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33 yearsof Martial Law

May 20, 1982 marked the 33th anniversary of martial law in Taiwan. Inthisregard the
Taiwan authorities are record holders of sorts: it represents the longest uninterrupted
stretch of martial law in modern history. Several prominent American senators and
congressmen took this occa-sion to call for an end to martial law and institution of a
democraticpalitical systemontheisland. Our report containsthefollowing components:

1. A joint statement by more than 30 members of the U.S. Congress

2. Four statements, given at a press conference, held in the morning of May 20th at the
Dirksen Senate Office Building in Washington, by:

- Senator Edward M. Kennedy (D-Mass.),

- Senator ClaibornePell (D-RI, Mr. Pell istheranking Democrat on the Senate Foreign
RelationsCommittee),

- Congressman Stephen Solarz(D-NY, Mr. Solarzisthechairman of the Subcommittee
on Asian and Pecific Af-
fairs, Houseof Representa-
tives), and

- CongressmanJmLeach(R-
IA,Mr.Leachistheranking
Republicanonthe Subcom-
mittee on Human Rights
andisalsoamember of the
Subcommittee on Asian
andPacificAffairs).

3. Some excerpts from testi-

mony given at a hearing, _ '
heldintheafternoonof May Fromlefttoright: Congressmen L each and Solar z,

Senator sk ennedy and Pell at pressconfer ence
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20th, before the Sub-committee on Asian and Pacific Affairsin the Rayburn House
Office Building in Washington. The witnesses were:

- Professor JamesA. Gregor, University of Californiaat Berkeley.

- Dr. Truong R. Chai, President of the Formosan Association for Public Affairs.

- Professor Richard C. Kagan, Hamline University, Minneapolis.

- Professor Y u-san Wang, Association of Free Chinesein the U.S.

Messrs. Gregor and Wang spokeinfavor of continuation of themartial law, whileDr. Chai
and Professor Kagan spoke critical of the situation in Taiwan and for abolishment of
martial law.

4. Newsreports. BoththeWashington Post andtheNew Y ork Timescarriedarticlesabout
the day’s events.

Congressmen appeal for end of martial law in Taiwan

Below followsthefull text of astatement i ssued by Congressman Stephen J. Solarz, and
signed by more than 30 other members of the U.S. House of Representatives. After the
statement was issued, a number of other mem-bers of the House - including Speaker
Thomas O’ Neill and Republican Mrs. Millicent Fenwick also let it be known that they
supported Mr. Solarz’ initiative.

“OnMay 20th, thecourageouspeopleof Polandwill besufferingtheir 158th day under
ahated martial |aw regime. ThePresident and the Congresshaveboth publicly called
foranendtomartial lawinPoland. ButMay 20thwill alsomark the12.053rd day (twelve
thousand and fifty third) of martial law for the people of Taiwan. In both Poland and
Talwan strikesareoutlawed, severerestrictionsareplaced on freedom of speechand
association, and civilians are all too frequently hauled before military courts.

What makesthe casefor an end to martial law on Taiwan, asin Poland, so poignant
and compelling isthat, in both cases, brave and able citizens have, through years of
sacrificeand courageouseffort provedtothewhol eworld that they know how tomake
amoredemocratic systemwork. Theliving standardsof thepeopleon Taiwanarethe
envy of much of thedevel opingworld. The peopleof Taiwan, by their hard work and
ingenuity, have created an educated citizenry, arelatively prosperous middle class
society, and a respected body of politically able local representatives.

Despite these most admirable achievements, themartial law regimeisso feared that
Americans of Taiwan descent who have spoken out for democracy, are often too
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frightenedto returnto Taiwan, evenfor thefuneral of abeloved parent. Infact, if the
rationalefor martial law inPolandisweak, thejustificationfor martial law on Taiwan
isevenweaker. Thereisnoseriousthreat of amilitary invasionof Taiwan. Martial law
actually weakens the ability of Taiwan to meet the challenges now confronting it.
Martial law is used on Taiwan to suppress legitimate political expression. Were
Talwanamorefree, open, and democratic society, it would strengthen Taiwan’ smoral
claim to American support.

Wearejoiningtogether to call for an endto martial aw on Taiwan so that the people
on Taiwan can enjoy the blessings of freedom and due process to which they are
entitled.”

Theabove statement was attacked by agroup of six ultra-conservative mem-bersof the
House of Representatives, led by retiring Congressman Edward J. Derwinski of Ilinais.
Thegroup sent aletter to all members of the House, requesting them not to support Mr.
Solarz’ initiative. Instead, Mr. Derwinski urged hisfellow Congressman to support his
own initiative calling for “.... heightened U.S. economic pressure against the Soviet
Union and its Moscow puppet regime (sic) until such time as martial law islifted in
Poland.”

We suggest that Mr. Derwinski study his geography more carefully before he ventures
out again into foreign policy.

Press Conference in Washington

Herefollowsthetext of four statements, given at apressconference, heldinthemorning
of May 20, 1982 in the Dirksen Senate Office Building in Washington D.C. The
Congressmen were joined in responding to ques-tions from the reporters by two
prominent Taiwaneseleaders, professor P engMing-minandDr. Chai Trong-rong of the
Formosan Association for Public Affairs.

Senator EdwardM . K ennedy

"Today marksthe 33rd anniversary of the declaration of Martial Law on Tai-wan. That
declaration haslong outlived its usefulness, and | am pleased to join my distinguished
colleagues Senator Pell, Congressman Solarz and Congressman Leach in issuing a
statement today calling for an end to martial law and for progress toward restoring
individual freedomsand humanrightsfor al thepeopleof Taiwan. | amalsovery pleased
to announce this morning that Speaker O’ Neill has called to ask that | report his own
endorsement of our joint statement.
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During my yearsin the Senate, | have spoken out asforcefully as| can against abuses
of human rights wherever they occur. | have opposed the serious abuses of those basic
rightsby therulersof the People’ sRepublic of China. But onecannot |ook the other way
when such abuses occur on the island of Taiwan.

InTaiwantoday, abroadrangeof basiclibertiesaredenied. Seriousrestrictionsareplaced
onpressand political freedoms. Strikesareout-lawed. Political andreligiousleadershave
been subjected to arbitrary arrest and imprisonment. Military tribunalsareusedfor civil
cases, and a range of other abuses persist.

Some members of the legislature in Taiwan have had the courage to question these
restrictions and have called upon the government to set them aside. But despite these
protests, there has been insufficient progress in restoring human rights for the people
of Taiwan.

For severa years| havepersistedin privateeffortsto alleviatethisburden of repression.
| haveurged the authoritieson Taiwan to release the political and religiousleaderswho
were imprisoned after the Kao-hsiung incident in 1979, including The Reverend Kao,
leader of the Presby-terian Church, andLinYi-hsiung, aProvincial Assemblymanwhose
mother and two daughters were murdered after hisarrest. | have also sought improve-
mentsin their prison conditions, and | am informed that the conditions have improved.

Whilel welcometheseimprovements, itisclear that toomany citizensarejailedin Taiwan
for expressing their political viewsand defending their humanrights. | thereforecall on
the leadership of Taiwan to take immediate action to release the political and religious
prisoners and to improve the human rights situation on the island.

Inaddition, | urgethe authorities on Taiwan to take advantage of the opportunitiesthat
areclearly availableto broaden participationin the government by all inhabitants of the
island. While there have been com-mendable increases in the proportion of native
Talwaneseservingaslocal officias, atiny minority of mainland Chineselivingon Taiwan
retainvirtually full control atthenational level. A number of legislatorshavebeen el ected
who are not members of the ruling Nationalist party, but genuine opposition parties
continue to be outlawed on the island. A more broadly-based government founded on
therespect for human dignity and the preservation of individual liberties offersthe best
hope for the island’ s continued stability, well-being and future peace.

The United States is proud of its long and close relationship with those who live on
Taiwan. And | am proud of my own role in the Senate as the principal sponsor of the
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Taiwan Security Resolution in 1979 — now part of the law of our land — which was
specifically designed to reassure the people of Taiwan about our concern for their
security and prosperity and for peace in the area.

Now, asthen, our friendship with Taiwan isbased on acontinued interest in their well-
being and on a common belief in freedom and in fundamental human rights. The
continuation of political repression blightsour mu-tual interest and friendship. Thereis
no acceptable justification for such repression. A restoration of basic guarantees of
individual libertieson Taiwanwould contributeimmeasurably to thefutureof theisland
and to relations between our two peoples. | call ontheleadersthereto taketheseactions
as soon as possible. The eraof martial law on Taiwan must end.”

Senator ClaibornePell

"Today marksthe 33rd anniversary of martial law on Taiwan. | join my colleagues —
Senator Kennedy and Congressmen Solarz and Leach — in calling for an end of this
unnecessary and repressivemeasure. For thenative Taiwanese— some 16 millionstrong
—martia law continuestofrustratetheir quest for afreesociety. Themainlander Chinese
domi-nated Kuomintang (KM T) enforcesits authoritarian one-party rulein Taiwan on
the grounds of anational emergency — acontinuing civil war with the communists.

Under martial law provisions, theKMT control sthepress, censorsmail, severely restricts
freedom of speech, assembly and other political activities. The authorities’ preoccupa-
tion with communist subversion and abroad definition of subversiveactivitiescombine
to constrain political opposition and dissent, and encourage atendency for the security
apparatusto abuseits power. For too long the KM T has by its actions impeded respect
for human rights and the growth of a democratic system on Taiwan.

