Submission No 18

Inquiry into Australia’s Human Rights Dialogue Process

Organisation: Australian Council for International
Development

Contact Person: Ms Kathy Richards

Address: Private Bag 3
Deakin ACT 2600

Joint Standing Committee on Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade
Human Rights Sub-Committee



ACFID

.4

AUSTRALIAN COUNCIL
FOR INTERNATIONAL
DEVELOPMENT

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY INTO

Australia’s Human
Rights Dialogue Process

SUPPLEMENTARY SUBMISSION TO
THE HUMAN RIGHTS SUB-COMMITTEE,
THE JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN

AFFAIRS, DEFENCE AND TRADE

March 2005

ACFID|
O 65 8 . |

oy r——
surmEnTEELY




Meeting of Australian NGOs with Chinese Government Delegation

8

A beief meeting of Australian Non Government Orpanmations (NGOx) and Chinese
Guvmmtufﬁinhtmkrhcﬂm'ﬁ’ﬁdﬂﬂdqzﬂﬂcmbum in a prelude 10 the
Australinn Government’s 87 Aostealis-China Human Rights Dislogue. The meeting was a
first, and followed numerous requests from many Austraban NGOk for greater

of the Austrulis-Ching Human Righrs dislopues, including opening the process
to the mvolvement of NGOs

2. The primatry sim of the meeting was to formally request that the Chinese Government

k3

permit Australian NGOs to hold mdependent human oghts meetngs with Chinese civil
SOCIETY,

The Chinese delegation inchided around 12 officily, led by the Asastant Foreipn Minister
Mr Shen Guofang and incloding the Chinese Ambassadar Madame Fu. At the insistence of

the Deparmment of Foreign A ffaies snd Trade (DFAT), the numbers mn the NGO
deleganion were to be limited, and consisted of only freé persons:

»  Kathy Richards {Auseraimn Forom of Human Rights Crrganisanons |/ Austealis
Council For Internanional Development),

Mary Edmunds (Human Rights Council of Austrafia),

Michael Curtotti (Nations] Committee an Human Rights Education),

Peter Jennings (Australian Council of Trmde Unicns) and

Dawad Purnell (Umted Nations Associaton of Austelia).

The meeting took the form of an opening statement by each group. The NGO delegation
indicared that they would report back on the dislopue to o wider NGO seetor thar was
uiterested in the human nghits dulogue process. The NGO deleganon also stressed thar
their meeting with the Chinese was an independent meenng and did not, and wos not o be
nterpreted as, endoesing the Avstrnhan Government’s Human Rights Dialogues. This
mmportant paint was sccepted DEAT pror to the meetng, and appenred to be accepred by
the Chinese delegation.

Mr Shen indiested that be was expecnng (o meet with greater numbens of Australinn NGOs
than the five presear (there were acrually more NGOs intesested in meeting with the
Chinese delepanon bur numbers were resmicted by DFAT),

By pre-armngement, questions were divided amongst NGOs, covenng the fallowing broad
thstre:

n  the role of the United Natons in promotmg human nghes: (espeanlly throogh the
Linited Nanony Commission on Homan Righis),

b. the tmpact of the technical support grven by the Australian gid program theough

HREOC to Chinese departments and ageocies m relaton to humaen nghts,

labour aghts and made unions in China,

human nphts education in schools and beyond,

biw reform,

the Intematonal Covenant oa Cml and Political Rights (ICCPR), and

human Aghe acoon plans.

Irwas nomble thae the visiting Chinese delegation was fully engaged in thus procesy, and
estended the meetng time 1o snswer questions mised by the NGO delegates. Detailed
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responses were given t each question, and in sevenl cases the visitors agreed o provide

It was noted by the Chinese deleganon thar o significant development in China has been the
amendment of the Chinese constitution to include a speafic provision to protect human
sights. The Chimese delegation told of greater demoenitisation of unions and of thewr more
open court system. They utidedined the need for more improvement in the awareness. of
the Chinese people about human aghes, snd in the government’s effores o provecr these
rights. They acknowledped that in many areas Chinese domestic law was stll not in line
with the ICCPR provisions,

In relanon to United Naoons Commussion on Human Rights, the Chinese deleganon
expressed confidence that the Commission is an mpormnt vehicle for countrics (o share
their understanding of human rghts, and to leam from each other's expenences. They saw
lmcfulmhfmﬂm&:mumnfth:ﬂfﬁ::}hghﬂnmnﬂmuﬁnﬂmnmghnm

different experiences and urrnping seminars on human rights themes. They
opposed confrontation and sccusations (no doubt because of the Chine resolunons that
have been before the Commussion on many occasions), They sfficmed Australian Mike
Somuth’s role ax chair of the Commission in that year (2004), and indicared a wish 1o work
maore closely with him during his tenure as president.

Discussion followed on the quulity and stmbutes of civil society in China. Foreign Minister
Mr Shen indicated that there were many NGOs in China —claimimg 260,000 — and he
affirmed an NGO mkmpmmrghummughu

Mr Shen invited Australian NGO o vinit Chine in 2005 and continue human dghts
dulogues. The Austrabisn NGO deleganon indicated mterest in following up on thes
maugural meetmg. A formal request was made for permisdon to have an Aostraban NGO —
f:hmﬂ:NGU}mnnﬂnﬂﬂ::hllugm pm::m,imlzp:ﬂ.dmiuffh:ﬂmm—hﬂﬂ
dinlogrues, Me Shen weleomed this idea, and mvited the Australian NGOs 1o follow up on
this proposinon. Mr Shen repeated these comments during the formal tecepoon and the
press brefing following the povernment-level diulopuen.

The mectng was followed by a formal receprion at which other NGOs were present along
with members of the official Australisn Government Delegntion, DFAT staff and
scodemics.

It shoubd be noted that there continues to be wide debate in the Australian NGO sector on
the risk that this meeting was seen by the Australian Government as o way of piving grester
lepitimacy 0 the Government's Humaen Righrs Delopues, possibly making it more difficulr
for NGOs to mdependently raise concerns about the processes of the dialogues. Those
NGOs involved in the meeting welcome and actively contribute o this debate. There has
been widespresd concern that the careful selection of NGOs by TXFAT for the meenng
restnicted some NGOs from mvobved and mdicated some “nervousness’ thar there would be
difficult fssues raised in the meeting.

Owvenall the expenence of the NGO involved in the mecnng was very positve, and
indicated potential for more robust discussions in the future. The Chinese proup showed
great interest in the wsues mined. Many NGOs are saper to pussos this type of mecting in
the lranun and Viemamese Human Rights Dialogoes. Unfortunarely there was nor nme for
the Chinese deleganon 1o ask Avstrahan NGOs more abowt the human dghrs situanon in
Australia.
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