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A. [bookmark: _Toc131609622]Executive Summary 

This submission is informed by stakeholder consultations and a review of Chinese law and recent cases. We focus specifically on the Committee’s concluding observations (2014) and List of Issues (2021) on women in detention, and the response of the People’s Republic of China. This submission does not reflect all of our concerns at CEDAW compliance in China.

Our submission highlights particular concerns at the rights of women deprived of their liberty in China. Women are vulnerable to arbitrary detention in the criminal legal system and in the systems of administrative and extrajudicial deprivation of liberty. Conditions in detention do not meet minimum standards as set out under the Bangkok Rules.  

The Rights Practice welcomes the abolition of the ‘custody and education’ system in December 2019, the administrative detention measure aimed at sex workers. However, the legal and political framework which enables Chinese authorities to arbitrarily detain individuals, including sex workers, is unchanged.  

There is increasing opacity around the detention of women in China which impacts on the rights of individuals detained, their families and wider society. Lack of transparency is an obstacle to government accountability. 

The repression of lawyers and civil society organisations undermines state accountability for obligations under domestic and international law. Only a small percentage of individuals detained in the criminal system have access to a lawyer. Women detained in administrative measures, or extralegally, can be held incommunicado with no access to a lawyer. 

The risk of gender-based violence and torture for women detained in China is high. This risk is increased for women detained extrajudicially and without adequate oversight or safeguards. Uyghur, and other Turkic-speaking Muslim, women held in internment camps in Xinjiang Uyghur Autonomous Region (XUAR) are particularly vulnerable and have been subjected to sexual violence. 


B. [bookmark: _Toc130806909][bookmark: _Toc131609623]Recommendations

· China should immediately close down all extrajudicial ‘vocational education and training centres’ in XUAR. Women arbitrarily detained in these facilities should be immediately released and their families should be provided with information about their whereabouts and treatment. All instances of gender-based violence should be thoroughly investigated. 

· All women human rights defenders arbitrarily detained, without a fair trial, should be released, and information of their whereabouts and treatment provided to relatives. 

· China should enable independent, external monitoring of all detention facilities to ensure that women are deprived of their liberty in line with the Bangkok Rules. This includes women detained in pre-trial detention centres, prisons, administrative detention facilities, ‘residential surveillance at a designated location’ (RSDL) and, pending their abolition, the extrajudicial ‘vocational education and training centres’ in the Uyghur Region. This will help prevent torture and ill-treatment. 

· Revise prison and detention centre laws and regulations to improve conditions including access to healthcare, and adequate nutrition.

· China should provide timely data on all women deprived of their liberty, disaggregated by age, ethnic origin, type of facility, reason for detention and length of detention. This includes the treatment and detention of sex workers since the abolition of the ‘custody and education’ system. 

· Establish a system to regularly collect, analyse and publish statistical data on the number of complaints about all forms of gender-based violence against women deprived of their liberty, in line with CEDAW general recommendation No. 35. 
[bookmark: _Toc131609624]

C. General Environment 

1. Detention of women in China must be understood within the political and legal context. The Chinese Communist Party (CCP), under Party Secretary Xi Jinping, oversees the functioning of the institutions of the police, procuratorate (prosecution) and the courts. The interests of the Chinese state and the CCP influence all aspects of governance, including the legal system. The judiciary is not independent.

2. The deprivation of liberty is used as a tool by the state to engender fear. Women can be subject to detention under the criminal legal system as well as extrajudicially in a system of unofficial places without oversight or official regulation. Detention may be used to carry out ‘re-education’, forced labour, and to punish.

