful and got alongwell with others. But after | wontheelection
asaNational Assembly member with the highest number of votesof all candidates, Y ao
Chia-wen was sent back to hisjail. | havelearned that he did nothing wrong, that he did
not fight or quarrel with anyone. Why was he returned to his cell? For what reason? Of
coursg, | have heard alot of rumors. | think only the authorities know the real reason.

The prison conditions have improved compared to when they first arrived. They are
allowed to read one- or two-day old Central Daily News. Eventhoughit isthe official
publication of the KMT, still the prison authorities censor it: so many articles were cut
out that the prisoners now refer to it asthe “holy” paper.

Thereisasaying that says: “Nobody isasaint; who can befree of com-mitting errors?’
Even good peoplewill sometimesmakemistakes. Not all the peoplewho areservingjail
sentencesare bad people. Someareinnocent and have beenimprisoned unjustly; others
haveunwillingly mademistakesdueto negligence. Of course, inorder tomaintainorder,
thegovernment must enforcethelaw. But thelaw must beappliedinareasonablemanner.
Overdoing it will have unintended effects.

It was unfortunate enough that Kaohsiung incident occurred. But after reviewing
mistakes, we can only improve by moving forward. A common proverb says: “A prison
sentence is not a form of revenge or punishment, it is an opportunity for rethinking,
reeducation and reexamination.” Thereforethosewho areservingjail sentencesshould
be given reasonably humane treatment:

1 Enoughtimefor exercisesand freeactivitiesevery day in order to have good health,

2. A moreopen policy on correspondencewithrelativesand friendsisrequired. There
isreally no need to restrict the length and number of |etters. Besides the contents of
thelettersisstill censored. Thisisawasteof humanlabor. Controllingandrestricting
human emotions is not a very healthy business for the government to be involved
in. I think it isbetter to relax thisrestriction.

3. Intellectualslocked upinjail without enough bookstoread canonly indulgeinfutile
thinking. | think it is better to supply them with alarge amount of requested books,
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and publicationsso that they can learn from the past and the present and correct their
mistakes.

4. Themeeting timeisonly 30 minutesper week. That isreally too little. Allowing the
relatives to talk to the prisoners under freer conditions is not going to hurt the
government and the society. Besides those who are serving jail sentence and their
familieswill bedeeply grateful.
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Prison report

1. Prisondisturbancein Hsinchu. On March 8" 1982, prisonersat Hsinchu Juvenile
Prison started aprotest agai nst mistreatment and the inhumane conditionsat the prison.
Theimmediatereason wasabeating which five prisonerswereabout to get from guards.
Thefivecalled out for help, whereupon some 1500 prisonerscameout and fought guards
andriot police, whichwere sent in by the authorities. There have been persistent reports
of mistreatment at the prison: amonth ago several young mentriedto commit suicideafter
being physically abused by guards.

2. Hunger strikeof political prisoner son Green | dand. Inthemiddieof November, 30
political prisonerson Greenlslandwent onahunger strikefor 10 days. Oneof thereasons
of their action wasto show solidarity with Shih Ming-teh who started ahunger strikeon
November 4to protest themurder of Dr. Chen Wen-cheng. Mr. Shih’ shunger strikel asted
30 days (see Taiwan Communiqué no. 5, p. 11). Ancther reason for the general hunger
strikewasthedeath of twofellow prisoners: thetwo mendied froman undisclosedillness
after prison authoritiesrefused to provide medical assistance. Thetwo becameseriously
ill inNovember and requested permissionto goto ahospital for treatment. Their request
was denied.

3. Imprisoned Provincial Assemblyman ill. Mr. Chang Chiin-hung has serious eye
problems. In the be-ginning of January, he was granted permission to go to the Three
Military Services General Hospital for an examination. It was discovered that he has
Gloucomainhisright eye. Thisconditionmay causeblindnessif |eft untreated. However,
the authorities say that they “can’t do anything” about the problem. Mr. Chang also
suffers from high blood pressure and a heart problem.



