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The Korea Association for Ethical Organ Transplant (KAEOT) is a nongovernmental organization committed to raising the awareness of forced organ harvesting, which refers to the unlawful practices of removing organs from live human beings without their consent. Established in 2012, KAEOT conducts a range of programs to prevent potential Korean recipients from being involved in illegal organ transplant acts, including seminars, poster exhibition, research, publication, and legislation campaign. In 2021, KAEOT adopted ‘Universal Declaration on Combating and Preventing Forced Organ Harvesting’ in alliance with DAFOH (Doctors Against Forced Organ Harvesting) of U.S., CAP Freedom of Conscience of Europe, TAICOT (Taiwan Association for International Care of Organ Transplants) of Taiwan, TTRA (Transplant Tourism Research Association) of Japan. The Declaration got a wide range of support from all over the world. (list of co-signatories: https://universaldeclarationcpfoh.net/co-signatories)
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Doctors Against Forced Organ Harvesting (DAFOH) is a nongovernmental organization with the mission to inform the medical community and the public with objective findings about forced organ harvesting of living people. It is the wish of the organization to promote ethical principles in medicine.
In 2016 and 2017, DAFOH has been nominated for the Nobel Peace Prize for decade long efforts in raising awareness and informing the medical community and society about the unethical organ harvesting, with a particular focus on China. In 2019 DAFOH received the Mother Theresa Award for Social Justice. www.dafoh.org
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

1. This report addresses South Korea’s compliance with its human rights obligations regarding the Forced Organ Harvesting in China. Under the Article 6, State parties are obliged not to be involved in arbitrary deprivation of life outside their territory. But Korea, as the major consumer of transplant tourism to China, failed in non-recognition and non-assistance to the Forced Organ Harvesting in China, a gross arbitrary deprivation of lives. Even worse, now the local government of Korea is promoting on the ‘Organ Sharing Network’ with China which will assist China’s Forced Organ Harvesting and put Koreans in danger of participating in the heinous crime.

Concern: South Korea fails to uphold its obligations under the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (CCPR)
I. State parties' obligation not to be involved in arbitrary deprivation of life outside their territories (Article 6) 
2. Right to life: Article 6 of the CCPR recognizes and protects the right to life of all human beings. The right to life is the supreme right from which no derogation is permitted, even in situations of armed conflict and other public emergencies that threaten the life of the nation. The right to life has crucial importance both for individuals and for society as a whole. The right to life is a right that should not be interpreted narrowly. [footnoteRef:1] [1:  CCPR/C/GC/36, para. 2., 3.] 

3. Prohibition against arbitrary deprivation of life: State parties must take appropriate legislative and other measures to ensure that all activities taking place in whole or in part within their territory and in other places subject to their jurisdiction, but having a direct and reasonably foreseeable impact on the right to life of individuals outside their territory, including activities undertaken by corporate entities based in their territory or subject to their jurisdiction, are consistent with article 6, taking due account of related international standards of corporate responsibility and of the right of victims to obtain an effective remedy.[footnoteRef:2] [2:  Ibid., para. 22.] 

4. Relationship of article 6 with other legal regimes: States have obligations under international law not to aid or assist activities undertaken by other States and non-State actors that violate the right to life.[footnoteRef:3] Article 16 of the ILC’s Responsibility of States for internationally wrongful acts, reflecting a customary rule, provides that a State which aids or assists another State in the commission of an internationally wrongful act is responsible for doing so if that State does so with knowledge of the circumstances of the internationally wrongful act, and the act would be internationally wrongful if committed by that country. [3:  Ibid., para. 63.] 

