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[bookmark: _Toc124163009]About the Hong Kong Scots CIC
The Hong Kong Scots CIC is a Scotland-based Community Interest Company (SC728635). It aims to facilitate better integration of Hongkongers into Scottish society. All our co-founders have extensive experience in politics and the civil society of Hong Kong before residing in Scotland. 

Our organisation incubates initiatives launched by Hongkongers, regardless of their immigration status in the United Kingdom, to continue their civic way of life in Scotland. At the same time, we organise events and activities to facilitate dialogue and understanding between Scotsmen and Hongkongers in Scotland. 

The Hong Kong Scots CIC is one of the UK's Hong Kong immigrants and forced migrants-led organisations. Since our founding early this year, we have organised cultural events such as documentary screenings in Scotland. At the same time, we act as a mutual-aid group to assist forced migrants from Hong Kong to continue their way of life in the UK. Our experience in organising events and programmes, as well as collaborations with other Hongkonger-led organisations in the country, can contribute to the topics which the Special Rapporteur in the field of cultural rights is enquiring the civil society.

	
[bookmark: _Toc124163010]Members who contributed to this report

Michael Mo – Co-founder, the Hong Kong Scots CIC 
Daniel Kwok – Co-founder, the Hong Kong Scots CIC 



[bookmark: _Toc124163011]Introduction

1. The Central Government of the Peoples's Republic of China (PR China) enacted the National Security Law (NSL) of Hong Kong, bypassing the legislature of the Hong Kong Special Administrative Region (HKSAR) in June 2020. It has been seen as a retaliation to the Region’s anti-extradition law amendment and pro-democracy protests in 2019. In response, the United Kingdom authorities issued statements expressing their concern about the Law and reiterated its promises to the people of Hong Kong[footnoteRef:1].  [1:  BBC: Hong Kong: UK makes citizenship offer to residents https://www.bbc.com/news/uk-politics-53246899] 


2. Being a former ruling sovereign state of Hong Kong, the United Kingdom authorities announced a new scheme in late 2020, creating a pathway to allow Hong Kong residents who hold British Nationals (Overseas) Passports (BNO) to resettle in the United Kingdom. The scheme, known as BNO Visa, commenced in January 2021 133,124 applications have been made[footnoteRef:2]. In October 2022, the United Kingdom authorities expanded the eligibility criteria of the BNO Visa, allowing individuals born in Hong Kong on or after the 1st of July 1997 and at least 18 years old to apply for the scheme independently of their BNO parent[footnoteRef:3]. [2:  Home Office: How many people come to the UK per year(including visitors)? 4. British National Overseas (BN(O)) route. https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/immigration-statistics-year-ending-june-2022/how-many-people-come-to-the-uk-each-year-including-visitors#british-national-overseas-bno-route]  [3:  Home Office: Media factsheet: Hong Kong BN(O) Visa route https://homeofficemedia.blog.gov.uk/2022/02/24/media-factsheet-hong-kong-bnos/] 


3. Nevertheless, Hongkongers born before the 1st of July 1997 without holding a BNO are ineligible for the Scheme. Similarly, children of Hongkongers without BNO parents are also ineligible for the scheme. For these people to flee from political persecution by the Hong Kong authorities, claiming asylum in the United Kingdom is one of the viable options. During the coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic in 2020 and 2021, international flights operating from and to Hong Kong have been severely reduced on various grounds. Back then, only a handful of direct flights operated out of Hong Kong to places whose countries are signatories of both United Nations refugee conventions. Among those destinations, London is of the few which allows Hongkongers who hold BNO or HKSAR passports to travel without the need to apply for tourist visas in advance. For that, the United Kingdom has become one of the countries for Hongkongers to claim asylum. 

4. At the time of writing, 121 Hong Kong asylum seekers in the United Kingdom are awaiting their initial asylum decisions[footnoteRef:4]. The total number of applications made since the 2019 pro-democracy protests are 259[footnoteRef:5].  [4:  Home Office: Asylum and resettlement datasets]  [5:  Ibid 4] 


5. This submission intends to focus on issues of Hongkongers, as both immigrants and forced migrants, to exercise rights stated in the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (ICESCR) in the United Kingdom. These issues are listed based on the analysis of the survey on the state of Hongkongers conducted by our organisation and the observations from our casework. Our organisation believes that the issues to be presented also reflect parts of the bigger picture of immigrants and forced migrants from other ethnic groups in the United Kingdom. 