Theauthoritieson Taiwan arguethat martial law in the true sense does not exist onthe
island. They point out that there is no:

1 Military government superior to the civilian government;

2. Curfew;or

3. Military court superior tothecivilian

They also point out that under the criminal code, there are 106 offenses, but only four
under thejurisdiction of the military court:

1 Subversion;

2 Treason;

3. Destruction or theft of military equipment; and

4. Destruction or theft of signal equipment or radar.
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Unfortunately, thisself-serving explanation doesnot guaranteearuleof law, only “rule
by law.” Citing the threat of subversion the KMT has used the police, the security
apparatus, the court, and the lawmaking or-gans as its instruments of control over the
majority Taiwanese. Dissent is considered disloyal. Oppositionto the KM T is equated
with opposi-tion to the government, and anti-government activities are frequently
associated with communist agitation. If the Taiwanese cometo the sad conclusion that
open, fair, and legitimate political activitiesarenolonger feasible, the KMT hasno one
to blame but itself.

| remain optimistic, however, that the KM T iscapable of significant reform. Itisnot yet
too late for the regime to win the support of many Taiwanese who want freedom,
prosperity and stability. In this context, | propose afour-point program for the KMT’ s
consideration. Inmy judgment, theregimeshouldimmediately establishaclearly defined
timetablefor reformsthat include:

1 Anendtomartia law;

2. Provision for the organization of new political parties;

3. Freedom of the press; and

4. A planforincluding afair representation of Taiwanesein all national level offices.

If accepted, such a program would greatly improve the human rights condi-tions on
Taiwan and begin the processof opening up thepolitical processtoall of the Taiwanese
people.

Congressman Stephen J. Solar z

Today Taiwanbeginsits33rdyear of martial law. That probably makes Taiwanthelongest
running martial law regime in the world today. The time has long since passed to end
martial 1aw on Taiwan. The people should be given the opportunity to participatein a
genuine democratic system. To be sure, the economic system on Taiwan is a great
success.

The peopleenjoy ahigh and improving standard of living. In addition, compared to the
People’ sRepublic of China, thereisamuch greater degree of human rightson Taiwan.
Thereisfreedomof movement, theright towork andlivewhereyouwant, greater freedom
of religion, and freer accessto exit permits.

Still, Taiwan remains essentially a one-party police state with hundreds, maybe thou-
sands, of political prisoners. Citizenswhorunfoul of theauthoritiesareregul arly tortured.
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Infact, thesecret police, which placesagentsinvirtually all organizations, isapervasive
fact of everyday life. In addition, strikes are prohibited and independent views and
journals are censored and silenced.

| certainly recognize the legitimate fears and concerns of the people and authorities on
Taiwan. No onewantsto seethem|osetherel ative mea-sure of freedomthey enjoy. | do
not want to see them submerged in aCommunist system they do not want. | believewe
should support them in their desire to have their own non-Communist social and
economic system.

| am fully persuaded that if Taiwanwould end martial law and movetoward amorefree
and open system with legal due process, Taiwan thereby would strengthenitsclaimto
the moral support of the American people.

CongressmanJimL each

Itistragicthat theruling Kuomintang continuestoimposemartial |aw after threedecades
of peace. Few governments in the world have as stable an economic infrastructure, as
great asocial cohesion, andashighlevelsof literacy. Tomaintainmartial law under these
circumstancesisinexcusable.

Whileit requires great delicacy and respect for the citizens of one coun-try to express
viewscritical of affairsel sewhere, thetraditionally closerel ationsbetweenthe peopl e of
theU.S.and Taiwan, aswell astheshared democraticaspirationsarti cul ated by statesmen
of the stature of Thomas Jefferson and Sun Y at-sen, dictate that Americans speak out
inoppositiontothe KMT -imposed martial law. In responseto those, such as Governor
(now Taiwan’s Minister of Interior) Lin Yang-kang, who says that martial law is
innocuous and is enforced “only three percent,” conscience dictates that we point out:

*  TheMartial Law statesclearly inArticle11 that themilitary autho-ritieshavethepower
to suspend all of the rights laid out in Chapter Two of the R.O.C. Constitution,
including the freedoms of speech, assembly, association, demonstration, petition,
strike, travel, and other rights. Martial law provisions permit the government to
routinely revokethepublishing licensesof journal swhosecriticismgoesbeyond the
cosmetic.

*  Martial law gives carte blanche to the Taiwan Garrison Command and the other
intelligence apparatus that function largely beyond civilian control to arrest, inter-
rogate, harass, and to re ad the corres-pondence and tap the phones of any person



Taiwan Communiqué -8- August 1982

suspected of opposing the ruling party.

*  Under Martial law, hundredsof political prisonerstried by military courtsareserving
long, harsh prison terms on often trumped-up charges of “sedition” or “ propagating
rebellion.”

*  Citingthe" crisisduring theperiod of communist rebellion,” theKMT hasrefusedto
allow theformation of new political parties, which the Executive Y uan hasdeclared
would “harm national unity.”

Martial law may have been warranted by war conditions a generation ago, but today it
isthemost destabilizing of all factorsin Taiwan’ sdomestic political context. Theperiod
of democratic tutelage defined by Sun Y at-sen as a necessary step toward democracy
should be brought to an end. It istime for martial law to be repealed and for Taiwan's
democracy toflourish without interferencefrom the Taiwan Garrison Command.

Hearingsin the US Congress

Thefollowing section contains someexcerptsfromtestimony givenat ahearing, heldin
theafternoon of May 201" 1982, beforethe Subcommitteeon Asianand Pacific Affairsin
the Rayburn House Office Building in Washington. The witnesses were (in order of
appearance):

- Professor JamesA. Gregor, University of Californiaat Berkeley.

- Dr. Trong R. Chai, President of the Formosan Associationfor Public Affairs(FAPA).
- Professor Richard C. Kagan, HamlineUniversity, Minneapolis.

- Professor Y u-san Wang, Association of Free Chineseinthe U.S.

Professor JamesA. Gregor

Mr. Gregor wrote alengthy statement justifying the present martial law in Taiwan. Itis
evident from the following quotes that he is not unaware of the repressive atmosphere
created by martial law:

‘ThePublicationLaw, for example, whichallowsfor post-publication censorshiptill
actsasamajor constraint on the expression of public opinion’ (p. 22).

‘Theuseof themilitary in dealing with aselect class of infrac-tions, the vexatiously
vaguedefinition of “subversive,” the post-publication censorship, civil regulations,
all havea*“ chilling ef-fect” on the opennessof publiclifein Taiwan’ (p. 22).
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‘That thereremain seriousderogationsof civil and political rightson Taiwan hardly
needsemphasis (p. 38).

However, in spite of this knowledge, Mr. Gregor still has the audacity to suggest:

“Inmy judgment—anditisajudgment expressedwithfull knowledgeof all thedol eful
consequencesitimpliesfor al of uscommittedtothedefenseof liberty —isthat under
present circumstances it would be unwise to abolish all emergency controls now
operativeon Taiwan...” (p. 23).

Possibly Mr. Gregor should apply for aposition in Warsaw: the Polish authorities may
be looking for agood person to defend martial law there.

Inhisstatement Mr. Gregor al so madeaconsiderablenumber of errorsof fact. Below we
present the most obvious ones:

1.

“Even the pre-indictment interrogations ... today provide suspects with legal
counsel of his own choice.”

TheTaiwanauthoritiesmay want to givetheappearancethat thisisthecasealready,
but to this day there have not been any reports that this provision is being
implemented. Just afew day beforeMr. Gregor wrotethissentence aninnocent taxi-
driver was tortured to death while under police-interrogation (see “ The untimely
death of two taxi-drivers’ on page 26 of thisissue of Taiwan Communiqué).

In June 1982 there was yet another report of a person who had died under similar
circumstances. Also, the authorities still haveto dear up the case of Professor Chen
Wen-cheng, the American-based Taiwanese scholar who died after athirteen hour
interrogation by the Taiwan Garrison Command in July 1981.

“ ... the authorities on Taiwan ... have allowed non-governmental human rights
agencies like Amnesty International ready access to Taiwan.”

Thisisanother case of appearance: the Taiwan authorities pretend to give “ready”
access. In fact, information gathering on human rights vio-lations in Taiwan is
extremely difficult. An Amnesty International dele-gationwasindeedallowedtovisit
Taiwan, and was even given aguided tour of the notorious prison on Green Island,
but the delegation was not allowed to meet any prisoners.
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When they finally happened to bump into (and talk to) three prisoners who worked
inalaundry room, these three were later put into leg-chainsfor their willingnessto
talk to the Al-delegation (see ‘Long-term prisoners on Green Island’, in our
predecessor-publication | CHRT -Newsdl etter, no. 14, November 8, 1980). Amnesty
International itself reportsinits Memorandum of August 5, 1981 (p. 2):

“ Although they asked to, the delegates were not allowed to meet the eight
defendants arrested after the Kaohsiung Incident, believed to be detained in Hsin-
tien military prison, who had been charged with “ sedition” on February 20, 1980.
They were therefore unable to veri-fy at first-hand reports that these suspects had
been ill-treated during a two-month period of incommunicado interrogation.”

Wemust say that thisdoesnot even givetheappearanceof the* ready access’ Mr. Gregor
talks about.

Dr.TrongR.Chai

Dr. Chai isan Associate Professor of Political Science at Medgar Evers College, City
University of New Y ork, and President of theFor mosan Association for PublicAffairs
(FAPA). We may say that Dr. Chai ‘stestimony was moreincisive than Mr. Gregor’s.
Below wereprint someof thequestionsand answersfrom Dr. Chai * sprepared statement.

“Sinceitsretreat to Taiwanin 1949, the Nationalist Chinese govern-ment hasrelied
onmartial law to suspend civil libertiesand con-stitutional guaranteesof freedom of
speech, teaching and publica-tion, freedom of correspondence and political assem-
bly, etc. By denying freedom of speech, theNationalist Government hassilenced the
Tawanesevoiceanditsclamor for democracy. Thosewho darespeak their mindsand
openly aspire to self-determination are charged with sedition and court-martialed.
They are brutally sup-pressed. Thus martial law has been effectively employed by
Talwan authorities to stop those advocating changes and to prevent political
democracy” (p. 1).

“ Sincetheexpul sion of theNationalist Chineseregimefromthe Uni-ted Nationsand
its loss of legitimacy to represent China in the world body, the government has
increasingly relied upon censors, secret police and extremeright-wing hit squadsto
intimidate and terrorize the population. In 1980, for example, 453 journals were
arbitrarily closed or banned by the government. The various branch offices of
FormosaM agazinewereransacked and magazinepersonnel physically attacked. The
mot her and two young daughters of one opposition leader, Lin Yi-hsiung, were



Taiwan Communiqué -11- August 1982

assassi nated after theofficial threat of physical harmfailedtosilencehim. Indeed, the
level of fear and police state rule on Taiwan hasdrastically increased” (p. 2).