5.  Positive duty to cooperate to bring to an end any serious breach by a State of an obligation arising under peremptory norm of general international law: Article 41 of the ILC’s Responsibility of States for internationally wrongful acts not only affirms the obligation of non-recognition and non-assistance to a serious breach by a State of an obligation arising under a peremptory norm of general international law, but also provides that States are under a positive duty to cooperate to bring to an end through lawful means such a serious breach. In 2022, ILC confirmed that the positive duty to cooperate is now recognized under international law.[footnoteRef:4] Thus, in case of gross or systematic failure by a State to prohibit genocide or crimes against humanity, other States shall cooperate to bring to an end the situation as well as not recognize the situation as lawful nor render aid or assistance to maintain that situation.  [4:  Commentary to the Draft conclusions on Identification and Legal Consequences of peremptory norms of general international law (jus cogens), Conclusion 19] 

II. Interplay between Forced Organ Harvesting in China and ‘Korean patients’ 
China has arbitrarily deprived prisoners of conscience of their lives through Forced Organ Harvesting 
6.  Report of the Special Rapporteur on torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment, Manfred Nowak (2007[footnoteRef:5], 2008[footnoteRef:6]): In the 4th and 7th session of Human Rights Council, the Special Rapporteur reported on the reliable and credible allegations of Organ Harvesting in China.  [5:  A/HRC/4/33/Add.1 (20 March 2007), para. 40.]  [6:  A/HRC/7/3/Add.1 (19 February 2008), para. 36.] 

7.  China Tribunal’s final judgement (2020)[footnoteRef:7]: China Tribunal, the London-based independent Tribunal into Forced Organ Harvesting from Prisoners of Conscience in China, concluded that the state-sanctioned Forced Organ Harvesting has been committed for years throughout China on a significant scale and that Falun Gong practitioners have been the main source of organ supply. The tribunal, chaired by Sir Geoffrey Nice KC, who was a prosecutor at the ICTY, said in a unanimous determination that the ongoing Forced Organ Harvesting constitutes crimes against humanity. As many as 60,000 - 90,000 transplant operations a year are being carried out in China, the tribunal estimated, a much larger figure than the number of eligible donors in China’s own number (ex. 5,146 in 2017).[footnoteRef:8]  [7:  Full text: https://chinatribunal.com/final-judgment/]  [8:  Final judgement of China Tribunal, para. 403.] 

8. Statement by UN human rights experts (2021)[footnoteRef:9]: UN special Rapporteurs and other human rights experts said that they were extremely alarmed by reports of alleged ‘organ harvesting’ targeting minorities, including Falun Gong practitioners, Uyghurs, Tibetans, Muslims and Christians, in detention in China. The experts said they have received credible information that detainees from ethnic, linguistic or religious minorities may be forcibly subjected to blood tests and organ examinations such as ultrasound and x-rays, without their informed consent; while other prisoners are not required to undergo such examinations. The results of the examinations are reportedly registered in a database of living organ sources that facilitates organ allocation. [9:  UN OHCHR Press release (14 June 2021), “China: UN human rights experts alarmed by ‘organ harvesting’ allegations”] 

9.  Policy Statement of International Society for Heart and Lung Transplantation (2022)[footnoteRef:10]: On  June 2022, International Society for Heart and Lung Transplantation (ISHLT) published a Policy Statement as follows: “Given the body of evidence that the government of the People’s Republic of China stands alone in continuing to systematically support the procurement of organs or tissue from executed prisoners, submissions related to transplantation and involving either organs or tissue from human donors in the People’s Republic of China will not be accepted by ISHLT.” The statement cautioned ISHLT members, about 3,000 in 50 countries, to discourage patients from seeking transplantation in countries where transplantation is not open to external scrutiny and the ethical standards of the ISHLT cannot be assured. [10:  Published in The Journal of Heart and Lung Transplantation (Vol 41. Issue 10, October 2022), p. 1307-1308
   Full text: https://ishlt.org/ishlt/media/documents/ISHLT_Statement_Transplant-Ethics_2022.pdf] 

South Koreans have been one of the largest consumer groups of organ transplants in China 
10. Media report (2004 ~ 2006): Since 2004, Korean patients’ transplant tourism rush to China drew attention by the Korean media. The Chosun Ilbo, one of the major daily newspapers, quoted the survey of the Korean Society for Transplantation saying that the number of Korean patients who received transplants in China is increasing sharply.[footnoteRef:11] In 11 January 2006, the 60 minute investigative report of KBS (Korea Broadcasting System) identified 50 Korean patients in 10 hospitals in Beijing during only two days visit.[footnoteRef:12]  [11:  ‘Desperate Korean patients rush to China for organ transplantation - Chinese major hospitals invite 80 Koreans monthly’(2004. 10. 24.) https://www.chosun.com/site/data/html_dir/2004/10/24/2004102470247.html]  [12:  Yeonhapnews, '60 Minutes' exposes organ transplant tourism to China’(9 January 2006)] 