[bookmark: _Toc124163012]Issue 1: Barriers to Hong Kong asylum seekers to exercise economic, social and cultural rights
Applicable to: Hong Kong asylum seekers

6. The surge of asylum seekers to make their claims for protection in the United Kingdom has resulted in prolonged delays in giving asylum decisions to the claimants. Cases our organisation handled reflected that the time the state party gave initial asylum decisions was at least twice the aimed processing times. In their asylum booklet to the claimants, the state party claimed that the average processing time is six months[footnoteRef:6]. In reality, the majority of our cases could only be able to book a main asylum interview 12 months after they lodged their claims in Scotland. For cases residing in England, several of them cannot secure their main interviews 18 months after they first lodged their claims at the country's border.  [6:  UK Visa and Immigration: Information booklet about your asylum application. Section 4 ] 


7. Holding immigration bails, asylum seekers in the United Kingdom are not allowed to work in the first 12 months after they lodged their claims and to be booked for main asylum interviews. Lacking income from work creates significant hurdles for asylum seekers to exercise their economic, social and cultural rights while waiting for their asylum decisions. 

8. Based on our casework, the following four aspects of the issue in relation to economic, social and cultural rights require attention. 

[bookmark: _Toc124163013]1(a) Limited right to work
9. Asylum seekers are not allowed to work in most circumstances. Even though the state party allows them to apply for work permission 12 months after they have lodged their claims, they are restricted to work only on jobs listed in the shortage occupation list. The United Kingdom authorities, irrespective of the governments, claimed that such restrictions are necessary to prevent a “pull factor”, making it a favourable condition for the so-called economic migrants.[footnoteRef:7] Nevertheless, the list changes at least once a year, creating uncertainties for asylum seekers to equip themselves for the job market by taking relevant courses in the country.  [7:  House of Commons Library: Asylum seekers: the permission to work policy  https://commonslibrary.parliament.uk/research-briefings/sn01908/#:~:text=People%20who%20have%20claimed%20asylum,the%20shortage%20occupation%20list%20only.] 


10. It is also worth noting that asylum seekers are not allowed to start their businesses, or work as freelancers, even if the nature of the jobs or business activities are within the shortage occupation list. 

11. Our organisation believes that the limited right to work imposed on asylum seekers does not confirm the state party’s obligation to the ICESCR, specifically Article 6(1) of the Covenant. We also observe that the United Kingdom authorities repeatedly ignored recommendations made in previous reporting cycles on the subject matter. In 2009, the Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights called for the state party to “ensure that asylum-seekers are not restricted in their access to the labour market while their asylum claims are being processed”.[footnoteRef:8] The Committee reiterated the same recommendation in the Concluding Observations in 2016.[footnoteRef:9] It is regrettable to observe the inaction of the state party in response to the recommendations of the Committee.  [8:  Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights: E/C.12/GBR/CO/5 of CESCR 2009. Para 27]  [9:  Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights: E/C.12/GBR/CO/6 (CESCR 2016 ). Para 25] 


12. At a minimum, the United Kingdom authorities should allow asylum seekers to be self-employed to work on jobs listed in the shortage occupation list in the previous three years while their claims are being processed. They should also be allowed to become non-paying directors of charitable organisations and social organisations before the state party makes initial decisions on their asylum claims. Last but not least, the state party should allow asylum seekers who are waiting for their claims to be processed for over 183 days to be eligible to apply for driver’s licenses.  

[bookmark: _Toc124163014]1(b) Problems with destitution support
13. In a guideline published by the Home Office in 2021, it states that 

Where a person has no family or friends to turn to for support, is not eligible for any other form of support provided by public funds and has no income or assets, it will usually be clear that they are destitute or likely to be within 14 days.[footnoteRef:10] [10: Home Office: Assessing destitution Version 4.0 https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/1032155/Assessing_destitution.pdf] 


14. It indicates that asylum seekers in the United Kingdom will be assessed on the fact that they can be supported by other parties before turning to the government for assistance. It also disregards the debt obligations asylum seekers may incur in their country of origin or associated with their travel to seek asylum in the United Kingdom.

15. Cases we handled reflected that their applications for support have been repeatedly declined because the case can access sponsored short-term accommodation coordinated by charities and occasional one-off small amount contributions donated by the people from Hong Kong. 

16. Such eligible criteria also encouraged asylum seekers to quickly destitute themselves to qualify for destitution support. It is understood that several of the cases we handled were even asked by representatives of Migrant Help, the agency is responsible for handling asylum support on behalf of the state party, for furthering destitute themselves before reaching out for application again. 

