October 9, 2017

Public Statement
The Law Society of Upper Canada expresses grave concern about the conviction of lawyer
Wang Quanzhang in China
Toronto, ON — The Law Society of Upper Canada expresses grave concern about the ongoing
incommunicado detention of lawyer Wang Quanzhang in China.
Wang Quanzhang is a human rights lawyer of the Beijing Fengrui Law Firm in China. He
disappeared in July 2015 during the “709 crackdown”, and was formally arrested on January 8,
2016 for the alleged crime of “subverting state power”.1 He was formally indicted on February 14,
2017, however no trial has been scheduled as of September 26, 2017. There have also been
credible reports that he has been subjected to severe torture in jail, including with electric batons.2
Wang Quanzhang has been detained incommunicado for more than two years. His family has
appointed lawyers on his behalf, yet they have never been granted permission to see or meet with
him on the grounds that he has been charged with a crime pertaining to national security.3 His
lawyers have also been subjected to harassment and persecution. The lawyers initially appointed
to his case have been forced to withdraw. The current lawyers, Yu Wensheng and Cheng Hai,
have also been targeted. In July 2017, Yu Wensheng was dismissed by his law firm in Beijing, due
to the pressure exerted by the Judicial Bureau.4
Li Wenzu, the wife of Wang Quanzhang, has explained in a public statement that she was
approached by two state-appointed lawyers, seeking her consent to represent Wang Quanzhang.5
Li Wenzu made it clear that she had already appointed lawyers to represent her husband, and had
no intention of appointing either of the state-appointed lawyers. The lawyers have denied being
appointed by the state, however one of them revealed that Wang Quanzhang refused to be
represented by him, and for this reason sought authorization from Li Wenzu.6
The family of Wang Quanzhang has suffered further persecution.7 His wife, Li Wenzu, has been
subjected to police monitoring and harassment, and has been arbitrarily detained on several
occasions. His son has been denied enrolment at elementary school in Beijing due to police
pressure. Wang Quanzhang’s family was forced out of their home, due to pressure on their
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landlord by the authorities. A new landlord refused to rent an apartment to Li Wenzu after a state
security agent spoke with him.
Requests to meet with Wang Quanzhang by his family and his lawyers have been repeatedly
denied. In particular, it is has been reported that on July 31, 2017, Li Wenzu and other family
members of Wang Quanzhang went to the Tianjin No. 2 Detention Centre to meet with him, but
their request was denied.8 They were further informed that Wang Quanzhang had been
transferred to Tianjin No. 1 Detention Centre. Yet, authorities of Tianjin No. 1 Detention Centre
could not find any record of Wang Quanzhang in their computer. They confirmed orally, however,
that he was being detained there.
The detention of Wang Quanzhang is believed to be based solely on his legal advocacy for certain
clients. He has a history of taking on politically sensitive cases, including defending persecuted
followers of China’s banned spiritual movement, Falun Gong, as well as investigative journalists
and democracy advocates. He has been harassed, intimated and beaten previously as a result of
his work.9
The Law Society of Upper Canada is deeply troubled by Wang Quanzhang’s situation and urges
the Government of China to comply with China’s obligations under international human rights laws,
including the United Nations’ Basic Principles on the Role of Lawyers.
Article 16 of the Basic Principles on the Role of Lawyers states:
Governments shall ensure that lawyers (a) are able to perform all of their
professional functions without intimidation, hindrance, harassment or improper
interference; (b) are able to travel and to consult with their clients freely both
within their own country and abroad; and (c) shall not suffer, or be threatened
with, prosecution or administrative, economics or other sanctions for any
action taken in accordance with recognized professional duties, standards and
ethics.
Article 17 states:
Where the security of lawyers is threatened as a result of discharging their
functions, they shall be adequately safeguarded by the authorities.
Article 18 states:
Lawyers shall not be identified with their clients or their clients' causes as a result of
discharging their functions.
Furthermore, Article 23 provides:
Lawyers like other citizens are entitled to freedom of expression, belief, association and
assembly. In particular, they shall have the right to take part in public discussion of
matters concerning the law, the administration of justice and the promotion and
protection of human rights and to join or form local, national or international
organizations and attend their meetings, without suffering professional restrictions by
reason of their lawful action or their membership in a lawful organization.
The Law Society urges the Government of China to:
a.

withdraw the charges against Wang Quanzhang immediately and unconditionally;
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b.

release Wang Quanzhang immediately and unconditionally and ensure that he is
returned home;

a.

cease immediately any and all intimidation and harassment of Wang Quanzhang’s
family, recognizing that it is a violation of their rights and a means of further
punishment and intimidation towards Wang Quanzhang himself;

c.

guarantee in all circumstances the physical and psychological integrity of Wang
Quanzhang;

d.

ensure that Wang Quanzhang is not subjected to torture or other ill-treatment, has
regular, unrestricted access to his family, lawyers of his choice, and medical care;

e.

guarantee all of the procedural rights that should be accorded Wang Quanzhang in
accordance with his right to a fair trial;

f.

guarantee that adequate reparation will be provided to Wang Quanzhang if he is
found to be a victim of human rights abuses;

g.

put an end to all acts of violence against lawyers in China;

h.

ensure that all lawyers and judges in China are adequately safeguarded by the
authorities such that they are able to carry out their professional duties and activities
free from intimidation, hindrance, harassment, improper interference, the threat of
criminalization, or other human rights violations; and

i.

ensure in all circumstances respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms in
accordance with international human rights standards and international instruments.