11. Parliamentary inspection of the administration (2005, 2006): From 2005 for two years in a row, Korean assemblyman Jae-wan Park raised the issue of transplantation tourism to China in the parliamentary inspection of the National Medical Center. It was reported that online brokerage of illegal transplantation tourism was rampant and Chinese hospitals were soliciting via Korean hospitals. Especially in 2006, he pointed out the state-sanctioned Forced Organ Harvesting allegation.[footnoteRef:13]  [13:  Korea National Assembly Library Archive: MONO1200635417 (국정감사 결산자료집 2006), p. 139 ~ 145.   https://dl.nanet.go.kr/view/callViewer.do?controlNo=MONO1200635417&orgId=dl&linkSysId=NADL] 

12.  Research Study (2016) and seminar (2018): In October 2016, A research study ‘On Patients Who Purchase Organ Transplants Abroad’ published in American Journal of Transplantation showed that South Korea was the second largest ‘departure country’ for the overseas transplantation, while China was the largest ‘destination country’.[footnoteRef:14] In May 2018, at a seminar hosted by the Korean Society for Transplantation and Korea Organ Donation Network, medical experts pointed out that South Korea, as the second largest purchaser of the organ transplants abroad, indirectly fuels organ trafficking in China.[footnoteRef:15]  [14:  F. Ambagtsheer et al., ‘On Patients Who Purchase Organ Transplants Abroad’, American Journal of Transplantation (2016; 16), p. 2800–2815.
   full text: https://www.amjtransplant.org/action/showPdf?pii=S1600-6135%2822%2900716-X]  [15:  Korea Biomedical Review, ‘South Korea indirectly fuels organ trafficking in China’(4 May 2018)
   English article text: https://www.koreabiomed.com/news/articleView.html?idxno=3190] 

13.  Investigative media report (2017)[footnoteRef:16]: After the Chinese government claimed that it stopped obtaining organs from executed prisoners since 2015, an investigative report of TV Chosun confirmed that the organ harvesting and transplants for Koreans were still occurring in China. In the Fall of 2017, the ‘investigate report 7’ team traveled to a hospital in Tianjin, China under the pretense of purchasing a kidney for a fictitious relative. In less than 30 minutes, they received assurances that for approximately US$130,000, their “relative” could receive a kidney in a few weeks. The nurse in the hospital also said that with an extra payment of US$10,000 the wait time for a kidney could be shortened to two days. They met and interviewed fellow South Koreans who had traveled to China to purchase not only kidneys but also livers and even a pancreas for transplant.  [16:  Investigative report 7 of TV Chosun, ‘“The dark side of transplant tourism in China: killing to live” — Documentary on China’s transplant tourism’ (17 November 2017)
   English version video: https://dafoh.org/south-korean-tv-documentary-confirms-organ-harvesting-still-occurring-in-china-v4/] 

14. Case study on the criminal cases (2019)[footnoteRef:17]: The analysis of the judgements on the organ trafficking criminal cases from 2000 to 2019 by the Korean Court showed that most of the 70 crime cases were about brokerage of transplant tourism to China. In several criminal cases the defendant committed multiple brokerage crimes up to 80 crimes. According to the case study, the common facts in the China transplant brokerage cases were that the ‘Donor’ was an ‘unidentified Chinese person’ or a ‘prisoner on death row’, and that the minimum waiting period for the organ match was 3 weeks.  [17:  Song Kim, ‘Organ Transplant Law in Korea - Overview, Cases and Suggestion for Amendment in Compliance with Declaration of Istanbul’, Asia Symposium on Combating Organ Trafficking and Transplant Tourism (November 2019), p. 107 ~ 113.
   English Ebook: https://taicot-papers.surge.sh/mobile/index.html] 