17. In response to the state party’s report, the recent increase in the weekly allowance only reflected the price level adjustments as of 2020. The cost of living in the United Kingdom has increased significantly since the winter of 2021. The state party’s own statistics show that the consumer price inflation rate between winter 2021 and autumn 2022 is 6.25%.[footnoteRef:11] Such a figure is 6.25 times more than the 2020 one. Nevertheless, the weekly allowance was not adjusted in 2022 in accordance with inflation levels.  [11:  Office for National Statistics: CPIH ANNUAL RATE 00: ALL ITEMS 2015=100 https://www.ons.gov.uk/economy/inflationandpriceindices/timeseries/l55o/mm23] 


18. Our organisation believes that the destitution support assessment should be based solely on the need for asylum claimants. Debt obligations incurred by asylum seekers both in the United Kingdom and overseas should also be factored in when assessing the eligibility for destitution support. In other words, funds that serve as repayment of debt obligations of asylum seekers should not be treated as assets in the destitution support assessment. 

19. More importantly, the state party should adjust the weekly allowance to asylum seekers eligible for support in accordance with inflation levels. The infrequent adjustment would render adverse effects on asylum seekers’ right to food and right to clothing, as a right stated in Article 11 of the ICESCR. 

[bookmark: _Toc124163015]1(c) Lack of resource provisions to facilitate participation in cultural life
20. As mentioned in the prior section, the United Kingdom authorities provide stipends to asylum seekers in destitution on a weekly basis. The state claimed that the allowance, which is £39.63 per week, includes the amount which covers the communication need of asylum seekers, which is £3.56.[footnoteRef:12] In reality, strong inflation without adjustment of the allowance in time means asylum seekers have occasions to prioritise spending more allowance on food and clothing than mobile calling and data plans.  [12:  Home Office: Report on review of weekly allowances paid to asylum seekers and failed asylum seekers: 2021 https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/report-on-review-of-cash-allowance-paid-to-asylum-seekers/report-on-review-of-weekly-allowances-paid-to-asylum-seekers-and-failed-asylum-seekers-2021] 


21. Although the state party claimed that they factored in the need for communication in the allowance, it does not recognise that communication is essential for asylum seekers[footnoteRef:13]. As a result, those staying in government-provided accommodations do not get internet access as a standard. Cases we handled reflected that they rely on unlimited mobile data plans at approximately £20 per month to stay online at the said accommodations. That accounts for 12.6% of their weekly allowances.  [13:  Ibid 12] 


22. Similar to the need for communication, the state party does not recognise travel as an essential need for asylum seekers.[footnoteRef:14] The weekly allowance for asylum seekers only includes £4.7 to cater for their transportation needs. The state claimed asylum seekers with incidental travel needs could apply for additional funds. [footnoteRef:15] In reality, the cases we handled reflected that neither the Home Office representatives nor the accommodations’ guardians presented the ways to apply for such funds. They also complained that lacking adequate transportation coverage limits their participation in social, cultural and religious life. For instance, they may not be able to visit churches on a weekly basis and attend Hongkongers cultural events.  [14:  Ibid 12]  [15:  Ibid 12] 


23. Our organisation considers that the United Kingdom authorities do not provide adequate resources to ensure asylum seekers can exercise their rights to participate in cultural life, specifically by providing universal internet access and adequate transpiration cover to asylum seekers. 

24. The Special Rapporteur on the promotion and protection of the right to freedom of opinion and expression recommended that state parties should ensure universal access to the internet as a priority as the internet “has become an indispensable tool for realising a range of human rights”. [footnoteRef:16] The United Kingdom authorities should, based on the recommendations of the Special Rapporteur, to provide internet access at the accommodation for asylum seekers or other means for them to stay online as a means to practice their cultural life.  [16:  Human Rights Council: Report of the Special Rapporteur on the promotion and protection of the right to freedom of opinion and expression, Frank La Rue. A/HRC/17/27. Para 85-87] 


25. Regarding transportation, the Home Office should clarify to asylum seekers the procedure and lead time to apply for additional funds for transportation. The additional funds should ensure that they can take part in cultural life on an equal and non-discriminatory basis. We also reiterate the call to allow asylum seekers to apply for driver’s licenses. 

