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1. Question tabled by Pier Antonio Panzeri 

1) The International Campaign for Tibet has recently reported on the 141st self-immolation, 
which took place in Tibet on 27 May 2015 when Sangye Tso, a Tibetan mother of two, set 
fire to herself outside a Chinese government building in Kanlho.

The Chinese authorities in Tibet have intensified measures to prevent information reaching 
the outside world about the self-immolations. This has been combined with a more aggressive 
and formalized response to the self-immolations, which have been equated to acts of terrorism 
despite the fact that no Chinese citizen has been injured by any of the self-immolations.

The Chinese government, instead of addressing the causes, which led to these extreme acts of 
political protest, has recently responded with a more pervasive crackdown by punishing those 
allegedly ‘associated’ with self-immolators, including friends, families and even entire 
communities, leading to charges of up to ‘international homicide’. These measures are 
incompatible with international law, which prohibits collective punishment. Moreover they 
also appear to have a questionable legal basis under Chinese domestic law.

Against this background and in the light of the steady pace of the self-immolation wave since 
2009, how do the EEAS and the High Representative intend to address the self-immolation 
crisis in Tibet in their exchanges with the Chinese government and how was this issue raised 
during the recent EU-China Strategic Dialogue?
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What steps and position is the EU taking with regard to the Chinese legal measures 
criminalizing self-immolations?

2) One of the laws currently being discussed in China is the anti-terrorism law.

If passed without substantial revisions, it will legitimate human rights violations in the name 
of security and the fight against terrorism. It's very broad and vague language with regard to 
the definitions of terrorism and terrorist activities would attribute huge discretionary powers 
to both the State organs working on counter-terrorism and security forces, which may result 
into human rights abuses, in particular in ethnic minority areas, such as Tibet and Xinjiang. In 
Tibet, for example, the definition of ‘terrorist’ included in the draft law could potentially 
apply to anyone advocating for a different policy approach and a less stringent crackdown or 
to Tibetans carrying out religious activities outside state-controlled institutions. 

Many provisions included in this draft law are completely incompatible with international 
human rights standards, such as freedom of expression, assembly and association, and 
freedom of religion, as well as with the values, which the EU wishes to promote through its 
external action. 

As security and defence issues were included in the agenda of the recently held EU-China 
Strategic Dialogue, how did the High Representative approach the issue of counter-terrorism 
with the Chinese leadership? 

How compatible is it for the EU to promote values of democracy, human rights and the rule of 
law and at the same time discuss counter-terrorism issues with China where such values are 
not respected?

2. Question tabled by Barbara Lochbihler 

Since 2011, UAE authorities have mounted an unprecedented crackdown on freedom of 
expression and association. In October 2012 the European Parliament passed a resolution 
calling for the unconditional release of all prisoners of conscience and activists including 
human rights defenders. In 2013, 94 activists were tried in a mass trial of the “UAE 94”; 69 of 
them were convicted and sentenced to prison terms of up to 15 years, solely for their non-
violent expression of opinion.  Five UN Special Rapporteurs1  have publicly expressed 
concerns about the trial in a joint letter of April 2014. The UN Working Group on Arbitrary 
Detention and international human rights organizations are calling or their immediate and 
unconditional release of those convicted in the "UAE 94" trial. 

However, the EU Human Rights Guidelines on Freedom of Expression Online and Offline 
stipulate under Article 31e that "the EU will ask for the release and observe the trials of 
journalists or other individuals who have been detained or imprisoned for the expression of 
their views”

                                               
1 Special Rapporteur on the promotion and protection of the right to freedom of opinion and expression; the 
Special Rapporteur on the rights to freedom of peaceful assembly and of association; the Special Rapporteur on 
the situation of human rights defenders; the Special Rapporteur on the independence of judges and lawyers; 
and the Special Rapporteur on torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment
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 Has the EU and its members states taken action - including trial observations - to 
assess the mass trial of the "UAE 94" and how have the findings been communicated -
both to the UAE authorities, to other actors and to the public? 

 Has the EU called for the release of the 69 detainees convicted in the UAE 94 trial in 
meetings with the UAE authorities and is the EU considering to publicly call for their 
immediate and unconditional release as prisoners of conscience? 

The EU Human Rights Guidelines on Freedom of Expression Online and Offline stipulate 
under Article 43 that "where appropriate, monitoring of individual cases could include trial 
observations and prison visits."

 Has the EU and/or its members requested to visit any of the 69 detainees convicted in 
the UAE 94 trial?

 If so, have these visits been granted and what were the findings? 

 Is there any follow- up action envisaged?

The UAE remains the EU's 14th largest trade partner and the EU is the UAE's 2nd trading 
partner and 8th biggest export partner.

 How does the EU make use of its strong economic influence on the UAE with the aim 
of improving the human rights situation in the country?

3. Question tabled by Hans-Olaf Henkel  

In recent months the topic of Rohingyas, one of the most persecuted minorities in the world, 
has captured a lot of global attention. The pictures of overloaded boats filled with Rohingyas, 
fleeing persecution in Myanmar have strongly showed the miserable fate of this Muslim 
minority. The European Union should not stand aside in such a tragic situation, as it should 
promote a triad of democracy, free trade and human rights in its dealings with third countries. 
Myanmar desperately needs foreign direct investment and access to foreign markets, and this 
fact should be taken into consideration by the EU in the context of the persecution of 
Rohingyas. 

As a result, I would like to ask what actions are being planned by the EU in order to address 
the situation of Rohingyas?

4. Question tabled by Petras Auštrevičius   

Has the EU during the recent human rights dialogues with such Central Asian countries as 
Uzbekistan, Turkmenistan, Tadzhikistan and Kyrgyzstan raised the issues of torture and of 
political prisoners and identified the concrete institutional and legislative step the countries 
should commit to in order to put an end to torture and ill treatment?