3. Civil society, including human rights defenders, NGOs and journalists, have been increasingly repressed by the Chinese state. They face censorship online, harassment and detention for promoting human rights including the rights of women.[footnoteRef:1]  [1:  ChinaFile. “Nevertheless, Chinese Civil Society Persisted.” 8 August 2022. https://www.chinafile.com/ngo/analysis/nevertheless-chinese-civil-society-persisted] 


4. Lawyers face harassment and the threat of detention from authorities when taking cases which are considered politically sensitive. Under Chinese law women detained in the criminal system have the right to access legal defence at certain stages of proceedings but in practice this right is not guaranteed.[footnoteRef:2] Women detained in unofficial and extra-legal forms of detention have no access to a lawyer. [2:  The Rights Practice. “Submission to the Report on the Protection of Lawyers.” December 2021.
https://www.rights-practice.org/news/submission-to-the-report-on-the-protection-of-lawyers] 


5. Uyghur and other ethnic Turkic-speaking Muslim women in the XUAR experience racial discrimination. Since 2017, the Chinese state has subjected hundreds of thousands of Uyghurs, and other Turkic-speaking Muslims, including women, to widespread and often arbitrary deprivation of liberty.[footnoteRef:3] There is no legal basis for ‘vocational education and training centres’ and women detained in these internment camps have been subjected to gender-based violence.  [3:  The Rights Practice. “(Ab)use of Law. Criminal Proceedings in Xinjiang.” February 2022. https://www.rights-practice.org/news/abuse-of-law] 





D. [bookmark: _Toc131609625]Lack of transparency around women in detention 

Lack of official statistics

6. China, in its response to the Committee’s List of Issues (Question 22) states that “the procuratorial organs have resolutely implemented the criminal justice policy of fewer arrests, more cautious prosecutions and more prudent detentions”. However, there is no available official data to verify this claim. 

7. China does not publish data on women in detention disaggregated by age, ethnic origin, type of facility, reason for detention and length of detention. 

8. The National Bureau of Statistics of the PRC website has available official statistics on the number of women detainees up until 2012. In 2012, there were, officially, 95,770 women detainees.[footnoteRef:4] Prior to this, statistics are available annually from 2003. They show an annual increase from 2003 to 2012.  [4:  National Bureau of Statistics of the People’s Republic of China, https://data.stats.gov.cn/easyquery.htm?cn=C01 Online search carried out on 29 March 2023. Chinese language ] 


9. Since 2020, China Judgments Online, the Supreme People’s Court online database of decisions from all levels of Chinese courts, has been further restricted and millions of cases, including all death penalty cases, controversial cases and administrative proceedings, have been removed.[footnoteRef:5]  [5:  China Digital Times, “Administrative Proceedings—“People Suing Government”—Removed From Chinese Legal Database in New Blow to Transparency”, 24 March 2023. https://chinadigitaltimes.net/2023/03/administrative-proceedings-removed-from-chinese-legal-database-in-blow-to-transparency/ ; 
China Judgments Online. The Supreme People's Court of The People's Republic of China. http://wenshu.court.gov.cn/ ] 


Death penalty statistics are a state secret 

10. China does not publish disaggregated data on gender and the use of the death penalty. Death penalty statistics are a state secret.[footnoteRef:6]  It is unclear how the death penalty impacts on women, the proportion of women executed for drug crimes, or how they are treated while in detention awaiting execution. The Chinese government cannot guarantee that the death penalty does not disproportionately impact women, the economically vulnerable, ethnic minorities, or people with psychosocial or intellectual disabilities.[footnoteRef:7]  [6:  The Rights Practice, “Lack of Transparency on the Death Penalty Impacts Human Rights”, March 2021. https://www.rights-practice.org/news/lack-of-transparency-on-the-death-penalty-in-china-impacts-human-rights]  [7:  The Rights Practice, “Respect for Minimum Standards? Report on the Death Penalty in China”, October 2020.
https://www.rights-practice.org/news/respect-for-minimum-standards-report-on-the-death-penalty-in-china] 