Dr. Chai wasasked how martial law on Taiwan comparedtothesituationinother nations
inAsia. Hisanswer:

“Again, theuniquefeatureof themartial law in Taiwanisitslong durationwhichhas
taken on a permanent nature. While civil liber-tiesin such other Asian countries as
Singapore, thePhilippines, South K oreaand Pakistan may besuspended temporarily
under martial law, in Taiwanthegovernment hasmaintained that thoselibertiesmust
be suspended until the Nationalist Chinese Government reconquorsthe mainland of
China—that is, indefinitely. Themartial law systemin Taiwan hasindeed become
a deliberate instrument of government to monopolize power and to deprive [the
people of their] humanrights” (p. 3).

Furthermore, Dr. Chai stated:

“ .....thepower-holdersof theruling Nationalist regime.... rely onmartial law to stay
in power. Other martial law beneficiaries in-clude the upper echelon of the secret
police, who regard the democratic process as a subversive activity and who seein
each and every non-K MT politician and intellectual a potential traitor. They are
opposed to the aspirations of the Taiwanese and treat the Taiwa-nese desirefor self-
determination as treason. They desperately need martial law power to suppressthe
majority Taiwanese who aspire to self-determination. Unfortunately, this small
segment of the population isalso the Chinese on thisside of the Taiwan Straitswho
maintained that “ Taiwan ispart of China” — abaseless claim of the 1972 Shanghai
Communiqué not shared by the Taiwanese” (p. 3).

Dr. Chai wasasked whether therearegroupson Taiwanwhowork toendmartial law. His
response:

“In the past, public debate on the merits of martial law were out-lawed. Since
suggestionsto end martial law wereregarded as sedi-tiouscrime, past attemptswere
countered by themartial law regime. Because of thegreat risksinvolved, few would
publicly speak out. Y et, from timeto time, public officials of the ruling Nationalist
regime as well as intellectuals and scholars have denounced its negative effects,
particularly its human rights abuses’ (p. 4).
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Thenext questionwas: “What would happenif Taiwanended martial law ?1sthereabasis
fromwhich democracy would grow, or wouldit bemorelikely that chaosand something
worsethan today’ smartial law would develop?’ Dr. Chai:

“It should be pointed out that the high degree of peace, stability and progress in
Taiwan reflects the peaceful nature of the people of Taiwan and their pursuit of
happiness, [andisnot theresult of ] therepressionby martial law. Today theeducated
middleclasscitizenry of Taiwaniscapableof democratic government. Thebasisfor
democracy is solid and strong.

Martial law, however, tendsto sow distrust among the population and stifle dialog
between people and government because of its heavy reliance on the secret police.
Italsotendsto polarizepolitical issuesand contributetotheincreasingly radical form
of expres-sionsof discontent. Lifting martial law would, therefore, facilitatecommu-
ni cation between the various segments of Taiwanese society and broaden the basis
for democracy. It would removethemajor obstacleto social, political and economic
progress, and acce-lerate Taiwan’ sfurther development” (p. 5).

Another questionrel ated to Peking’ sreactionto democratizationin Taiwan. Dr.Chal ‘s
response:

“Democratizationon Taiwanwould meanthegovernanceof Taiwanwith-out martial
law. Such apositivedevel opment can only bewel comed by Peking, becauseit would
mark theend of theage-ol d hostility between thetwo parties. Henceforth, therewoul d
beno need of any pretensefor attack or counterattack fromeither side. Instead, when
China and Taiwan are two separate entities, each respecting the other, both can
embark on a constructive road to peace” (p. 6).

Thenext questionread asfollows: “ I1f democratization occurred on Tai-wan, wouldit have
a helpful impact elsewhere in Asia, China and the world? Would U.S. Government
identificationwithforcesof democratizationinany way makelesslikely what happened
withthe Shahinlranand Somozain Nicaragua, wheremilitary regimesclosely identified
with the U.S. Government were overthrown in away that brought to power anti-U.S.
regimes, thusinjuring U.S. foreign policy interests ?’ Dr. Chai’ sresponse:

“Democratizationon Taiwanwill occur whenmartial lawislifted and thegovernment
genuinely respects the wishes of a people who in turn support their government.
When this happens, removal of internal tension and possible external hostility will



Taiwan Communiqué -13- August 1982

significantly contribute to peace and stability in Asia. It isin the long-term interest
of the United States for the American government to iden-tify with the forces of
democratization, rather than withtherepressiveregime. Oftentime, endorsement of
repressiveregimeshasantagonized forcesof democratization withinthosecountries
and led to hostilities once the regimes were overthrown. In case of Taiwan, the
growing democratic forces outside of the ruling Kuomintang party deserve special
attention from the United States Government.”

“ ... theUnited States should use all appropriate avenuesto per-suade and pressure
the Taiwan Government to respect human rights, allow organization of political
parties, declareapolitical amnesty, discontinue pressand mediacensorship, lift the
current martial 1aw system, and restore constitutional guarantees’ (p. 7).

Dr. Chai * stestimony wasfollowed by that of Dr. Richard C. K agan, Professor of History
at Hamline University in Minneapolis. Dr. Kagan presented detail ed i nformation about
the activitiesand methods of the secret police organizationsin Taiwan (in particular the
Taiwan Garrison Command and the Investigation Bureau of the Ministry of Justice). A
copy of his excellent statement is avai 1able upon request from Dr. Kagan (History
Department, HamlineUniversity, St. Paul, MN 55104, U.S.A.).

We conclude our report on the hearing with some excerpts from the statement made by
professor Yu-san Wang of the “Association of Free Chinese” in the U.S. Mr. Wang
attempted to justify martial 1aw in Taiwan by saying that most Western nationsin their
past also had martial law at sometimeor another. Themain exampleshegavereferred
toseveral short periodsinactual timeof war in EuropeandtheU.S. during thenine-teenth
century and the beginning of thetwentieth century. Intheremainder of hisstatement Mr.
Wang— like Mr. Gregor — also made aconsiderable number of errorsof fact. Below
we present the most obvious ones:

1. Mr. Wang wishes us to believe that: “ Only four categories out of a possible 106
offensesmay betried by military organs[ Courts—Ed.], only 3.7 % of thefreedoms
protec-ted by the Constitution are restricted by Martial Law” (p. 4).

We must point out that Mr. Wang's calculation is contradicted by more objective
observers. E.g., Amnesty International statesinitsBriefing Paper on Taiwan (1980):

“However, the state of siegeand martial law proclaimed by the Chinese Nationalist
Garrison Command (commonly knownasTaiwan Garrison Command) inMay 1949
suspended all provisions for individual rights and freedoms guaranteed by the
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congtitution. The state of siege was declared before the Nationalist government
retreated to Taiwan and is supposed to last as long as ‘communist rebellion’
continues on the Chinese mainland” [emphasis added — Ed.].

The four categories mentioned in Mr. Wang's testimony (also mentioned in the
statement by Senator Pel | — seepage5 of this Taiwan Communiqué) don’tjibewith
recent statements by the Executive Y uan. Inthe middle of Junethe Executive Y uan
issued astatement saying that “ .... theforming of clubsand associationsby citizens
should be subject to the provisions of martial law” (ChinaPost, June 15, 1982). We
don ‘t find this provision in Mr. Wang' s four categories.

Anoffenseusually tried in military courtin Taiwanisbank robbery. Wesearched in
vain for the category “bank robberies’ in Mr. Wang’slist of offenses which might
endanger the security of the state.

2. Further down on page 4 of histestimony, Mr. Wang states: “ Economic prosperity,
social stability, political development, civil rights and living standard have
become one of the best among nations in East Asia.”

Again, wemust contrast Mr. Wang’ sopinionwiththat of objectiveobservers. While
significant progress hasbeen madewith regard to economic devel opment andliving
standardsin Taiwan, the same cannot be said for political and civil rights. Freedom
House, the highly regarded New Y ork-based organi zation gives Taiwan low ratings
onboth. Onascaleof 1 (best) to 7 (worst) Taiwan scoresa5for political freedomand
a6-(six-minus)for civil liberties.

With regard to civil liberties Taiwan — together with South Korea— ranks at the
bottom of the following list of Asian countries with which it can reasonably be
compared: Indo-nesia, Japan, South Korea, Malaysia, Philippines, Thailand and
Singapore. (See* The comparative survey of freedom - theninth year’, by Raymond
D. Gastil. Freedom at | ssue, January-February 1981, no. 59, p. 4-5).

3. With regard to the use of torture Mr. Wang states: “ The national law on Taiwan
specifically prohibits the use of tor-ture. Article 98 of the code of Criminal
Procedure states that an accused shall be frankly examined, but that no violence,
threat, in-ducement, fraud or other improper means shall be used. Allegations of
torture had been extremely rare” (p. 5).

Wemay comment that, if thelaw on Taiwan indeed prohibitsthe use of torture, then
someone should inform the police agenciesthat thisisthe case. Apparently neither
thesecret policenor theregul ar police agencieshave heard about thislaw: with great
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frequency therearereportsof mistreatment of prisoners. Inour discussion of the State
Department’ sHuman RightsReport wehaveal ready pointedto themainincidents
of tortureof personswhowereimprisoned after the Kaohsiung Incident (see Taiwan
Communiquéno. 6, p. 2). Therecent cases of death under policeinterrogation (see
“Theuntimely death of twotaxi-drivers’ on page 26 of Taiwan Communiquéno. 7/
8) indicate that Mr. Wang’s opinion is not very close to the truth.

4. Mr. Wang a so presents the opinion that “ Travel abroad and emigrations are free
with exception of goingto mainland China” (p.5). If thisisthecase, wewonder why
theTaiwan authoritiesrecently did not grant exit permitsto two prominent non-party
leaders, Mrs. Hsll Jung-hsu (member of theL egidlative'Y uan) and Mrs. Chou Ching-
yu(member of theNational Assembly), whowereplanningtovisittheUnited States.
Mr.Wang' sstatement isal so contradi cted by the StateDepar tment’ sHuman Rights
Report of 1981, which states that in 1980 alone some 20,000 people were refused
an exit permit.