III. Korea’s failure to condemn Forced Organ Harvesting in China 
As a major ‘organ buying State’, Korea has failed to monitor and discourage the transplant tourism toward China with knowledge of the circumstances of Forced Organ Harvesting 
15.  Government’s negligence: Since 2004 when the transplant tourism to China began to form a phenomenon in Korea, the Ministry of Health and Welfare did not take measures at all to monitor and discourage the Koreans’ illegal organ trafficking abroad. As above mentioned, the tranplant tourism issue was raised in the parliamentary inspection of the National Medical Center, the chief of which responded to the assembly’s inquiry that the Center would conduct a survey on the situation of the Koreans’ transplant tourism toward China and other countries.[footnoteRef:18] However, since then there was no attempt made to survey on the situation, even the basic statistics, by the Center. [18:  Doctors News, ‘Organ supply shortages have led to a surge in illegal transplant tour and brokerage’ (30 October 2006) Korean article:  http://www.doctorsnews.co.kr/ubcare/view.html?idxno=35138] 

[bookmark: _Hlk145428634][bookmark: _Hlk145428684]16.  The Transplant Society’s Emphasis on Korean patients’ “Welfare” while ignoring the arbitrary deprivation of Chinese donors’ lives: Since 2015, some Korean Legislators attempted to amend the Korean Organ Transplant Law so that the Government can monitor and discourage the overseas travel for illegal transplantation. However, these attempts consistently encountered a strong objection from the Korean Transplantation Society[footnoteRef:19]. In January 2019, 11 members of the national assembly proposed an amendment bill which was to impose on the patients the obligation to report overseas transplants (Article 27 bis) and to restrict the national health insurance benefit for the follow-up treatment of transplants for those who breached the report obligation or illegally obtained the organ abroad (Article 42③). The restriction part was in accord with the National Health Insurance Act (Article 53) which restricts the benefit for the treatment caused by the beneficiary’s criminal conduct - in this case, organ trafficking - by intention or gross negligence, or an accident by intent. Above all, since both the data of domestic transplantation and the data of the patients under the follow-up treatment with the national health insurance benefit are managed by the government[footnoteRef:20], it can single out anyone who is getting national health insurance benefit for the follow-up treatment without the report of overseas transplants, which means that the amendment bill could enforce an effective monitoring system. It also could enforce an effective discouraging system, taking into account the percentage (90%) of the post-transplantation treatment cost supported by the national health insurance. However, facing the objection of the Korean Society for Transplantation, the amendment bill for the monitoring system passed without any penalty for violation.[footnoteRef:21] Accordingly, since the enactment of the partially amended law in 8 October 2020, no report of overseas transplants was submitted to the government. [19:  Song Kim, Supra note. 17. p115 ~ 118: this reference provides the detailed history of legislation attempts and the opinions of the Korean Transplantation Society.]  [20:  The former by The National Institution for Organ, Tissue and Blood management, the latter by Health Insurance Review and Assessment Service]  [21:  The parliamentary records of the debate on the amendment bill among the assembly members of the Health and Welfare Committee, and the opinion of the Ministry of Health and Welfare, and  Korean Society for Transplantation are available in Korean here: 
    http://likms.assembly.go.kr/bill/billDetail.do?billId=PRC_Y1I9I0G1T2X1X1G5S3R1Q2E2I7V0L1] 