11. In one independent study of 300 cases in China involving “drug offences, death sentences and women”, the overwhelming majority of women in the sample were sentenced to a suspended death sentence.[footnoteRef:8] Suspended death sentences in China are subject to less rigorous review procedures than death sentences with immediate execution.[footnoteRef:9] There are risks that the sentence is associated with unsafe convictions and long periods of detention.[footnoteRef:10]  [8:  Cornell Center on the Death Penalty Worldwide, “No One Believed Me”: A Global Overview of Women Facing the Death Penalty for Drug Offenses”, October 5, 2021. https://deathpenaltyworldwide.org/publication/no-one-believed-me-a-global-overview-of-women-facing-the-death-penalty-for-drug-offenses/]  [9:  The Rights Practice, “Use of the Death Penalty in China: Sentencing”, October 2021. https://www.rights-practice.org/death-sentences-in-china]  [10:  Ibid] 


Family members and lawyers are not guaranteed the right to information

12. With patchy and often politically motivated implementation of regulations, family members and the lawyers of women detained in China are not ensured information about their whereabouts, the state of their health, or their treatment in detention. In the Bangkok Rules of general application, Rule 2 states that newly arrived women prisoners shall be provided with facilities to contact their relatives and have access to legal advice.[footnoteRef:11]   [11:  Resolution adopted by the General Assembly. “65/229. United Nations Rules for the Treatment of Women Prisoners and Non-custodial Measures for Women Offenders (the Bangkok Rules)”, 21 December 2010. https://www.unodc.org/documents/justice-and-prison-reform/Bangkok_Rules_ENG_22032015.pdf] 


13. Access to legal advice is a key right for all detainees. Lawyers are also a source of information and support for family members of detainees as well as their relatives. Chinese criminal lawyers do not have full access to meet their clients, read case files, collect evidence or take human rights-related cases without fear of harassment or detention.[footnoteRef:12] The Chinese Criminal Procedure Law (2018), Article 39, sets out the right to access a lawyer within 48 hours of being detained.[footnoteRef:13] However, this right is not guaranteed in practice. Women deprived of their liberty in administrative detention or extralegally have no access to a lawyer.  [12:  The Rights Practice. “Submission to the report on the protection of lawyers.” December 2021. https://www.rights-practice.org/news/submission-to-the-report-on-the-protection-of-lawyers]  [13:  Criminal Procedure Law of the People’s Republic of China, 2018. Chinese official:
http://www.npc.gov.cn/zgrdw/npc/xinwen/2018-11/05/content_2065631.htm
Unofficial English translation, China Law Translate: https://www.chinalawtranslate.com/en/criminal-procedure-law-2018/] 


14. China continues to deny the existence of extrajudicial detention despite consistent reports from credible sources that women are being deprived of their liberty in unofficial places, without the possibility of a trial and a high risk of torture and ill-treatment.[footnoteRef:14] China has also claimed that those subject to “vocational education and training” in XUAR had graduated by autumn 2019. China has not, however, announced the closure of these re-education facilities or opened them for inspection by UN experts.  [14:  Committee against Torture, “Concluding observations on the fifth periodic report of China”, 3 February 2016. ] 


15. In 2022, the Office of the High Commissioner on Human Rights (OHCHR) assessment of the Uyghur region, found that there is strong, credible evidence that “the extent of arbitrary detention and discriminatory detention of members of Uyghur and predominantly Muslim groups may constitute international crimes, in particular crimes against humanity.”[footnoteRef:15]  [15:  OHCHR Assessment of human rights concerns in the Xinjiang Uyghur Autonomous Region, People’s Republic of China, 31 August 2022. https://www.ohchr.org/sites/default/files/documents/countries/2022-08-31/22-08-31-final-assesment.pdf] 


16. In February 2023, The Rights Practice surveyed Uyghurs, and other Turkic-speaking Muslims, living outside of China about the situation for their relatives detained in the XUAR.[footnoteRef:16] From survey respondents, approximately 43% of detained family members are women. The majority of respondents had only received information about their family members through friends. There was a lack of official information from the Chinese authorities. This was a follow-up to a survey of Uyghurs living in the UK which we carried out in December 2020.[footnoteRef:17] The results reveal a community desperate for information about their relatives.  [16:  Results yet to be published. Data held with The Rights Practice. Available on request. ]  [17:  The Rights Practice. “The Uyghur Community in the UK: Survey Report”. December 2020. https://www.rights-practice.org/Handlers/Download.ashx?IDMF=666938fe-7b69-4cf4-8b62-5ca406a6481e] 