5. Mr. Wang' stestimony becomesrather hilarious when he comparesthe situation in
TaiwanwiththatinJapan: “ ....theNationalist party (Kuomintang) ... doesnot have
a monopoly on control of the government. The reason this party continuesto bein
power issolely becausethe overwhel ming majority of the peoplesupport it. In Japan
theLiberal Democratic Party hasbeenin power since 1946. No onecriticizes Japan
or accuses them of being undemocratic because it has been under a one-party
govern-ment for solong” (p. 9).

Mr. Wang apparently overlooks some “minor” differences between Japan and
Taiwan. Just to nameafew:

a) InJapanopposition partiesareallowedtofunction, andindeed play animportant
part on the national political scene. The Kuomintang. allows no opposition
parties.

b) InJapanall seatsof thenational parliamentary bodiesareupfor electionat regular
intervals. In Taiwan morethan 80 percent of the seatsin national elective bodies
are permanent positions (until the Kuomintang “recovers’ the mainland!).

¢) InJapanthereisfreedomof thepress, assembly, andreligion. InTaiwanthepress
ismuzzled by the publication Law, freedom of assembly isrestricted by Martial
Law, and Presbyterian Churchleadersareimprisoned for urging thegovernment
to move towards afree and democratic political system.
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News reports

The press conference and hearings received wide publicity in the press. Both the
Washington Post (“Hill group demandsdemocracy on Taiwan”, May 21, 1982) andthe
New Y ork Times*Congressmen ask Reaganto pressfor endtomartial law in Taiwan”,
May 25, 1982) reportedontheday’ sevents, whileinHong K ongtheHongK ong Standard
published anarticletitled" USCongressmenappeal to Taiwan: Putanendtomartial law.”
Someexcerptsfromthisarticle:

“[during the press conference the congressmen] were asked about their stand on
independenceof Taiwan. Pell saidhewasfor it. Leachand Solarz saidit wasaquestion
that should beconsidered separately, and that the peopl e of Taiwan shouldhavemore
freedom first to say what they want.

The group was asked about any reaction from President Ronald Reagan’ sadminis-
tration to the joint appeal. Kennedy said that Congress is a separate branch of
government and he thought many members support his views. They would be
communi cated to theadmini-stration headded. Solarz added: * Y ouknow theadmin-
istration is devoted to quiet diplomacy. It's been véry quiet.’

Thearticlewas concluded with aquotefrom astatement by Dr. Chai Trong-rong of the
Formosan Association for Public Affairs:

“Themorel enjoyfreedom here, themorel feel | should helpmybrothersthereto
fight for it.”

* ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok k% ok ok %k % % I

Prison report

1. Investigatingthemurder of LinYi-hsiung'sfamily. OnFebruary 28, 1980themother
and twin-daughters of imprisoned Taiwan Provin-cial Assembly member Lin Yi-
hsiung were murdered, after Mr. Lin had been warned by his interrogators that he
should not tell hisfamily about his“treatment” in prison, or else his*unfavorable’
thingswould happen to hisfamily (seetheNew Y ork Times, March 26, 1980). The
Taiwan authoritiesareapparently not making much progressin solving themurders.
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At the recent National Policy Conference (a gathering organized by the Taiwan
authoritiesto discussissues of importanceto national policy) Mr. Ho En-ting, Chief
of Talwan'’ spolicedepartment, declared that themurder of Mr. Lin’ sfamily members
had not been solved yet “ ..... because relatives arrived earlier at the scene than the
police, and thus made it impossible for the police to find evidence.”

Thisstatement by Mr. Hoisan outright lie. When Mr. Lin’ swife and his secretary
arrived at the scene of themurder, thewholebuilding had already been cordoned of f
by thepolice. TheAsian M onthly, whichdiscussesMr.Ho' sstatementinitsAugust
1982issue, a so presentsinterviewswith other personswhowerequickly at thescene
of the murder. These persons also contradict Mr. Ho. They say that -- apart from
keep-ing people out of the house — the policemen present at the scene displayed a
distinct lack of enthusiasm for finding evidence.

Thelatter pointisalso confirmed by aSwissreporter, whowasin Taipei in February
1980. Hewroteinthe Zirich-based Tagesanzeiger :

One of thefirst doctorswho arrived at the scene of the murder told me: “ If the six or
seven policemen had not used all meansto prevent me from entering the basement
[where the two young girlsdied] | would probably have been able to save the two
children, who had crawled into a corner. | also felt that the police forces—which
had appeared in large numbers — displayed an indescribable lack of activity”

(trandlated from German, Tagesanzeiger, March 3, 1980).

2. ShihMing-teh not allowed to see hisfamily. Fromthebeginning of April until the
end of June Mr. Shih Ming-teh — the main “Kaoh-siung” prisoner, who received a
life sentence and who isincarcerated in the isolated prison on Green Island (off the
Southeast coast of Taiwan) — was not allowed to receive visits from hisrelatives.
Starting on April 5, hissister Shih Ming-chu, was not permitted to en-ter the prison
and pay him the customary weekly visit. Ms. Shih made the first trip together with
dental technician Ms. Chang Wen-ying, who had just been released from two years
imprisonment herself. The two women were told that Mr. Shih had not written the
required “study report.”

Following thisrefusal by theauthorities, Ms. Shih Ming-chu submitted apetitionto
the Control Y uan, the Legislative Y uan, and the Ministry of Defense. Several non-
party membersof the Legislative Y uan and the Control Y uan also sent aninquiry to
theMinistry of Defense. On June 1, Minister of Defense Soong Chang-chihreplied,
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saying that Mr. Shih ‘s punishment was “ proper.” Minister Soong also stated that
“the relatives of Mr. Shih were not notified, so they went to Green Island anyway.
Inthefuturewewill let the relatives know when aprisoner isbeing punished inthis
manner.”

Inthemeantime Ms. Shihmade several futiletripsto Greenlsland. On May 7th, she
did not get further than Taitung (still a four hour train ride from her home in
Kaohsiung). Shewastold that the planewasfull, but other passengersindicated that
therewerestill two open seats. On May 16th shewent with her daughter; shegot on
thetrainin Kaohsiung at twelvemidnight, arrivingin Taitung at four inthemorning.
Thistimethey wereallowed ontheairplaneandarrived at theprison at eight o’ clock.
Again, they were not allowed to see Shih Ming-teh. The warden informed her that
“from May 10, for threeweeks” Mr. Shih wasnot allowed to see hisfamily because
of hisrefusal to write study reports on the “ Three Peoples’ Principles.”

[twasn’t until June29ththat Shih Ming-chuwasallowedto seeher brother. Mr. Shih
indicated that hehad painsinhischin (wherehehad undergoneplastic surgery before
hisarrest). Heal so said that he can hardly eat because of problemswith hisdentures.
Hereguested hissister to submit an application for medical carefor these problems.

Mr. Shih also said that the prison authorities had put new prisonersin the cells next
to his own cell. These new prisoners seemed to be insane, making a considerable
amount of noise both day and night. Mr. Shih said he feared that these insane men
had been put thereintentionally, inorder tomakehimal solosehismind. Herequested
hissister toapply for atransfer toalessisolated prisonon Taiwanitself. Themeeting
between Mr. Shih and hissister was broken of f abruptly by prison guardswhen Mr.
Shih blurted out that he had been beaten up again.

3. Hunger strikeson Green | land. Recently moreinformationhascomeout of Taiwan
about the hunger strike by prisonersat Green Island in November 1981. The hunger
strike started on November 5th, when Mr. Shih Ming-teh heard about the murder of
Professor Chen Wen-cheng (which occur-red in July 1981). Hewas ableto send a
messagetoother prisoners, appealingtothemtojoinhiminorder to protest themurder
of Dr. Chenaswell asthe earlier murders of the mother and two young daughters of
LinYi-hsiungon February 28, 1980.

Mr. Shih indicated to the other prisoners that he hoped their action would help
improvethe conditionsin prison. Mr. Shihwasjoined by the prisonerslisted bel ow.
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They were also protesting the fact that the prison authorities had not provided any
medical attention for two prisonerswho died in the beginning of November (see our
‘Prison Report’, Taiwan Communiqué no. 6, p. 12). To theright of each nameis
indicated how many days the respective prisoners participated in the hunger strike.

MAME DURATION HAME DORATTION
Chuang Hain-nan [ E—;'_ 2% ) 1w days | Lin Shu-chih (-Ed »t‘ﬁ ) 10 days
Chen Chin-huo ( P FTHE) 3 days | Liu Buo-chih (L] Lﬂ& ) 4 days
Chen Ming-chuang {?'ff“ #3 ) 10 days | Lin Shu-yang { j::f,‘i #%ﬁ) 3 days
Chen Shui-ching (¥ -,1<|-f,| ) 3 days | Pai Ya-tsan (.3 Fq %) 10 days
Huang Hua {-EE' _'&- ) 5 days | Shih Ming-teh (-‘ji-’-_riﬂ‘if;} 30 days
Huang Shen-neng (‘é\‘ﬂ?ﬁﬂ )} 10 days Wang Hein-nan ( ‘i % )} 10 days
Hung Wei<ho 7:‘; L TR 10 days | Yang Chin-hai f'ﬁ% £z 10 days
Fao Hao=yuan { ;’E_-‘\ii ) 3 days | Yen Ming=-sheng I:_&E ol "’E.} B days

Thefollowing prisonersworking in the kitchen of the prison a so went on hunger strike

for four days during the time they were not on duty:

Chien Shui-chuan ( V% §o ),

Hsieh Chiu-lin (504 g% (& ),
),

Kuo Yueh-wen (‘3} N
Wu Tsau-yuan ( & o7 )

OnDecember 10, 1981 agroup totaling more than 30 prisonerswent on hunger striketo

Lin Cheng-sung ( | @ %L )