[bookmark: _Toc124163016]Issue 2: Ineligible for Home Fee status when accessing higher education
Applicable to: BNO Hongkongers

26. While The state provides subsidised, and sometimes free, further education to immigrants and forced migrants, higher education is out of the equation. It is found that BNO Visa holders are ineligible for Home Fee status when applying for most higher education institutions in the United Kingdom. Such treatment is different from Afghan and Ukrainian refugees in the state whose resettlement visas are explicitly granted with Home Fee status. As all people as mentioned earlier are fleeing war and persecution, the United Kingdom authorities impose less favourable treatment on Hongkongers holding BNO Visas on the grounds that these holders are not entitled to public funds unless they are at risk of destitution in the country.  We find the ineligibility of Home Fee status to Hongkongers in the United Kingdom, technically British Nationals, discriminatory. 

27. Hong Kong asylum seekers in the United Kingdom are subjected to the same treatment as fellow asylum seekers from other countries. That is, they are eligible for Home Fee status at the discretion of individual universities. Some universities offer sanctuary scholarships on a merit basis. Such a situation puts Hong Kong asylum seekers, ironically, in a better position than their BNO fellows when accessing higher education in the country. 

28. The difference between Home Fee status and International Fee is huge. Students with Home Fee status may require up to £9,250 per year, while tuition at around £5,000 per year is common.  Meanwhile, International Fee status holders would be required to pay up to £38,000 per year for some degrees, with an average reaching £20,000 per year[footnoteRef:17].  [17:  Complete University Guide: Reddin survey of university tuition fees https://www.thecompleteuniversityguide.co.uk/sector/insights/reddin-survey-of-university-tuition-fees] 


29. It is also worth noting that the principle of progressive realisation should not become an excuse for the state. According to estimates, the economic contribution of the higher education sector in England alone was £95 billion in 2018-19[footnoteRef:18].  The state should have more than adequate resources to cater for the need for higher education of BNO Hongkongers.  [18:  Frontier Economics: The economic contribution of the higher education sector in England https://www.universitiesuk.ac.uk/sites/default/files/field/downloads/2021-09/UUK%20Economic%20Footprint%20of%20HE%20Sector%20Summary.pdf] 


30. The BNO Visa is designed to require holders to become ordinary residents and to be settled in the United Kingdom. These requirements fulfil the criteria of Home Fee status in principle. However, they were refused to be granted Home Fee status[footnoteRef:19]. Consider officials of the United Kingdom authorities repeatedly declared that implementing the BNO visa scheme is a promise fulfilled to British Nationals in Hong Kong, treating them less favourably than Afghans and Ukrainians in accessing higher education contravenes their commitments.  [19:  House of Commons Library: Eligibility for home fee status and student support in England https://commonslibrary.parliament.uk/eligibility-for-home-fee-status-and-student-support-in-england/] 


31. Overall, we consider the ineligibility for the Home Fee Status of BNO Hongkongers, and arguably asylum seekers, do not conform with Article 13 (2) c of the ICESCR. The higher education of the United Kingdom has not been made equally accessible to BNO Hongkongers and has not made it accessible to asylum seekers by every appropriate means. Also, such treatments do not conform with the General Comment 13 of the ICESCR, which defines that the “capacity” of individuals to access higher education should be assessed by reference to all their relevant expertise and experience[footnoteRef:20]. The issue of Home Fee status eligibility is relevant to the observation, or issue, made in the previous assessment of the state party’s obligation of ICESCR, specifically on higher education[footnoteRef:21].  [20:  Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights: General Comment 13 – The right to education of the ICESCR. E/C.12/1999/10. Para 19]  [21:  Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights: Concluding Observation of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland. E/C.12/GBR/CO/6 (CESCR 2016 ). Para 65] 


[bookmark: _Toc124163017]Issue 3: Hurdle to access rental housing
Applicable to: BNO Hongkongers

32. As BNO Visa holders are not allowed to access public funds unless destitute, they solely rely on the private sector to secure their first housing when they settle in the United Kingdom. Hongkongers who cannot afford home ownership in the country will have to look for private rental housing for places to live. 

33. Nevertheless, Hongkongers are in a disadvantaged position when renting private accommodations. Since they are fresh to the country, they may not have any credit score in the United Kingdom as they may not have a bank account with a credit facility. The absence of credit score creates a significant hurdle for BNO Hongkongers to pass reference checks, a legal requirement when renting private residential accommodations in the country. Unless BNO Hongkongers are in jobs for at least a season, they would likely be failing reference checks even if they have sufficient funds to secure the rental payment for around six months, a requirement imposed by the BNO Visa approval conditions. 