Taiwan Communiqué -16- March 1982

4. Femaleoppositionleadersheld under deplor ableconditions. Reportsout of Taiwan
indicate that the two most prominent imprisoned femal e opposition leaders, Chen Cht
and LU Hsiu-lien, are held under stifling conditions: They stay in adjacent cellsand are
continuously watched on closed-circuit TV. There is also a tape recorder which
apparently records all their conversations. Each has afemale guard 24 hours a day.

The two women may only
exerciseonceaweek forone
hour. They are required to
writeweekly reportsonwhat
they think. They do not re-
celveany medical attention.
Particularly Ms. Lisinpoor
health: sheisasthmatic, has
pains in her throat (before
her imprisonment she was
treated for thyroid cancer),
and her arms and legs are
swollenandnumb. Requests
by relatives for medical
check-ups are routinely re-
jected by the authorities.
They may only receivemail
fromcloserdatives. Thetwo
women have not received AnnetteL (1(L)and Chen Chu
the hundreds of letters and

postcards sent to her by human rights groups around the world.

We urge our readers to write to the authoritiesin Taiwan and ask them to improve the
prison conditions. Addresses are :

General Chen Shou-shan, Taiwan Garrison Command, 172 Po Ai Road, Taipel, Taiwan.
Chief of Hsin-shen Prison, Green Island, P. O. Box 8234, Taitung County, Taiwan.
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OverseasTaiwanesewritetoHaig

Recently the President of the World Federation of Taiwanese Associations, Dr. Mark
Chen, wrote aletter to U.S. Secretary of State Alexander Haig expressing the concerns
of the native Taiwanese. The World Federation --which hasits headquartersin Spring-
field, Virginia— isabroad-based grouping representing Taiwanese outside theisland.
Wereprint Dr. Chen’sletter infull.

February 12, 1982

Dear Mr. Secretary:

We, the native Taiwanese who constitute over 85 percent of the population in Taiwan,
applaud President Reagan’s recent decision to fulfill the U.S pledge to defend the
independence of Taiwan by selling defensive armsto Taipel, despite Peking’ s protest. We
also hail the Administration’sresolve to resist pressures fromthe Nationalist Chinesein
Taiwan to sell them offensive fighters. At the same time, our feelings are mixed because
continued arms salesto the Nationalist Chinese leadersin Taiwan may beinterpreted by
them as an unconditional American support for the repressive regime there.

You are aware, | am sure, that we Taiwanese want neither the Communists on the
mainland nor the exiled Nationalist Chinese in Taiwan to be the masters of the
Taiwanese. Needless to say the Taiwanese people do not subscribe to the baseless
claimsofthe" Chineseoneither sideof the Taiwan Sraits’ that Taiwanispart of China,
any more than the Americans consider the United Sates to be part of Great Britain.

In fact, for decades the Taiwanese have aspired to and struggled for self-determination.
Given the choice, the majority of peoplein Taiwan will definitely opt for an Independent
Taiwan, free from Communist Chineseinterference and Nationalist Chinese domination.

To be sure, the self-serving arguments of both the Communist and the Nationalist
extremes and their lobbieswill continueto plague you. In the past, the ferocity of these
extremes have obscured the self-determination aspirations of the Taiwanese people.
Under martial law imposed by the Nationalist Chinesefor morethan three decades, the
Taiwanese wishes have been branded seditious and ruthlessly suppressed. They have
been denied accessto thenewsmedia. For thesereasonsthe Taiwanese’ fer-vent wishes
have not gained worldwide recognition.
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Recently, however, theU.S. Congresshasbeen awakenedtothestark Taiwanesereality
so systematically covered up by both the left and the right in this country. It has acted
to reflect our determination to resist the Nationalist Chinese attempts to silence our
voices. It has also appropriated immigration quotas for the Taiwanese, separate from
the Communist Chinese. In both cases, President Reagan has concurred with the
Congressional acts. Wethank himand this Administration for recognizing our desires.