Lai Ming-lieh ($%kan g1 )
Shih Ting-hui ( g };,_{ﬁ )

commemoratelnternational Human RightsDay.
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4. Healthcondition of long-term prisonerson Green I sland. Recently wereceiveda
partial list of Green Island prisoners. Most of these persons have been imprisoned
sincetheearly fifties, and aresuffering variousillnesses. Thelist presentsonly some
basic information, such as the age, number of yearsin jail, birthplace, and type of

illness:
HAME AGE  YEARS | BIRTHPLAGCE TYPE OF
IN ILLNESS
JAIL
Chen Lieh-cheng ( I’&"i‘ﬂ&; 1| 58 iz Taichung ulcer
Chen Shui-chuan { ¥ L G )| 56 12 Matou ulcer
Chu Wei-huang [ ‘i '}-i ’F‘g,} 54 32 Hesinchu gland disorder
Fan Yueh=-chiao (Zﬁ__ g o |39 20 {:hiang—hsi* 7
Heieh Chiu-lin {gﬂﬁﬁ; &) |58 12 Taichung uleer/rheumatic
Hsu Wen—chang ( §% L %) 58 32 Taoyuan health OE
Hung Shui-liu { =% <30 65 az Matou 7
Li Cheng—san [ % '-T-'fa dn ) 54 32 Peitou ulcer/paralysed
Li Kuo-ming ( % |# Br 2 65 32 Matou tuberculosis /
mental problems
Li Shih-chieh ( & 4% ) |68 15 Fukien rheumatic
Lin Cheng-ting { T+ ﬁ'& g‘} il 32 If.as'.!n:u:ungm= one tooth left
Lin Shu-vang ( 11-%4%} 56 32 Matou hemorchoid
Liu Chem-sung { %'l & ¥&) 52 324 Taichung ulcer
Liu Tien-chao ( ¥4 4.88) |- - Shantung”  died in 1981 of
tongue cancer
Lu Chin-mu ( & G4~ ) 56 32 Matou ulcer
Meng Chao-san ( aﬁﬁi ] 61 20 Shantung* mental problems
Wang Chi-shih (& £ 3%) 57 20 Shantung* mental problems
Wang Chin-hui ( 3 "'E#,& ¥ 56 iz Matou ulcerfarthritis
Wang Ju-gan { £ xbe fs ) &0 iz Taichung asthmatic
Wang Teh-sheng [ 3 ‘iirﬁ% ) 62 32 Taichung ulcer/rtheumatic
Wang Wei-ching ( Hi?;ﬁ ) |50 iz Taichung hemorrhoid [
mental problems
Wang Yun-fu { F :,u% ] 54 32 Peitou heart condition
Wu Yueh-ming f%iﬂﬂﬂ]“ 62 32 Taichung eye disease
* in China

** Amnesty International has reported that Mr. Wu was released on parole on medical
groundson 24 February 1982 (Amnesty I nternational Newsl etter, April 1982)
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5. Nobiblesfor FORM OSA prisoner sat Hsin-tien prison. InJuneit wasreportedthat
severa of the imprisoned opposition leaders — in particular Taiwan Provincial
Assembly member Lin Y i-hsiung and theol ogian Lin Hung-hslian— had requested
the use of an English-language Good News Bible. However, the prison authorities
have until now refused to alow the family members to give such a bible to the
prisoners.

* k kkk ok kkkhkkkk Kk Kk Kk Kk k%

Mr. Reagan’s lettersto China

For the past several months US President Ronald Reagan has been trying to patch up
the slowly deteriorating relations between the U.S. and the People’s Republic. The
problemsstem from Mr. Reagan’ sdetermination— voiced during the el ectionsin 1980
— to upgraderelationswith Taiwan. Sincetaking office Mr. Reagan hasfound out that
upgrading of these relations with his “old friends” isn’t possible, but he has aso
discoveredthat continuation of weapon sal estothepresent regimein Taiwan alsoproves
to be quite difficult.

Inordertotry toresolvethesituation Mr. Reagan decidedto send | ettersto thethreemost
prominent Chinese officials. In aletter, dated April 5, 1982 he told Communist Party
Deputy-Chairman Deng Xiao-ping:

“We fully recognize the significance of the nine-point proposal of September 30,
1981 and the policy set forth by your Government as early as January 1, 1979.”

This statement constitutes an endorsement of the plan for peaceful unification that
Peking proposed to the Taiwan authoritieslast September. In aletter to China sPremier
Zhao Zi-yang— also dated April 5, 1982 --Mr. Reagan indicated that “ in the context of
progress towards a peaceful solution, there will naturally be adecrease in the need for
armsby Taiwan.”

Thethird letter — dated May 3, 1982 — was hand-carried to Peking by Vice-President
GeorgeBush. It wasaddressed to Communist Party Chairman Hu Y ao-bang andreiterated
Mr. Reagan’ scommitment to aone-Chinapolicy. Mr. Reagan wrote:

“ ....wewill not permit the unofficial relations between the American peopleand the
Chinese people on Taiwan to weaken our commitment to this principle.”
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Subsequent press reports have indicated that the three letters are part of a negotiating-
process leading up to what has been called “ Shanghai Communiqué no. 2" (see ‘The
president’sseal’, Far Easter n Economic Review June4, 1982, and‘ A new U.S.-China
romance?7’ Newsweek, Junel14,1982). Thenew “ Shanghai Communiqué’ would contain
the three elements outlined in Mr. Reagan’ sletters:

1 U.S.reaffirmation of theprincipleof “oneChina’,

2 restatement of Peking’ scommitment to reunificationwith Taiwan by peaceful means,
and

3. U.S.commitment to gradually phase out armssalesto Taiwan (it isapparently being
debated rather hotly, whether this phasing out should be “in the context of progress
towards apeaceful solution” or not — the U.S. insisting on it, while China opposes
this condition).

The changing of the guard at the State Department - replacing Mr. Haig by Mr. Schultz
—will,inall probability, not changethecourseof U.S.-policy significantly. However, it
isinterestingto notethat during hisconfirmation hearingsintheU.S. SenateMr. Schultz
agreedwith Senator Barry Goldwater that theU.S. hasnever officially recognized China' s
claimsto jurisdiction or sovereignty over Taiwan.

Taiwan Communiquécomment: Theprincipleof“ oneChina” isaproper one. Itshould
not, however, imply any recognition of China’s claimsto Taiwan. The U.S hasin the
past acknowledged such claims, but not agreed with them. An emphasis on a peaceful
resolution of the differences between Taiwan and China is also to be applauded, but
it is essential to point out that such a peaceful resolution will never be possible if the
native Taiwanese are not represented by democratically--elected leaders. In other
words: internal democracy in Taiwan is a prerequisite for a peaceful resolution.

The fact that the Kuomintang-authorities continue to claim themselves to be the
government of all of China isthe major reason for China to claim Taiwan. However,
a democr atically-el ected gover nment on Taiwan would strive for peaceful coexistence
with China, which would — over time — decrease the hostilities between the two
countries and would eventually lead to the much-desired peaceful settlement. It is
there-fore essential for the U.S. government to urge the Taiwan authorities to move
towards a democratic political system.

The Taiwanese people are the ones who live, work and die on Taiwan. In accordance
withtheprincipleof self-deter mination—asstated inthe Charter of the United Nations,
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Article 1 (2) —they themsel ves should decidethe political statusof theisland. Itistime
for the inter-national community (including Mr. Reagan) to recognize this fact.

In closing our comment, we wish to quote Dr. Mark Chen, President of the World
Federation of Taiwanese Associations, who stated in a letter to Secretary of State
Alexander Haig (dated February 12,1982):

“ ....wetheTaiwanese, nowwishtogoonrecordthat any communiqués, under stand-
ings, agreementsor treatiesbased on thefallacious premise of Chinese sovereignty
over Taiwan are not binding on the Taiwanese people. Any such accords reached
between the Communists and the Nationalist Chinese, or between them and 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.”

*k kkk ok kkkhkkkk Kk Kk Kk Kk k%

Ms. LU Hsiu-lien, portrait of a prisoner

LUHs u-lienisTaiwan’ sforemostfeminist. In1971—at theageof 27— shebecamewel |-
knownin Taiwanby her seriesof articleson* Thetraditional rolesof menandwomen”,
published in the United Daily News. Inthefollowing years she also had columnsin the
ChinaTimes and in the Taiwan Times. By the time of her arrest in December 1979 —
followingtheKaohsiung I ncident— shehad writtenthreebooks: “New Feminism”,*’ The
Amendment for Legalizing Abortion” and “ The Past and Future of Taiwan.”

Shealsoset up centersfor assi stancetowomenin Taiwan’ stwolargest cities, Taipel and
Kaohsiung andfoundtimeto spendtwo yearsintheUnited States, whereshefirst earned
aMaster’ sdegreein comparativelaw fromthe University of Illinois, and subse-quently
went onto Harvard Law School, where shereceived her L.L.M. degree.

In1978sheranfor office: shewould certainly havebeenelectedtoaseatintheL egidative
Yuan if the Taiwan authorities had not cancelled the elections at the last minute —
following President Carter’ snormalization of rel ationswith China. Inthesummer of 1979
she joined Formosa Monthly magazine, becoming its deputy director. During the
Kao-hsiung Incident she gave an excellent speech, analyzing Taiwan ‘s international
status (see The Kaohsiung Tapes, published in February 1981 by the International



Taiwan Communiqué -24- August 1982

Committee for Human Rights in Taiwan and by the Society for the Protection of East
Asians’ Human Rights). Website: http://www.taiwandc.or g/kao-tapes.pdf).

After her arrest she — like the other imprisoned opposition leaders — was held
incommunicadofor two-and-a-half months. At her trial inMarch 1980it becameapparent
what those months were like:

Li Hsiu-lien, 36 years old, was allowed to
describe 50 days of interrogation in which
she said her questioners threatened to ar-
rest membersof her familyif shedidnot copy
and sign a composed confes-sion. Ms. L,
who holds a master of arts in comparative
law from the University of Illinois and a
master of law degreefromHarvard Univer-
sity, broke down into tearsas she described
400 hoursof questioning inwhich, shesaid,
she was advised to prepare a will because
she would probably be executed.

... She said she was forced to stand for long
periods, denied food for onefull day .... She
said her questioners showed her a : o ;
photo-graph “ again and again” of thegro- Annettel u

tesgue body of a man executed for sedition

and told her to compose a will because she was about to meet the same fate. “ The
so-called confession was something they read and | took down,” she said (quoted
fromtheNew Y ork Times, March 20, 1980).