34. Failing reference checks would mean BNO Hongkongers are often asked to advance the rental payment for 12 months in England and six months in Scotland, significantly reducing their ability to prepare for other relocation-related expenditures, emergencies and ad-hoc costs. The United Kingdom authorities issued a letter to the landlord and letting agent representative organisations for BNO Hongkongers to present to them[footnoteRef:22]. However, it is the discretion of the landlords and agents to consider. From our survey, over 51% of our respondents have difficulty securing tenancy agreements in Scotland.  [22: Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government: Dear Landlord and Letting Agent representative organisations https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/1000386/27.05.2021_Letter_from_MHCLG_SoS_to_Private_Rented_Sector_organisations.pdf] 


35. The state concerned should conduct further actions to fulfil its positive obligation to Article 11(1) of the ICESCR and the principle of affordability stated in General Comment Number 4 of the ICESCR[footnoteRef:23]. More importantly, the state party should implement the recommendation stated in the concluding observation of the last ICESCR reporting cycle and ensure the security of tenure protection and accountability mechanisms are in place for BNO Hongkongers[footnoteRef:24]. At a minimum, the United Kingdom should consider unifying the maximum rental advance payment of private residential housing to 6 months.  [23:  Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights: General Comment No. 4:  The right to adequate housing (art. 11 (1) of the Covenant). Para 8 (d)]  [24:  Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights: Concluding Observation E/C.12/GBR/CO/6 (CESCR 2016 ). Para 50(b)] 


[bookmark: _Toc124163018]Issue 4: Availability of services to tackle language barrier when accessing health services
Applicable to: BNO Hongkongers and Hong Kong asylum seekers

36. The United Kingdom authorities provide free General Practice (GP) consultations at the point of delivery for all people in the country regardless of their immigration status. Nevertheless, accessing the free GP consultation using the patients' mother tongue is not readily available. 

37. The United Kingdom authorities provide interpretation services to patients registered with such a need in advance. The simultaneous interpretation services are provided both in-person and over the phone.  However, only a tiny fraction of Hongkongers accessed the service. According to the survey conducted by our organisation, only 23.8% of the respondents of the study said they have access to the interpretation services provided by the National Health Service (NHS)[footnoteRef:25].  [25:  The Hong Kong Scots CIC: Survey on Hongkongers in Scotland (forthcoming)] 


38. When asked why the NHS GP services fall short of providing interpretation services to Hongkongers, cases we interviewed reflected that some GPs had not advertised such availability at the clinics. It is also subject to the availability of GP consultation slots which may only be available on short notice, rendering difficulties in arranging interpretation service either in-person or over the phone. However, interpretation services at specialist consultations, in which appointments are made well in advance, were available on most occasions[footnoteRef:26].  [26:  Ibid 25] 


39. Making interpretation services visible and available to all ethnic groups at all times is crucial to actualising Article 12 of the ICESCR, specifically Article 12.2 (d) of the Covenant. It also satisfies the principle of non-discrimination and equal treatment stated in paragraph 18 of the General Comment of the ICESCR[footnoteRef:27].  [27:  Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights: General Comment No. 14: The right to the highest attainable standard of health  E/C.12/2000/4. Para 18] 


40. While we recognise the increasing workload of the NHS workers, we consider the issue of interpretation access as a misallocation of resources. The state should tackle such a barrier to achieve the right to the highest attainable standard of health for individuals.    

[bookmark: _Toc124163019]Issue 5: Negative and positive obligations on facilitating Hongkongers to exercise economic, social and cultural rights
Applicable to: BNO Hongkongers and Hong Kong asylum seekers

41. With the introduction of the BNO Visa, the United Kingdom authorities launched the Hong Kong UK Welcome Programme, with financial resources allocated to not-for-profit organisations to conduct inclusion-related programmes and activities. There are 12 welcome hubs established across the country, serving specifically Hongkongers in those localities as of 2022[footnoteRef:28]. Most of them are, however, without physical locations or conducting online events instead of physical ones. Hongkongers who are new to the United Kingdom, regardless of their immigration status, rely on these hubs to access information and assistance such as employment, education and healthcare. With these hubs running programmes and services at their respective priorities, the delivery of these programmes varies. As a result, levels of delivery to individual Hongkongers on the inclusion effort is a postcode lottery. Contracting out the inclusion programmes, without a coordinated and coherent integration framework for Hongkongers in the United Kingdom, generates a discrepancy among Hongkongers to exercise economic, social and cultural rights as immigrants and forced migrants in the country.  [28:  Department for Levelling Up, Housing and Communities: Hong Kong British Nationals (Overseas) Welcome Programme – information for local authorities https://www.gov.uk/guidance/hong-kong-uk-welcome-programme-guidance-for-local-authorities] 


