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1. Question tabled by Kinga Gal

Chinese bold move of hunting Uyghur refuges in neighbouring countries and deporting back 
for prosecution has been on media spotlight and drawn international attention. Presently one 
such Uyghur, who has been granted by UNHCR as UN mandated refugee, is at risk of 
deportation from Kazak authorities under Chinese pressure. Could the European Commission 
members please clarify if they are aware of the situation of Uyghur asylum seeker Ershidin 
Israel, who is currently in Kazakhstan? If they are, could they please explain what actions 
they have taken to express concern over this case and to ensure Ershidin Israel is resettled in a 
third country? Could the Commission also describe any approaches made to the Kazakh 
government, and the responses received from the Kazakh authorities?

2. Question tabled by Leonidas Donskis

Virtually all efforts to urge China to cooperate in finding a peaceful solution regarding the 
cultural autonomy of Tibet have so far yielded no results. All nine rounds of negotiations 
were initiated from the Tibetan side, but all unfortunately failed due to China's unreasonable 
demands, such as calls to discuss the personal status of the Dalai Lama rather than 
the legitimate rights and aspirations of the six million Tibetans inside Tibet. It is evident that 
China is stalling the negotiation process since time is on its side - the Tibetan identity on the 
world stage is waning daily. The European Parliament has adopted resolutions on the topic in 
the past, urging the Chinese government to consider the Memorandum for Genuine 
Autonomy for Tibetan People of November 2008 as a basis for substantive discussions 
leading towards positive, meaningful change in Tibet, among other recommendations. How 
will the European Commission and the European External Action Service react to the fact 
that, despite the many resolutions adopted by the European Parliament, China continues to not 
only violate human rights in Tibet, but to also destroy the local nature, culture and even 
inhabitants? Will the European Union, through the European Commission, as the fosterer of 
respect for all nations and the supporter of cultural and religious diversity as one of its main 
values, play a role as a mediator or at least observer of the negotiations between China and 
Tibet, setting down and enforcing concrete terms? What will the Commission do regarding 
the European Parliament's request to appoint a Special Representative for Tibet similar to the 
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post of the Special Coordinator for Tibetan Issues in the State Department of the United 
States with a rank of an Under Secretary of State?

3. Question tabled by Barbara Lochbihler

On Friday, 29th Sept 2010, Chiranuch Premchaiporn was arrested at Bangkok Airport. She is 
the webmaster of the independant internet newspaper Prachatai and was on her way back 
from a conference on freedom of speech in Budapest (Hungary). She was released on bail 
shortly after midnight after being driven by police to Khon Kaen, 275 miles (445 kilometers) 
away, where the complaint against her was filed. Chiranuch was arrested last year on similar 
charges, and both cases involve offending messages posted by readers more than a year ago 
on her site's web board, for which she has been held responsible. She has not yet been tried, 
but faces up to 50 years in prison on the old charges.

Thailand's freedom of speech reputation has taken a serious setback in recent years, as the 
government has tried to suppress political opposition. Its standing in the Press Freedom Index 
issued by Reporters Without Borders slipped to 130 last year from 65 in 2002, when the 
ratings were initiated.

Does the COMM follow the trial against Chiranuch Premchaiporn?

What is COMM's assessment of the freedom of presse in Thailand?

Does COMM raise this issue in its meeting with the Thai government?

4. Question tabled by Heidi Hautala

EIDHR funding in Tunisia and Algeria: 

Firstly; Great concern remains over the management and effectiveness of the EIDHR funding 
in Tunisia and Algeria. There are several reports that the civil society has not either received 
the funding or it has been withdrawn. Not only is the funding vital for the human rights 
activists and independent organisations to carry out their work, but this can have drastic 
implications for their personal safety. Could the Commission explain how this funding has 
met its targets in those countries, what is the cause of any problems and how does the 
Commission plan to tackle such problems?

Secondly; Obstructing the EIDHR funding is closely linked to Tunisia's new Criminal Law 
legislation; they both aim to stifle independent civil society. Additions to Article 61bis of the 
Penal Code prohibit anyone from harming Tunisia's "economic security" and Justice and 
Human Rights Minister Lazhar Bououni has explained that "harming Tunisia's vital interests" 
included "inciting foreign parties not to grant loans to Tunisia, not to invest in the country, to 
boycott tourism or to sabotage Tunisia's efforts to obtain advanced partner status with the 
European Union."

Amendment to the penal code targets the independent civil society and human rights activists 
who lobby foreign bodies, such as the European Union, to put pressure on the 
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Tunisian authorities to improve its human rights record. How does the Commission plan to 
respond to the amendment to the Penal Code?

 * * * * *