Based on the above-described “confession” the military court sentenced her to twelve
yearsimprisonment. She is now serving her sentencein Tu-cheng prison in Panchiao,
just southwest of Taipei. Sheand Ms. Chen Chi— afellow “ Kaohsiung Eight” defendant
— shareadjacent cells. Inour previous Taiwan Communiqué(no. 6, March 28,1982, p.
13) we already described the stifling conditionsin the prison. In March and April there
wasincreased international concernabout Ms. LU’ shealth. U.S. columnist Jack Ander-
son wrote:

“She is almost in constant pain; she has trouble breathing and feels a strangling
sensationinher throat. L ately shehasreportedly beenvomiting blood, and her weight
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hasincreased alarmingly, makeher faceand body puffy. When L iisuffersher attacks,
usually at night, shecriesout for help. But her jailersdonot respond. Only her cellmate
isthereto offer solaceintheir unlighted cell” (* Formosa- ruleisbenign, but it’ sstill
military’, Washington Post, May 20, 1982).

In response to expressions of concern from abroad the Taiwan authorities apparently
allowed LU Hsiu-lien to be treated in amilitary hospital in Taipei. However, officials
downplay the possibility of recurrence of Ms. LU’ s thyroid cancer (for which she was
operatedin1974).

We believe that continued expressions of concern are necessary, and we request our
readers to send letters, urging the release of Ms. L for medical reasons, to:

PrimeMinister SUN Y un-suan
1, Chung-hsiao East Road, Section 1
Tapei, TAIWAN

*k kkk ok kkkhkkkk Kk Kk Kk Kk k%

| sthe Taiwanese Association “ seditious’ ?

During the past few years the Taiwanese Association has played an increasingly
important role in the Taiwanese communities abroad. Its social functions, such asthe
Lunar New 'Y ear and summer barbequesand basebal | games, aregenerally thehighpoints
of any Taiwanese grouping — large or small. It thus serves as meeting point for all
Taiwanese, no matter what his or her political opinion. Invariably, discussions about
politics are hot debates, but the meetings are very open and democratic in nature.

In 1974 the World Federation of Taiwanese Associations was founded as the interna-
tional umbrella-organizationfor al local and national Taiwanese Associations. Itsannual
convention (which, thisyear, was held in Houston) became the rallying points for the
international Taiwanesecommunity. Becauseof thefreeflow of political debateit became
suspect in the eyes of the Taiwan authorities as a “Taiwan Independence’ (Tai-tu)
organization. However, inasurprisesmove, Premier Sun Y un-suan declared on March
21,1982that

“ ...thegovernment hasnever regarded Taiwan provincial associationsabroadasTai-
tu(Taiwan Independent) organizationsor Tai-tu’ ssatellites. Inhisreply toL egislator
Chung Jung-chi ‘s inter-pellation, he indicated that any such talks arise from
misunderstandingsonly” (ChinaPost, March 22, 1982).
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Mr. Sun'’ s position changed again, however , when six non-party membersof Taiwan’'s
LegidlativeY uan, Control Y uan, and National Assembly wantedtotravel to Houstonto
attend theannual meeting of theWorld Federationinthebeginning of July. Inastatement
issued on June 27th, the Executive Y uan declared that “ ...Government officials should
not takepartinany meeting controlled by elementsof the Taiwan I ndependencel eague.”

Taiwan Communigqué comment: Thereis no organization by that name. The formal
organization favoring Independenceisthe World United Formosansfor Independence
(WUFI), but the Taiwan authorities apparently hesitate to even pronounce the name.

The statement also indicated in no uncertain terms that any officials who went to the
meeting anyway would havetofacethelegal consequencesof their actions(ChinaPost,
June28,1982).

Intheend, only four non-party memberswereallowedtofly totheUnited States, but only
becausethey wereal soinvited by theNorth AmericaTaiwaneseProfessors’ Association
(NATPA) —which held itsannual meeting aweek later. Thefour did visit Houston, but
attended ameeting of thelocal Taiwanese Association, which just happened to be held
in the same general area asthe World Federation’ s meeting.

Two women, Mrs. Chou Ching-yu (non-party member of the National Assembly) and
Mrs. Hsii Jung-shu (non-party member of the Legislative Y uan) did not even get an exit
permittotravel totheU.S. Thisfact seemsto contradict thepiousstatement by pro-KMT
witnessMr. Wang Y u-san— madeduring last May’ sCongressional hearingsonmartial
law in Taiwan that “travel abroad and emigrations are free with exception of going to
mainland China.”

*k kkkkkkkhkkkkkk Kk Kk Kk %

Articles and Publications

1. AcCalendar of Hope. Atthebeginningof 1982 Mrs. Chou Ching-yu, wifeof imprisoned
lawyer Y ao Chia-wen, published a“ Calendar of Hope.”

The calendar — a 110 page booklet (in Chinese) with space for notes and names/
addresses — was designed by Mr. Y ao. The cover (a painting of a plum blossom
branch) wasalso painted by Mr. Y ao. Thecalender runsfrom December 10, 1979 (the
dateof the" Kaohsiung incident”, after which Mr. Y ao and other opposi-tionleaders
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wereimprisoned) to December 9, 1991 (The approximate date of hisrelease). Chou
Ching-yuwrotethefollowing foreword:

“Ever since my husband and other friends associated with FormosaMagazinewere
impri-soned, our livesbeganto bedominated by countingthedays. | begantorealize
the significance of every single day. Days are
long, but not endless. | sincerely hopethat this
“Calendar of Hope” will behel pful tothosewho
arewaiting for these difficult daysto end, and
whoarelookingforwardtobetter timestocome.
| know personally that one needshopeto make
it through these long days of waiting. This
calendar isfull of HOPE.”

Thecalendar may beorderedfrom: Mrs. Helen
Tu,P.0.Box 2377, Richmond, CA 94802,U.SA.
At this address one may also order a
subscrip-tion to Care Magazine, a monthly
publication — published by Chou Ching--yu
—about social welfarein Taiwan (inChinese).
18 U.S. dollarsper half year, or 30U.S. dollars
for aone year’s subscription.

2. TaiwaneseProfessors' Association Bulletin. TheNorth AmericaTaiwaneseProfes-
sors' Association (NATPA) has— sinceitsfoundation in the be-ginning of 1980—
published abulletin with very interesting articlesabout avariety of scholarly topics.
Themostrecentissue(Volumell, no. 1, March 1982) contained thefollowing excellent
articles about politics and human rights:

a. ‘Why Taiwan rejects China s Unification offer,” by Dr. Parris Chang of Pennsyl-
vania State University.

b. ‘ Random thoughts on the future of Taiwan,” by Dr. Fu-mei C. Chang of Hoover
Institution, Stanford University.

c. ‘The Beijing-Taipei-Washington tangle and the Taiwan issue,” by Dr. Tsuang-
kuang Lin of DrakeUniversity.

The NAPTA Bulletinisavailable (published 3 times per year, Annual subscription
$10.00, singlecopies$4.00) fromNATPA, 5632 South Woodlawn Avenue, Chicago,
11160637,U.SA.
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3. TheChristian ScienceM onitor reports. ThisBoston-based newspaper (knownfor
its objective reporting) recently published two excellent articles about the Taiwan
issue. Thefirstone, titled“ Thetwo Taiwans’, waspublishedintheApril 8, 1982issue.
In the article reporter Anne Shutt gives her impressions from interviews with both
Talwan-based and U.S.-based | eadersof the Taiwanese community. Someexcerpts:

“Palitical magazines—including K’ ang[Ning-hsiang’ sTheEigh-tiesand TheAsian]
— have a precarious existence in Taiwan. Antonio Chiang [Chief editor of both
magazines| will attest to that. He met K’ ang when he covered the legislaturefor the
ChinaTimes, oneof Taipei ‘ shiggest newspapers. The China Timesisknownto be
carefully controlled by the KMT.

Chiang was a frustrated reporter. Most of his copy (his beat was politics) got
censored. So, after eight yearsof reporting for the establishment, Chiang waseasily
persuaded to edit the opposition magazines— even with a50 percent cut in pay. But
thefrustrationwasn’t over. Oneof themagazines, TheEighties, wasbanned theday
after the“ Kaohsiung incident” of December 10", 1979.

Therally wasoriginally intended to celebrate the 31st anniversary of the Universal
Declarationof HumanRights. Butit ended withviolence- incited, accordingto many
observers, by KMT -sponsored rabblerousers. “

“ ... [A] subject, very close to the hearts of their publishers, is covered extensively
by the opposition editors: Taiwan’ snational identity. The KMT -controlled school

system teaches children Chinese mainland history, geography, and culture — but
doesn’t teach the students anything about their own homeland. Yet, Taiwanese
children seem to be able to maintain asense of national identity different fromwhat
they get in the classroom. As one American analyst describes the situation, many
Talwanese students who study in the U.S. or Europe want to return and use their
education to Taiwan' s bene-fit. Not so with the children of the mainlanders. * They
havenoreasonto go back — nohomeland. 50 themainlander eliteisnot reproducing
itself,” saystheanalyst. Thisisexactly what the moderate oppositionistshopefor —
awar of attritioninwhichtheresultsareageneration of spirited, well-educated young
Taiwanese and the demise of what they seeasincestuousand inefficient KM T-style
government.”

Thusfar thefirst articlefrom the Christian Science Monitor. A second article appeared
intheJuly 14, 1982issue. It wasan excellent opinion-pageessay, titled* L et the Taiwanese
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decide’,authoredby Mr.Fulton T.Armstrong. Mr. Armstronglivedin Taiwanfrom 1976
101980, and presently servesas|egislative aideto Republican Congressman Jim Leach
of lowa. A few highpoints:

“TheUnited Statesistreating TaiwanlikeachipintheAsiacardgame. It’ sabouttime
wedealt the Taiwanesein. But Washington, Peking, and Taiwan’ sruling Kuomintang
(KMT) haveall beenreluctanttoallow thepeopleof Taiwanavoiceintheir ownfuture.
Washing-tonfeared giving offensefirst to Chiang K ai-shek and now to Pe-king, both
of whose cooperation at different times has been per-ceived more important to US
intereststhan Taiwanese democracy. Thusthe US has consistently failed to support
the Taiwanese democratic movement.