42. On the other hand, the United Kingdom authorities have seen delays in addressing the negative obligations to protect Hongkongers while exercising economic, social and cultural rights within the country. The follow-up of the assault on Hong Kong protesters by the consul-general and consular staff of PR China in Manchester demonstrated the magnitude of such an issue. Repeated demands were made by the Parliamentarians and Hong Kong diaspora community to expel the relevant diplomats of PR China soon after the assault happened in October 2022.[footnoteRef:29] The United Kingdom authorities, however, left the relevant diplomats to leave the country voluntarily in December 2022.[footnoteRef:30]  [29:  Daily Express: https://www.express.co.uk/news/world/1689462/china-bullying-weak-uk-attack-human-rights-xi-jinping https://www.express.co.uk/news/world/1689462/china-bullying-weak-uk-attack-human-rights-xi-jinping]  [30:  The Guardian: Chinese diplomats at centre of Manchester consulate row return home  https://www.theguardian.com/world/2022/dec/14/chinese-diplomats-at-centre-of-manchester-consulate-row-return-home] 


43. While exercising rights to peaceful assembly fall within the state's obligation to the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR), participating in Hong Kong pro-democracy related protests in the United Kingdom has become solidarity events of the diaspora community, the way of life which Hongkongers acquired from the protests in Hong Kong back in 2019. 

44. Moreover, the growing interference and united front work conducted by PR China in the United Kingdom draw concerns from the Hong Kong diaspora community regarding their safety when exercising their cultural rights. Safeguard Defenders highlighted the existence of PR China’s overseas secret police station in the United Kingdom.[footnoteRef:31] While the United Kingdom authorities investigated the accused location in Glasgow, no assurance to the Hong Kong diaspora community has been given by the state party ever since.[footnoteRef:32]  [31:  Safeguard Defenders: 110 OVERSEAS Chinese Transnational Policing Gone Wild  https://safeguarddefenders.com/sites/default/files/pdf/110%20Overseas%20%28v5%29.pdf]  [32:  Glasgow Times: Chinese spy probe: Police visit Glasgow's Loon Fung restaurant https://www.glasgowtimes.co.uk/news/23176894.chinese-spy-probe-police-visit-glasgows-loon-fung-restaurant/ ] 


45. It is also noting that members of our organisation also experienced occasions in which representatives of a Chinese language school in the United Kingdom, which has academic connections to a university in Scotland, advised our members to refrain from promoting Hong Kong’s pro-democracy agenda in the United Kingdom in exchange for partial control of the said school. The representatives even suggested our members take over the Cantonese classes for non-native speakers if they can keep quiet on Hong Kong’s pro-democracy demands. Our members investigated the background of the school in concern. They found that the school had co-organised events with one of the Confucius Institutes in the United Kingdom. Those institutes are under the control of PR China and its diplomatic missions abroad.

46. BNO Hongkongers and Hong Kong asylum seekers expect to continue exercising their economic, social and cultural rights in the United Kingdom as such rights in Hong Kong have become severely restricted after the NSL was enacted. That is also the reason behind the emigration waves in Hong Kong. Encountering interference by the state agents or co-opted persons of the united front work of PR China when taking part in their cultural lives in the United Kingdom is not something the Hong Kong diaspora community would like to see. 

47. The United Kingdom authorities should recognise the socio-political nature of the recent Hong Kong immigrant and forced migrants and ensure the diaspora community has a safe space to exercise their cultural rights. In particular, to identify and prohibit the united front work of PR China against the Hong Kong diaspora community. The state party should take concrete steps to ensure that Hongkongers are protected from the interference of representatives of PR China and its agents when they exercise cultural rights in the United Kingdom. 

48. Our organisation also believes the United Kingdom authorities have both positive and negative obligations to facilitate Hongkongers to exercise economic, social and cultural rights while residing in the country. The state party should ensure that inclusion programmes. Best practices for facilitating immigrants and forced migrants to exercise cultural rights were outlined in the submission to the United Nations Special Rapporteur in the field of cultural rights.[footnoteRef:33]  [33:  The Hong Kong Scots CIC: Inputs for a report on cultural rights and migration to United Nations Special Rapporteur in the field of cultural rights (forthcoming)] 
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