The local government of Busan, the second largest city in Korea, promotes an ‘Organ Sharing network’ with China 
[bookmark: _Hlk145429933]17.  Seminar on ‘Organ Donation and International Cooperation’ among Korea, China and Japan, hosted by Busan metropolitan City (2022): On 9 November 2022, Busan metropolitan City and Korean Organ Donation Society co-hosted the 1st Asian Organ Donation International Symposium.[footnoteRef:22] In this seminar, speakers and the participants shared the need of ‘organ donation network among Korea, China, and Japan’ benchmarking the Eurotransplant and the U.S. UNOS (United Network for Organ Sharing).[footnoteRef:23] The cross-border organ delivery or patient transport was suggested through the organ network, which is against the transplant ethics policy of the International Society for Heart and Lung Transplantation (ISHLT). As mentioned above (para. 9.), in the face of the hideous crimes, ISHLT issued an unprecedented policy statement that the ISHLT members should discourage patients from seeking transplantation in countries where transplantation is not open to external scrutiny and the ethical standards of the ISHLT cannot be assured, regardless of whether payment for organs is involved. Moreover, the main participant from China, Lulin Ma (Director of Urology center of Peking University 3rd Hospital), is under suspicion of participating in the Forced Organ Harvesting crimes in China.[footnoteRef:24]  [22:  Press release by Busan metropolitan city: 
   https://www.busan.go.kr/nbtnewsBU/1546372?curPage=5&srchBeginDt=2022-11-09&srchEndDt=2022-11-16&srchKey=&srchText=]  [23:  The source book is available on the co-host Korean Organ Donation Society’s website:
   http://xn--3e0bmoa081xcccmv0amfbe2a.com/bbs/board.php?bo_table=symposium&wr_id=5]  [24:  Allegation against Lulin Ma on the website of World Organization to Investigate the Persecution of Falun Gong
  https://www.zhuichaguoji.org/node/98037] 

[bookmark: _Hlk145430523]18. DAFOH’s warning beforehand (2020)[footnoteRef:25] :  In October 2022, DAFOH expressed a concern there is a hidden agenda behind both China’s National Intelligence Law and the Silk Road of Health Initiative and that China be utilizing information gathered as a consequence of the National Intelligence Law to deceptively expand its organ transplant market via the Silk Road of Health in their Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) countries. DAFOH warned that The Silk Road of Health Initiative, established in January 2017 by the memorandum signed by China’s president, Xi Jinping and the World Health Organization Director General Dr. Tedros, could potentially be a semantic trick designed to replace the term “transplant tourism” with “organ exchange platforms,” thereby normalizing, while helping to expand, China’s transplant tourism industry. As China has been and remains to this day a major destination for global transplant tourism, DAFOH asked the countries participating in the BRI to be on their guard so that transplant tourism to China is not normalized as part of the BRI’s infrastructure development strategies. [25:  DAFOH, ‘Hidden Agenda and Deception: China’s National Intelligence Law and Silk Road of Health Initiative’ (25 October 2020)
   full text: https://dafoh.org/hidden-agenda-and-deception-chinas-national-intelligence-law-and-silk-road-of-health-initiative/] 


IV. Other State parties’ efforts not to involve in Forced Organ Harvesting in China[footnoteRef:26] [26:  The list of the parliamentary resolutions and legislations to combat and prevent Forced Organ Harvesting are well updated here:
Resolutions: https://endtransplantabuse.org/parliamentary-congressional-resolutions/
Legislations: https://endtransplantabuse.org/legislation/] 


[bookmark: _Hlk145431066]19. U.S.: On 27 March 2023, the U.S. House of Representatives passed Stop Organ Harvesting Act of 2023 (HR 1154)[footnoteRef:27] to combat China’s “ghoulish industry of stealing organs from young people, especially Falun Gong practitioners, Uyghurs and other Central Asians in concentration camps”.[footnoteRef:28] The bill imposes sanctions on persons involved in forced organ trafficking and authorizes the Department of State to revoke the passports of individuals convicted of certain crimes related to organ trafficking. With nearly unanimous support, the bill was passed 7 years after the House of   Representatives unanimously passed the Resolution 343[footnoteRef:29] which expressed ‘concern regarding persistent and credible reports of systematic, state-sanctioned organ harvesting from non-consenting prisoners of conscience in the People's Republic of China, including from large numbers of Falun Gong practitioners and members of other religious and ethnic minority groups’ in June 2016. In June 2023, The Texas state legislature has passed a bipartisan bill relating to health benefit plan coverage of a transplant of an organ that originated from or is transplanted in a country known to have participated in forced organ harvesting.[footnoteRef:30] In June 2023, the House Foreign Affairs Committee unanimously passed the Falun Gong Protection Act (H.R. 4132) bill[footnoteRef:31] introduced by Rep. Scott Perry. Now in the process of legislation, the bill requires the President to impose entry or financial sanctions on foreign persons who facilitate organ trafficking in China and requires the Department of State to report to the Congress on such trafficking.  In March 2023, New York City Bar Asian Affairs Committee, Bioethical Issue Committee and International Human Rights Committee jointly published a report ‘Human Organ Supply: Report on Ethical Considerations and Breaches in Organ Harvesting Practices’.[footnoteRef:32] On 8 July 2003, The Association of American Physicians and Surgeons issued a Position Statement on Forced Organ Harvesting.[footnoteRef:33]  [27:  H.R.1154: https://www.congress.gov/bill/118th-congress/house-bill/1154]  [28:  Press release: https://chrissmith.house.gov/news/documentsingle.aspx?DocumentID=411279]  [29:  H.Res.343: https://www.congress.gov/bill/114th-congress/house-resolution/343/text]  [30:  Texas Senate Bill 1040: https://legiscan.com/TX/text/SB1040/id/2819559]  [31:  https://www.congress.gov/bill/118th-congress/house-bill/4132]  [32:  Full text is available on the New York City Bar website:
https://www.nycbar.org/member-and-career-services/committees/reports-listing/reports/detail/organ-harvesting-ethical-considerations]  [33:  https://aapsonline.org/aaps-position-statement-on-forced-organ-harvesting/] 