17. The OHCHR recommends that the government of China urgently clarifies the whereabouts of individuals whose families have been seeking information about their loved ones in XUAR, including by providing details of exact locations and establishing safe channels of communication.[footnoteRef:18]  [18:  OHCHR Assessment of human rights concerns in the Xinjiang Uyghur Autonomous Region, People’s Republic of China, 31 August 2022. https://www.ohchr.org/sites/default/files/documents/countries/2022-08-31/22-08-31-final-assesment.pdf] 


Lack of independent monitoring of detention facilities

18. There is no independent, external monitoring of detention facilities, including of women detainees, in China.

19. In China’s response to the Committee’s List of Issues (Question 22), it states that it does a good job in providing care, including education and medical access, to women detainees. However, The Rights Practice has for many years received reports that detainees are held in crowded unsanitary conditions, with inadequate nutrition and health care. These reports support the need for external monitoring in line with international experience. 

E. [bookmark: _Toc131609626]Measures taken to reduce number of women in detention 

‘Custody and education’ system

20. We welcome the abolition of the ‘custody and education’ system (收容教育; shōuróng jiàoyù), an administrative measure aimed at the detention of sex workers. In December 2018, the NPCSC Legislative Affairs Commission recommended abolition of the measure, and a year later, in December 2019 the proposal was approved by the NPCSC.[footnoteRef:19] On 29 December 2019, all detainees were due to be released.[footnoteRef:20] Individuals were usually detained in these facilities from six months to two years.[footnoteRef:21] [19:  NPC Observer, “NPCSC Abolishes “Custody & Education” Detention System”, 30 December 2019.
https://npcobserver.com/2019/12/30/npcsc-abolishes-custody-education-detention-system-revises-securities-law-approves-community-corrections-law-civil-litigation-reform-pilot/]  [20:  East Asia Forum, “Partial victory for China’s detainees”, 12 February 2019. 
https://www.eastasiaforum.org/2019/02/12/partial-victory-for-chinas-detainees/]  [21:  Tiantian Zheng, “The Plight of Sex Workers in China﻿: From Criminalisation and Abuse to Activism”, Made in China. 18 April 2019. https://madeinchinajournal.com/2019/04/18/the-plight-of-sex-workers-in-china%EF%BB%BF-from-criminalisation-and-abuse-to-activism/] 


21. Although the ‘custody and education’ measure has been repealed, there is a lack of open, accurate information on the current situation for sex workers and their treatment in detention. It is estimated that every year between 18,000-28,000 sex workers were arbitrarily detained in approximately 200 ‘custody and education’ centres across China.[footnoteRef:22]  It is unclear whether these women have actually been released or continue to be subjected to other forms of arbitrary detention.  [22:  Ibid] 


22. Since the abolition of the ‘custody and education’ measure, prostitution remains illegal under the Public Security Administrative Punishments Law (2013).[footnoteRef:23] Under the law, sex workers, and their clients, can still be subject to a maximum of 15 days in administrative detention, without due process, for one offence, and up to 20 days for two or more acts being punished simultaneously.[footnoteRef:24] It is likely that the public security organs continue to use the threat of administrative detention as a tool to punish sex workers. [23:  Public Security Administrative Punishments Law of the People’s Republic of China, 1 January 2013. Unofficial English translation: https://npcobserver.com/legislation/public-security-administrative-punishments-law/]  [24:  Ibid ] 


‘Compulsory isolated treatment’ 