Lest history be twisted again by the Chinese extremists on both sides of the Taiwan
Straitsto serve their interests, we the Taiwanese, now wish to go on record that any
communiqués, under standings, agreementsor treatiesbased on thefallaciouspremise
of Chinesesovereignty over Taiwan arenot bindingon theTaiwanesepeople. Anysuch
accords reached between the Communists and the Nationalist Chinese, or between
themand any other nations affecting the destiny of Taiwan will not have binding effect
without genuine Taiwanese peopl€e's representation. Taiwan is not a piece of real
estate. Nor are the Taiwanese people to be made pawns of power politics.

In theinterest of world peace, we suggest that the only just way out of the Communist-
Nationalist impasseisto honor the Taiwanese people’ s wishesfor self-determination,
whichwill undoubtedly lead to the esta-blishment of an independent nation of Taiwan.
In this endeavor, we pledge to work closely with you and the Administration and offer
our specific plansin the future.

Sncerely,
Mark Chen, Ph.D., President
World Federation of Taiwanese Associations
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Notes

1. Taiwangovernment support for juntasinLatin America. TheTaiwanauthorities
have recently expressed their support for several of the right-wing military juntasin
Central America: after therigged* elections’ in Guatemal aPresi dent Chiang Ching-kuo
sent his congratul ations to military general Romeo Lucas Garcia, who had de-clared
himself awinner. Sadly enoughfor President Chiang, Mr. Garciawasdeposedinamilitary
coup afew days|ater.
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A more serious matter is the support which the Nationalist Chinese are giving to the
military juntain El Salvador: recently amember of thejunta, General JaimeAbdul Gutierrez,
visited Taiwan. Hesigned an* economicaid package” for 3millionUSdollars. Wewonder
why amilitary general hasto travel all the way from El Salvador to Taiwan to obtain
economicaid.

2. Morepublicationsbanned. On February 26th 1982 the Taiwan authoritiesbanned
issueno. 6 of Deep Plough Magazine(ShengK eng), apolitical monthly publishedby Mrs.
Hsu Jung-hsu, whose husband Chang Chiin-hung is one of Taiwan's imprisoned
oppositionleaders. Theissuecontained an extensivereport onthefuneral of U.S.- based
Professor Chen Wen-cheng (who was murdered during avisit to Taiwan last summer),
andanarticlebywriter Li Aodescribing prisonconditionsinthe Taipei Detention Center,
where Mr. Li had just spent six months.

Deep Plough was started last summer by agroup of young opposition members under
theeditorial leadershipof Mr. Lin Cheng-chieh, whowasel ected asamember of Taipei’s
City Council inthelocal el ec-tionsof November 1981. Theauthoritiesstatedthat“ ... the
contents of this magazine confuses the public.”

On February 27, 1982 the Taiwan Garrison Command banned oneissue of yet another
publication, The Politician. The magazine is presently the third-largest publication
(circulation 15,000) associated with the “ non-Party” oppositionin Taiwan. Theofficial
reason given for the banning was that the magazine published an interview with
opposition-leader K’ angNing-hsiang. Informed sourcesin Taiwan say that an addi-tional
reason may havebeenthat theissueal so contained an articlediscussing thedeteriorating
health of President Chiang Ching-kuo.

3. TheWall Street Jour nal reportson Taiwan’ sspying. OnMarch8,1982theNew Y ork-
based Journal published an extensive article on the spying activitiesby Taiwan’ ssecret
policeagentson university campusesinthe United States. Inthearticle, titled “ Taiwan-
esestudentsbringfiercerivalriesto U.S. campuses’, reporter Doron P. Levin discussed
therel ation between the murder of Professor Chen Wen-cheng and the spying activities.
He also examined the background of the problem:

“Thedisputedatesback from 1949, when Chiang K ai-shek and hisKuo-mintang..... fled
tonearby Taiwanand, thoughaminority, took con-trol of theisland. But many Taiwanese
natives.... cametoresent theKMT dominanceand particularly theimposition of martial
law (whichremainsin effect today).”
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