[bookmark: _Hlk145432344][bookmark: _Hlk145432356][bookmark: _Hlk145432369][bookmark: _Hlk145432384][bookmark: _Hlk145432399][bookmark: _Hlk145432407][bookmark: _Hlk145432417][bookmark: _Hlk145432427][bookmark: _Hlk145432444][bookmark: _Hlk145432458][bookmark: _Hlk145432479][bookmark: _Hlk145432487]20. EU and EU states: On 11 May 2022, EU Parliament passed a Resolution on the Reports of Continued Organ  Harvesting in China (2022/2657(RSP)[footnoteRef:34]. Earlier in December 2013, EU Parliament had passed the first parliamentary resolution on this issue[footnoteRef:35], and issued a written declaration on stopping organ harvesting from prisoners of conscience in China in April 2016.[footnoteRef:36] In 2015, Council of Europe adopted Convention against Trafficking in Human Organs[footnoteRef:37],  and EU States such as Spain[footnoteRef:38], Italy[footnoteRef:39], Norway[footnoteRef:40], Australia[footnoteRef:41], Belgium[footnoteRef:42] amended the organ transplantation law or the criminal law to combat organ tourism. In Italy[footnoteRef:43], Czech[footnoteRef:44], Belgium[footnoteRef:45], parliamentary resolutions were passed. [34:  https://www.europarl.europa.eu/doceo/document/TA-9-2022-0200_EN.pdf]  [35:  European Parliament resolution of 12 December 2013 on organ harvesting in China (2013/2981(RSP)
europarl.europa.eu/doceo/document/TA-7-2013-0603_EN.html?redirect]  [36:  https://www.europarl.europa.eu/doceo/document/DCL-8-2016-0048_EN.pdf?redirect]  [37:  https://rm.coe.int/16806dca3a]  [38:  https://endtransplantabuse.org/2010-spanish-criminal-code-amended-to-combat-transplant-tourism-and-organ-trafficking/]  [39:  https://endtransplantabuse.org/2016-italian-parliament-passes-legislation-punishing-person-illegally-sell-organs-living-people-severe-sanctions-stiff-prison-terms/]  [40:  https://endtransplantabuse.org/changes-norwegian-legislation-organ-trafficking/]  [41:  https://www.legislation.gov.au/Details/C2018A00153]  [42:  https://endtransplantabuse.org/belgium-passes-legislation-reform-to-combat-organ-tourism/]  [43:  https://www.theepochtimes.com/italian-senate-passes-resolution-on-organ-harvesting-in-china_546734.html]  [44:  https://endtransplantabuse.org/czech-senate-passes-resolution-regarding-the-persistent-violation-of-freedom-of-religion-in-china/]  [45:  https://endtransplantabuse.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/Belgian-Senate-Resolution_-TextAdopted-Developments-EN.pdf] 