23. There have also been cases of sex workers detained in ‘compulsory isolated treatment’ (强制隔离戒毒; qiángzhì gélí jièdú) facilities, an administrative detention measure aimed at drug users.[footnoteRef:25] The ‘compulsory isolated treatment’ provision was established by the Anti-Drug Law of the PRC in 2008 and was intended to replace re-education through labour (RETL).[footnoteRef:26] [25:  Giulia Zoccatelli, “Punish and Cure: Forced Detox Camps, Reeducation through Labour, and the Contradictions of China’s War on Drugs”, 25 October 2019. https://madeinchinajournal.com/2019/10/25/punish-and-cure%ef%bb%bf-forced-detox-camps-reeducation-through-labour-and-the-contradictions-of-chinas-war-on-drugs/]  [26:  East Asia Forum, “Lack of due process mars China’s wars on drugs”, 20 July 2015. https://www.eastasiaforum.org/2015/07/20/lack-of-due-process-mars-chinas-war-on-drugs/] 


24. In 2013, when RETL facilities were closed down, almost a third were already only housing drug users. Many of the RETL detention facilities were then simply repurposed into ‘compulsory isolated treatment’ centres.[footnoteRef:27] The centres often had nothing but a name change and there was little difference or improvement in treatment. UN experts had urged China to repeal ‘re-education through labour’ for many years prior to its abolition, as a violation of international human rights law. [27:  Ibid] 


‘Vocational education and training centres’ 
25. Uyghur and other Turkic-speaking Muslim women in Xinjiang are enormously vulnerable to arbitrary detention and gender-based violence. In 2017, the Xinjiang authorities massively scaled up the use of detention and re-education to target whole communities.[footnoteRef:28]  [28:  OHCHR Assessment of human rights concerns in the Xinjiang Uyghur Autonomous Region, People’s Republic of China, 31 August 2022. https://www.ohchr.org/sites/default/files/documents/countries/2022-08-31/22-08-31-final-assesment.pdf] 


26. There are credible reports that Uyghur women in XUAR have been held in internment camps, which Chinese authorities have called ‘vocational education and training centres’ (职业技能教育培训中心; zhíyè jìnéng jiàoyù péixùn zhōngxīn).[footnoteRef:29] Despite China’s claims that Uyghur, and other Turkic-speaking Muslims, attend these centres voluntarily, it is clear from the available evidence that individuals are not free to leave.[footnoteRef:30]  [29:  Ibid]  [30:  The Rights Practice, “(Ab)use of Law, Criminal Proceedings in Xinjiang”, February 2022. https://www.rights-practice.org/news/abuse-of-law] 


27. There is no legal basis for these detention facilities in XUAR under Chinese domestic law. The Chinese government has taken no steps to pass national level legislation to authorise these facilities. Although Chinese officials claim the revised Regulation on De-extremification in October 2018 provided a “legal framework” for the country’s “anti-extremism” efforts, this retrospective revision to a provincial regulation does not have the legal authority for the deprivation of liberty required under the Legislation Law.[footnoteRef:31] [31:  Jeremy Daum, ‘White-Papering over Detention’, China Law Translate (blog), 20 August 2019. https://www.chinalawtranslate.com/what-whitepapers-on-xingjiang-say-about-detention] 


28. There are no published regulations detailing how long the police can sentence someone to ‘education and training’ in XUAR. There are also no published regulations governing treatment in these facilities, including the treatment of women, and there is no access to lawyers for detainees. The lack of preventative measures leaves women detained in these facilities particularly vulnerable to torture, gender-based violence and other ill-treatment. 

29. In the Xinjiang Victims Database, an unofficial database attempting to document mass incarcerations in the Uyghur region, nearly one third of the documented cases of detentions are women.[footnoteRef:32] It is not known if this accurately reflects the proportion of women being detained or if the detention of women is less visible. [32:  Xinjiang Victims Database. https://shahit.biz/eng/ 3027 (26%) of the 11445 entries are women. Accessed November 2020. ] 


30. There are reports of Uyghur children being subjected to coerced residential (boarding) schools across the XUAR, without the consent of their parents.[footnoteRef:33] Children in these boarding schools have reported ill-treatment and enforced Mandarin language tuition. This contravenes Article 5 of CEDAW in which the interest of the children should be the primary consideration in all cases. [33:  Emily Feng “Uyghur kids recall physical and mental torment at Chinese boarding schools in Xinjiang” NPR, 3 February 2022. https://www.npr.org/2022/02/03/1073793823/china-uyghur-children-xinjiang-boarding-school] 