Without USpressure, theKM T hasnot all owed themovement to blossomfor obvious
reasons. Liberation would mean repeal of martial law (now beginning its 34th year)
and retirement of the hundreds of officials whose jobs and power are derived
exclusively frommartia law, includingmany el ectedinthe 1940 sinNankingwho have
enjoyed “permanent” seats since.

Peking also, in designing its peaceful unification plansto appeal tothe KMT only,
hasfail ed to acknowledgethat ademocrati c— and thusanti-communi st— movement
evenexistsin Taiwan. If theTaiwanesewereallowed aroleinthegametodecidetheir
future, Chinaknowsthey sooner or later would call its bluff.

TheTaiwanese— anyoneof Chinese, Hakka, or aboriginal extractionwhoseidentity
isintegrally linkedto Taiwan— haveshownintheir “ economicmiracle” how united
and powerful they can be. Under often inspired economic leadership, in just one
generation they have transformed the island from a backward colony of Japan into
aformi-dable player in international trade with one of the best-educated populaces
in the world, adequate housing, no starvation — a society perfectly ripe for
democracy.

What the Taiwanesewould chooseif givenachanceto determinetheir futureistightly
linked to how they resolve their centuries-old identity crisis, which hasitsrootsin
alate Ch'ing Dynasty policy towards the island. Around 1870, when Tokyo de-
manded redressfrom Chinafor the massacre of 50 Japanese sail ors shipwrecked on
Tawan, aCh’ing official toldthe Japaneseforeign minister that Peking could not take
responsibility because the” Taiwan savages’ were outside theinfluence of Chinese
government and civilization (Japan proceeded to invade Taiwan and punish the
“savages’).
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Throughthe Treaty of Shimonoseki 22 yearslater, Japan officially gainedfrom China
full control over Taiwan. From 1895 until theend of World War 11, the Taiwaneselived
as Japanese subjects— speak-ing and studying Japanese, serving (and dying) inthe
Imperial Army, and working under their foreign rulersfor apittance.

Lessthantwoyearsafter becoming*“ Chinese” again, inFebruary 1947the Taiwanese
rose up in the most widespread rejection of what they saw asthe cangue of Chinese
identity. Inthat “2-28 Incident” against the KM T, armed forces— recently arrived
from China--killed morepeopl ethan had beenkilled duringthe 50 yearsof Japanese
rule preceding it and in the three-and-a-half decades of often harsh KMT rulesince.

Talwanese desperationinthesearch for identity hasnot reached such ahigh, violent
level since. In fact, agreat deal of progress has been made in people-government
relations, partly because many dissidents have been eliminated over the years, but
mostly becausethe” native” Taiwanese(whosefamiliesweretherebeforethe1940’s),
who now make up about 90 percent of the population, have set political differences
aside and united with the government in developing the economy.

But setback after setback — loss of voice in the United Nations, de-recognition by
all but an insignificant handful of nations, denial of participation in world sporting
events, in essence becoming a pariah state - have convinced the Taiwanese that the
new challenges they face demand new policies developed by a younger, more
moderate generation. Finding an identity means an enhanced role in democratic
government, whichisonly slowly being permitted by theKM T, butisbeing facilitated
by the natural passing away of old cadres within the ruling party. At home, timeis
on the Taiwanese' s side.

Internationally, however,itisnot. T helonger ittakesthe Taiwanesetoestablishtheir
ownvoiceand earninternational supportfor their right to havethat voice, thedimmer
the chancethat they can effectively counter effortsto defeat them. Just recently, for
exam-ple, President Reagan‘ sl ettersto Chineseleaderswererel eased stating: “ there
isonly oneChina. Wewill not permit theunoffi-cial rel ationsbetween the American
peopl e and the people of Taiwan to weaken our commitment to this principle.”

FortheUSandtheKMT to continuetodeny the Taiwanesearoleindeterminingtheir
future in unconscionable. No matter what the Taiwanese might decide, to unify or
confederatewith China, to declareindependence, or to simply maintainthestatusquo
— we should not be party to the conspiracy to deny them the right to decide.”
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4. Newsweek: Spiesintheclassroom. OnMay 17,1982 theNew Y ork-based weekly
published an article, titled ‘ Spies in the Classroom,” about spying by Kuomintang
agentsin the United States. A few excerpts:

“ Student-agentsof Taiwan’ sruling Kuomintang Party (KM T) haunt cam-puses
all across the United States, taking names of suspected dissi-dents .... The
problemwasspotlighted most dramatically last sum-mer when Chen Wen-cheng,
aprofessor at Carnegie-Mellon University, went home to visit his parents and
then was found dead on the campus of National Taiwan University. Although
Chen’ sdeathwasofficially saidto bean accident or suicide, many believehewas
killedby theKMT becauseof alleged anti-government activitiesreported by spies
in the United States.”

“According to Taiwan students here, as many as five branches of the KMT
government .... gather intelligence in the United States. They are loosely orga-
nized through Taiwan's Coordination Council for North American Affairs.
Studentssay the KMT often recruit its spiesout of military academies. Most are
bonafide students who moonlight as spies; afew are full-time agents posing as
students. KMT officialsinTaipei reportedly keeptabsonwhich U.S. school sneed
moreinformants and which students need to be watched. Accor-ding to sources
inthe United States, someinformantsreceive amonthly salary of $600 ; others
get $50 or $ 100 for each report they submit.”

“When the KMT gets a negative report about a student, it usually issues a
warning. Further transgressions can prompt a visit by secu-rity police to the
student’ sfamily; ultimately, “dissidents” may havetheir passportsrevoked and
be imprisoned. Rita Y eh, aformer University of Minnesota student, was sen-
tencedtoafourteen-year prisonterminJanuary 1981, in part becausesheattended
Chinese moviesin the United States.”

“Taiwan Government officialsinthe United Statesdeny that any spying goeson.
According to Congressional sources, however, theU.S. Justice Department and
the FBI acknowledged the problem during House Asian and Pecific Affairs
subcommittee hearingslast year on Chen’ sdeath. The House passed | egislation,
softened in conference with the Senate, that would have banned arms sales to
countries that have spies on American campuses.”
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5. Herald Tribune on Taiwan’s spying. On June 2, 1982 the Paris-based English-
languagel nternational Herald Tribuneal socarried anarticleabout spying by Taiwan.
Thearticleby Washington Post reporter Patrick E. Tyler, titled‘ Taiwan’ sspieswage
skillful covertwar insidetheU.S.’, focused on military spying and theft of classified
U.S. government documents by the KMT, but it al so touched on theissue of spying
by agents of the Nationalist Chinese government on native Talwanese studentsin
the United States. Two quotes from the report:

“classified reportsthat circulated at the State Department’ s China desk on agiven
Friday werecirculatingin Taipei by thefollowing Monday, according to one senior
official of theformer administration of President Jimmy Carter.”

“By 1977, the Taiwanesegovernment had becomesoinvol vedinfomenting political
opposition to the normalization process in the United States by secretly funding
demonstrations and other activities that the Carter administration added Taiwan to
the secret list of hostile foreign intelligence services and targeted Taiwanese
diplomatsfor surveillance and wiretaps.”

* ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok k ok %k ok x ok % % & I

Notes

1. Theuntimely death of twotaxi-drivers. OnApril 14, at 3:20intheafternoon, the
Kuting branch of the Taiwan Land Bank in Tai pei wasrobbed. The skinny robber,
speaking Mandarinwith aShantung accent, got away inataxi, carryingNT$5.3
million (approximately 126,800 U.S. dollars) with him. Inthe courseof therobbery
abank-employee was wounded by a shot from the robber’ s handgun. The case
caused a large-scale manhunt, led by the larceny division of Taipei’s Police
Department. However, by thebeginning of May, still no suspect had been found
— inspiteof alargereward of almost 50,000 U.S. dollars.

Intheevening of May 4, thepolicequestionedtaxi driver Wang Y ing--hsien, aheavy-
set mainlander from Shantung province. Hewasrel eased, but onMay 6 hewascalled
in again. His daughter, who went with him to apolice “guest house” near Taipel ‘s
airport (addressfor thosewhoareinterested: 407 Fu-ching street), | ater saidthat while
she was being questioned — and slapped in the face — she heard sound of torture
in the next room, where her father was being interrogated: after she had seen a
detectivewalk intotheroom with apieceof ropesheheard her father moan with pain
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andvomit. Atthreeo’ clock inthemorning Mr. Wangwastaken away fromthepolice
office. The next morning hisbody --with seven brokenribs, a10 cm. long wound on
the back of the head, and a cracked pelvic bone— was found in the Hsintien river.

The police claimed that Wang had “ committed suicide for fear of punishment” by
jumpingfromthebridgeat four o’ clock inthemorning. Thepolicedidn’ t explainwhy
Mr. Wang should be walking on the bridge at that time of night.

However, the same night, another branch of the Taipei Police Department arrested
taxi driver Li Shi-ko— askinny mainlander from Shantung --who readily confessed
that hehad committedtherobbery. Thiscertainly madethepolice’ stask of explaining
Mr.Wang' sdeathmoredifficult. ThefivedetectivesimplicatedinWang' sdeathwere
caledinfor questioning, but released on bail. At thetime of thiswriting (August 7"
1982) there have been no reportsthat any legal action has been taken against them.
They wereall graduatesfrom Taiwan’'s Central Police College. Two held master’s
degrees, onestudied at theUniversity of Vienna, whiletwohad receivedtrainingfrom
America ‘s Central Intelligence Agency (see ‘ The case of the duckbilled robber’,
Asiaweek, Junell,1982).

OnMay 18, Mr. Li wastriedin military court (apparently robbing abank endangers
the security of the state - Ed.). On May 21 he was sentenced to death and on May
26 hewasexecuted. Inthemeantimethepoliceoffered condolencemoney tothefamily
of Mr.Wang. Initially they wereoffered approximately 5,000.- U.S. dollars, but | ater
the offer wasmore than doubled — amid reportsthat the policewastrying to buy off
the family. Mr. Wang' s son confirmed that the police had requested the family not
to press charges.

