News Workers Demand On Article 23

We are a group of newsroom workers who value very highly Hong Kong's freedom of expression and press freedom. We believe that there has been social stability since Hong Kong's return to Chinese sovereignty, and that the need to urgently legislate Article 23 of the Basic Law- covering treason, secession, sedition and subversion - is unwarranted. Unfortunately, the government is determined to single-mindedly press ahead with the proposals, insisting on having the laws in place by the middle of next year. The proposals make it notably easier for the government to press charges- leaving the public and the news media susceptible to a government clamp down, drastically curtailing Hong Kong people's enjoyment of freedoms of expression, thought and press.

We oppose legislating at this juncture. If the SAR government insists on pressing ahead with this, then there must be adequate public consultation. This includes the publication of a White Bill. The timetable for the scrutiny of the legislation should be decided by the Legislative Council in accordance with the actual situation without any deadline being imposed by the authorities.

We demand that the laws not affect freedom of expression and press freedom. To this end:

1. We demand that the administration incorporate the views of human rights experts when it outlines the definition of treason, secession, sedition and subversion. It should strike a balance between freedom of expression and national security as outlined by the Johannesburg Principles. Especially the sixth principle-that expression may be punished as a threat to national security only if it incites imminent violence, so that the government does not treat speech as a crime.

2. We demand that when the administration uses "protecting national security" to restrict the press from publishing reports, then "public interest" should be an acceptable defense argument, as in the Johannesburg Principles. This will protect newsroom employees' work in monitoring the government.

3. We demand that the administration revoke its proposal to legislate against seditious publications. We believe that proposals to legislate against treason, secession and subversion are enough to prevent the occurrence of threats to national interest, and we have reservations about legislation against sedition and seditious publications. This will only lead to freedom of thought being compromised.
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