‘Residential surveillance at a designated location’

31. ‘Residential surveillance at a designated location’ (指定居所监视居住: zhǐdìng jūsuǒ jiānshì jūzhù) (RSDL) is a form of incommunicado detention, and UN experts have clearly stated it amounts to enforced disappearance.[footnoteRef:34] Among those detained under RSDL are women, including lawyers and human rights defenders. The purpose of RSDL is to secure a confession. Individuals have reported being subjected to torture and ill-treatment including sleep deprivation, stress positions, dietary restrictions and psychological torture.[footnoteRef:35] [34:  International Service for Human Rights, “Several questions about ‘Residential Surveillance at a Designated Location’ (RSDL)”, 23 February 2022. https://ishr.ch/latest-updates/several-questions-about-residential-surveillance-at-a-designated-location-rsdl/]  [35:  Ibid] 


32. Under the Criminal Procedure Law of the PRC (2018), Articles 74 to 79, Chinese authorities can hold individuals suspected of terrorism and endangering national security offences under RSDL.[footnoteRef:36] Individuals can be held up to six months without access to a lawyer. The UN Committee Against Torture has urged the repeal of RSDL and expressed concern that there is a high risk of torture and ill-treatment for detainees.[footnoteRef:37]  [36:  Criminal Procedure Law of the People’s Republic of China, 2018. Chinese official:
http://www.npc.gov.cn/zgrdw/npc/xinwen/2018-11/05/content_2065631.htm
Unofficial English translation, China Law Translate, full access may be restricted due to paywall:
https://www.chinalawtranslate.com/en/criminal-procedure-law-2018/]  [37:  Committee against Torture, “Concluding observations on the fifth periodic report of China”, 3 February 2016. ] 


F. [bookmark: _Toc131609627]Measures taken to ensure arrests or detentions respect legal procedures in line with the Bangkok Rules

33. In response to the Committee’s List of Issues (Question 22), China states that “based on the Bangkok Rules, combined with its own experience, it has improved relevant procedures and implemented laws and regulations such as the Prison Law and the Law on the Protection of Women’s Rights and Interests.” However, TRP believes that measures to protect those deprived of their liberty in China are inadequate.

34. There have been no recent attempts to amend the Prison Law of the PRC (1994) to ensure that measures are in line with the Bangkok Rules. The Prison Law (1994) includes some vague provisions regarding the treatment of women detained in prisons.[footnoteRef:38] Article 39 stipulates that “care shall be taken of the physical and psychological characteristics in the reform of juvenile prisoners and female prisoners.” There are no specific details as to how this care shall be provided.  [38:  Prison Law of the People’s Republic of China, 1994. English translation: https://www.ilo.org/dyn/natlex/docs/ELECTRONIC/92656/108045/F569326796/CHN92656%20ENG.pdf] 


35. The Rights Practice has received anecdotal evidence that in practice female detainees have been subjected to strip searches by, and in front of, male officers.[footnoteRef:39] The lack of adequate oversight raises serious concerns about the treatment of women in prisons and China cannot guarantee how the Prison Law is implemented in practice.  [39:  Data available from The Rights Practice on request.] 


36. The Detention Centre Regulations (1990) govern conditions in pre-trial detention facilities but there is a lack of specific provisions focused on the treatment of women.[footnoteRef:40] A new Detention Centre Law was drafted and made open for public consultation in 2017. This would replace the existing 1990 Detention Centre Regulations but the law has not yet been finalised and its status is unclear.[footnoteRef:41] In the draft law there is no reference to international law obligations or domestic law to protect the rights of vulnerable groups, such as women and persons with disabilities. [40:  Detention Centre Regulations of the People’s Republic of China, 1990. Chinese official: http://www.gov.cn/zhengce/2020-12/25/content_5574004.htm
The Rights Practice, “Background Brief. Detention in China: draft detention centre law”, June 2017. https://www.rights-practice.org/Handlers/Download.ashx?IDMF=b46bb69f-9c4d-4ea8-a4bb-96ff882ead45]  [41:  Law on Detention Centres of the People’s Republic of China, draft for public solicitation pf comments, 2017. Unofficial English translation, China Law Translate: https://www.chinalawtranslate.com/en/p-r-c-law-on-detention-centers-draft-for-public-solicitation-of-comments/] 