2. RevisingtheCriminal Code—onestep forwar d and twobackwar d.

The events following the bank robbery renewed the discussion of interrogation
methods by the variouspolice agencies. Thismatter had beenraisedinearly 1980in
connection with the two month-long interrogations of non-party members arrested
after the Kaohsiung Incident and, last summer, in connection with the death of
Professor Chen Wen-cheng (after a thirteen-hour interrogation by the Taiwan
GarrisonCommand).

Inthebeginning of July 1982 theExecutiveY uanapproved arevision of theCriminal
Procedure Code. Therevision (of Article27 of the Code) would makeit possiblefor
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an accused to have a lawyer during the inves-tigation process. Up until now an
accused could not retainalawyer until theindi ctment had beenfiled by the prosecutor
— which, in most cases, was several months af ter the arrest. During this time the
much-feared interrogations took place.

However, inaclassic “one step forward, two steps backward” move, the Executive
Y uansimultaneously introducedrevisionsof Article71 (Title1l) and Article88(Title
1) of the Code. Therevisions make it possible for the police to question and arrest
people without a warrant under a broad range of conditions. The four “specific”
conditions are sufficiently vagueto give the police virtually full freedom:

a If asuspectisinformed on by amajor criminal who hasbeen caught red-handed
withenough evidence showingthat the suspect had alleged-ly committed acrime.

b. one who escapes arrest or escapes when being conveyed by the police.

c. onewho escapes after police questioning and against whom solid evidence has
been found to link him with the crime; and

d. one suspected of acrimewhich would carry asentence of at least five yearsin
jal.

TheExecutiveY uansent theproposedrevisionsto Taiwan' sLegidativeY uan, where
it ran into opposition from non-party legislators. The major non-party leaderswere
inthe United States (maybethat’ swhy the Executive Y uan moved so quickly onthe
proposed changes). Although the debate was quite heated, the bill was passed 122
votesfor and 4 against. Thefollowing are some excerptsfrom astatement issued by
eight non-party members:

“For more than twenty years, the people of Taiwan have been asking for legislation
to alow defendantsto have alawyer present during the interrogation by the police.
After so many human lives have been lost [due to death after torture — Ed.] the
Executive Y uanfinally send abill totheL egislative Y uanfor examination.

However, it is awatered-down version in which the positive provision is virtually
nullified by the expansion of police powersto arrest people without awarrant. We
cannot understand why it took the Executive Y uan twenty yearsto come around to
submittinglegidlation protecting humanrights[in Taiwan only theexecutive branch
of thegovernment hasthepower toinitiatel egislation— Ed.] butit took the Executive
Y uan only two weeksto present us with proposed legislation to expand the powers
of the police.
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Itisagenerally known fact that the quality of the policeisvery low in Taiwan: last
year the Chen Wen-cheng case happened, and thisyear Wang Ying-hsienwaskilled.
This proposed law does not make the situation better , but only worse. We arevery
disappointed by thisdecision by the Government, which alwaysclaimstobe“for the
people.”

Quotes from ‘A statement by non-party legislators on the proposed revisions in the
Criminal ProcedureCode.” Asian M onthly magazineno. 15, August 1982, p. 28.

3. Fraudduringelections?Don’t haveelections! InMarch1982therewasafurorein
Taiwan over bribery during theel ection of the speaker of the Tai pei County Council.
The newly-elected speaker of the Council was arrested on the accusation of bribing
membersof theCouncil. Hehad apparently of fered several membersNT$1.2million
(morethan25,000U.S. dollars) eachtovotefor him. Thespeaker-elect, Mr. ChenWan-
fu, and hisbrother inlaw werelater sentenced to one-and-a-half year imprisonment,
while several Council members received senten-ces from three to six months for
accepting NT$200.000fromMr. Chen.

The episodeisinteresting for two reasons: first, according to sourcesin Taiwan the
Government’ sdecisionto persecuteMr. Chenisnot somucha* clean up” operation
by theauthorities, but moreapart of anintra--K uomintang power struggle. Mr. Chen
was apparently associated with the slightly less-conservative wing of theKMT, led
by KMT secretary-general Tsiang Yien-si, which is under great pressure from the
more conservative wing headed by Premier Sun Y un-suan. Thelatter also seemsto
be able to count on more support from the secret police agencies, while the former
has stronger ties to the business community.

The second interesting aspect isthat anumber of officials used the episode to show
that “ Talwan hastoo many elections: more officials should be appointed instead of
elected.” The most prominent person espousing this view was Mr. Liu Y U-yu,
Minister of Interior of the Taiwan provincial Government. Inresponse, TheEighties
Monthly maga-zine(no. 21, April 1982, p. 34) printed anarticletitled* Pleasedo not
murder democracy’, inwhichit arguedfor moreelectiveoffices, instead of less. The
main points:

a We should improve our election system, not destroy it.

b. Thereiselectionfraudat all levels—fromthenational electionsdowntothelocal
level. To solvethis problem we have to strengthen our judicial system, so fraud
and violence during elections can be prevented.
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c. Thereasonthat thereis so much waste of money and resources during elections
isthat our democracy isnot completely movingyet. Thehistory of our democracy
isstill tooshort. Tosolvethisproblemweshouldhavemoreelections, weshould
educate the people so they can make wise choices. Only when the people have
becomeusedtothedemocraticway of life, thén will electionsruntheir courseand
make our country astable democracy.

The article was accompanied by a cartoon
picturing the“turtle of democracy” onitsway
tothe“sacred hall of democracy.” Apparently
the poor turtle still has to take a few
unsurmountable hurdles:

1985 : village chiefs and small-city mayor are
appointed.

1990 : county magistrates and city mayorsare
appointed.

2000 national legislators are appointed.
2100: al government official scan besucceeded
by their sons.

The cartoon does not indicate a name for the
vultureat thetopof this" stairway todemocracy”.

4. Banningpublications. During the past several monthsthe Taiwan authoritieshave
continued to ban magazines containing articles critical of the government. In Taiwan
Communiquéno. 6 (Marchweal ready mentioned two magazines, Deep Plough (Sheng
K éng, and ThePadlitician, which hadtheir February banned. In Juneand July threemore
issues of Deep Plough (10, 11 and 12) were also banned because they contained
“forbidden topics.”

Deep Plough no. 10 carried anarticleabout thedeath of taxi-driver Wang Y ing-hsien (see
‘Theuntimely death of twotaxi drivers', p. 26). Apparently It wasnot totheliking of the
policeauthorities. Thenextssue, no. 11, reprintedtheNewsweek articleabout Kuomintang
spyingintheUnited States(seep. 25). Thatissuedidn’t makelttothenews-standseither.
The most recent banning concerned issue no. 12, which carried an article about the
murder — one year ago — of Professor Chen Wen-cheng.

Other publicationswere a so at thereceiving end of thewrath of Taiwan’s censors(i.c.
the police): Ocean Tide magazine published in Kaohsiung — was banned for ayear,
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because its no. 5 issue contained an article suggesting that there should be democra-
tization on both sides before unification with Chinacould be discussed. In 1980 Ocean
Tide a'so had stopped publishing for a year because of a banning order.

Taipei-based Horizontal-Vertical magazine (Chung Héng) lost its two most recent
issuesinthe Government’ sbanning spree. No. 15 contained an articleabout theproblems
of poor, single, old, main-lander soldiers, who cameover to Taiwanwith Chiang Kai-shek
in1949. Apparently their unhappy conditionisasensitiveissuefor the Kuomin-tang, so
it cannot be discussed. The soldiers have been separated from their families on the
mainland for more than 30 years and many would like to go back before they die.

No. 16 of Vertical-Horizontal didn’t fare any better than its predecessor: it discussed
theissue of Chiang Ching-kuo’ s succession and thus disappeared from the newsstands
intothetrucksof thepolice. Anadditional reasonfor thebanning of no. 16 may havebeen
the fact that the editors quoted from aletter — written in 1979 by World Federation of
Taiwanese Associations President Dr. Mark Chen to thén Senate Foreign Relations
Committee Chairman Frank Church — in whiech Dr. Chen emphasized the Taiwanese
peopl € sright to self-determination.

5. Orchidislander “like” nuclear dump? Recent eventswithregardtothedisposal of
nuclear wasteon Orchid I sland (of f the southeast coast of Taiwan) illustratesthetwisted
logic of some of Taiwan’s authorities. The Taiwan Power Company (a government-
owned utility) decidedtodeposit some 12,000 barrel sof untreated nuclear wastefromits
power plant at Chinshan (near Taipei) on theisland.

According to reports in the pro-government newspapers in Taiwan the islanders are
supposed to like to have the dump there:

“Orchidisland residentswant to know what all the fuss over nuclear waste material
isall about. Inhabitantsof thissmall offshoreisland claimthey are proud that Orchid
Island hasbeen chosen asthe site of thefirst storage dump for untreated radio-active
wastematerialsand areurging theProvincial Government todeclarethestoragedump
and official national tourist attraction” (ChinaPost, April 28,1982).

Inorder to show that hedidn’t treat the matter lightly, the Minister of Economic Affairs,
Mr. Chao Yao-tung“ ..... donned a hard hat and rode in atruck loaded with barrels of
nuclear waste material, stating “if nuclear waste material isathreat tolife, let me bethe
firsttodie’ “ (ChinaPost, May 3, 1982).



TheNew Y ork-based Taiwanese newspaper Taiwan Tribunecommented onthissitua-
tion with the following cartoon:

@ TEE D) 3

Feme A E R BRA.
HiehEE LK

Thecaptain of theship which hasjust deposited apackageof nuclear wasteon
Orchid Island: “Let usbring somemorenuclear waste, beforetheseislanders
realize what it is.”

A notetoour subscribers:

This double issue of Taiwan Communiqué was made necessary by the
large amount of information generated by the Congressional hearings of
May 20, 1982. Wefeltit would be more useful to our readersif oneissue
contained afull overview of the important statements made during that
day. Wethank Congressman Stephen Solarz and the Taiwan Tribunefor
making the material availableto us.
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