[bookmark: _Hlk145432551][bookmark: _Hlk145433213][bookmark: _Hlk145433231]21. UK: In January 2021, both the House of Lords and the House of Commons passed an organ harvesting amendment bill to the Medicines and Medical Devices Act[footnoteRef:46] proposed by the government passed. As the first UK legislative response to the China Tribunal Judgement, the bill aims to protect UK medical institutions and practitioners from becoming un wittingly complicit in China’s state-sanctioned forced organ harvesting. In 2022, the Health and Care Act was amended to prohibit and criminalize the commercial organ tourism[footnoteRef:47], and currently an amendment to procurement bill designed to give a discretionary power to exclude suppliers from being awarded a public contract who have participated in forced organ harvesting or unethical activities relating to human tissue is in the process of legislation by the Lord Hunt of Kings Health.[footnoteRef:48] [46:  https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/2700]  [47:  https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2022/31/section/170/enacted]  [48:  https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3159/stages/17049/amendments/93805] 

22. Canada: In December 2022, Canadian Parliament unanimously passed a bill to amend the Criminal Code and the Immigration and Refugee Protection Act (S-223) combating trafficking in human organs. The enactment amended the Criminal Code to create new offences in relation to trafficking in human organs. It also amended the Immigration and Refugee Protection Act to provide that a permanent resident or foreign national is inadmissible to Canada if the appropriate minister is of the opinion that they have engaged in any activities relating to trafficking in human organs. Former Liberal justice minister Irwin Cotler, who 10 years ago first introduced a private member’s bill to combat organ trafficking, lauded the passage of Bill S-223, saying the “abhorrent practice of organ harvesting has targeted the most vulnerable, including the Uyghur minority and Falun Gong practitioners in China.”[footnoteRef:49] [49:  The Globe and Mail (14 December 2022), ‘Canada passes anti-organ trafficking bill and pro-Tibet motion’
https://www.theglobeandmail.com/politics/article-canada-passes-anti-organ-trafficking-bill-and-pro-tibet-motion/] 

23. Taiwan: Once the largest consumer state of the overseas transplantation, Taiwan amended the Human Organ Transplantation Act to prohibit the use of organs from executed prisoners, as well as the sale, purchase and brokering of organs. The law bans transplant tourism. Additionally, doctors involved in illegal transplants could lose their license. The act further stipulates that patients who get organ transplants overseas must provide legal proof of the source of the organs in order to be eligible for state funded medical care in Taiwan.[footnoteRef:50] [50:  https://endtransplantabuse.org/2015-taiwan-human-organ-transplantation-act-amended-and-promulgated/] 

24. Israel: Israel is the first State to respond to the report on the Forced Organ Harvesting in China. Early in 2008, Israel passed the Organ Transplant Act, banning the sale, purchase and brokerage of organs both in Israel and abroad. The law ended funding through the health insurance system of transplants in China for Israeli nationals.[footnoteRef:51] [51:  State of Israel Ministry of Justice, ‘The State of Israel’s Efforts to Counter Trafficking for Organ Removal’ (6 July 2021)
https://www.gov.il/BlobFolder/dynamiccollectorresultitem/db1016/he/09-2015.pdf] 

V. Suggested Recommendations for the Government of South Korea 
25.  The coauthors suggest the following recommendations for the government of South Korea: 
· To immediately stop any ‘organ networking’ and ‘organ exchange platforms’ that share transplant organs with China in order to protect the integrity of South Korea.  
· To implement measures to ensure that the Korean government recognizes organ trafficking abroad as illegal, including the measures to restrict the national health insurance benefits for post-transplantation treatment under the Article 53 of National Health Insurance Act. 
· To investigate further the situation of the transplant tourism industry and Forced Organ Harvesting of living people in China. 
· To take effective measures to protect Korean citizens from being knowingly or unknowingly accomplices in China’s Forced Organ Harvesting crimes against humanity. 
· To take effective measures to end the forced organ harvesting crimes in China, including preventing the entry of Chinese officials and doctors who are reasonably suspected of committing Forced Organ Harvesting crimes. 
· To abide by the CCPR and alert other governments to call upon China to immediately end forced organ harvesting of Falun Gong practitioners and other prisoners of conscience in China.
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