[bookmark: _Toc131609628][bookmark: _Toc130806910]
G. Gender-based violence and torture

37. Women deprived of their liberty in China are at high risk of torture, ill-treatment and gender-based violence. Women detained in extrajudicial and unofficial places of detention which have no clear state authority or regulations governing conditions are at the highest risk of gender-based violence. All forms of extrajudicial detention of women in China violate Article 19 of the PRC Law on the Protection of the Rights and Interests of Women (2023).

38. The UN Committee Against Torture concluded, following its 2015 review of China, that “the practice of torture and ill-treatment is still deeply entrenched in the criminal justice system”.[footnoteRef:42] The Committee also raised concerns about the use of unofficial places of detention and the high risk of torture and ill-treatment in these sites.  [42:  Committee against Torture, “Concluding observations on the fifth periodic report of China”, 3 February 2016. ] 


39. Over the years, The Rights Practice has received many reports from former detainees across China of torture and ill-treatment during detention. Common to many of these reports are accounts of petty humiliations, crowded unsanitary conditions, and inadequate nutrition and health care.

40. Uyghur women detained in extrajudicial ‘vocational education and training centres’ in the XUAR, have reported being subjected to torture, rape and forced medication. Interviewees told the OHCHR, for their assessment of human rights concerns in XUAR, that while detained mainly women were affected by various forms of sexual violence, including some instances of rape.[footnoteRef:43] Accounts included various forms of sexual humiliation and forced nudity.  [43:  OHCHR Assessment of human rights concerns in the Xinjiang Uyghur Autonomous Region, People’s Republic of China, 31 August 2022. https://www.ohchr.org/sites/default/files/documents/countries/2022-08-31/22-08-31-final-assesment.pdf] 


41. A Uyghur woman, MT, testified to the US Congressional Executive Commission on China, in 2018, that she had been electrocuted in a “tiger chair” during her detention[footnoteRef:44] while former camp teacher SS described the existence of a “black room” where torture took place.[footnoteRef:45] Other reports reveal that women detainees experienced gender-based humiliation. One camp for women was reported to have only male guards.[footnoteRef:46] Women have been forced to change their clothes or use a bucket toilet in front of male guards.  [44:  Meixler, Eli, Time 'I Begged Them to Kill Me.' Uighur Woman Tells Congress of Torture in Chinese Internment Camps. 29 November 2018. https://time.com/5467628/china-uighur-congress-torture/]  [45:  ‘A Million People Are Jailed at China’s Gulags. I Escaped. Here’s What Really Goes on Inside’. Haaretz.Com, 17 October 2019. https://www.haaretz.com/world-news/.premium.MAGAZINE-a-million-people-are-jailed-at-china-s-gulags-i-escaped-here-s-what-goes-on-inside-1.7994216]  [46:  The Diplomat. Confessions of a Xinjiang Camp Teacher. 17 August 2020, https://thediplomat.com/2020/08/confessions-of-a-xinjiang-camp-teacher] 


42. There is evidence that women human rights defenders in China have been subjected to ill-treatment and their right to health is not guaranteed. HXQ, women’s rights activist and independent journalist, has been arbitrarily detained since 19 September 2021 for her work. There is a lack of information about her treatment in detention, she has had little access to a lawyer and no communication with family members. There are reports that she has lost a lot of weight in detention, has stopped menstruating and is suffering long-term health conditions.[footnoteRef:47]  [47:  China Digital Times, “Urgent Calls to Release Journalist HXQ, In Failing Health After 500 Days of Detention”, 24 February 2023. https://chinadigitaltimes.net/2023/02/urgent-calls-to-release-journalist-huang-xueqin-in-failing-health-after-500-days-of-detention/] 
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