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Executive Summary
There is no comprehensive child policy or any mechanism to implement the Convention on the Rights of Child since it was applicable to Hong Kong in 1994.  The right of poor child is severely undermined.   The general principles of Non-discrimination, the best interests of the child, right to survival and development as well as participation from the Convention are not adopted in the policy formulation of the Hong Kong SAR Government.  Worse still, facing the widening disparity between rich and poor in Hong Kong, children suffer the most. Children hit the highest poverty rate(28%)
 in Hong Kong.  Living standards and development opportunities for their children are sadly compromised.  There are 378 500
 children under 18 living in poverty. They have to do their homework on their beds and earn their living at night collecting discarded paper, cartons and tins, in the center of affluent Hong Kong.   It was found that poor children are malnutrition in Hong Kong.. 

Article 2: Anti-racial discrimination law excludes new immigrant children.
Article 4: All appropriate measures for the implementation for the rights

A centralized mechanism should be established to formulate a comprehensive and integrated child policy as well as monitor the implementation of the rights of the child.

Article 9 Right to Family Reunion - There are still approximately 100,000 split families comprising of parents and their children separated between Mainland China and Hong Kong as a result of erroneous policy. 
After the change of sovereignty, the mainland children of Hong Kong permanent residents should enjoy right of abode in Hong Kong according to Basic Law.  However, the Hong Kong government took away the right of those children who were born before one of their parents became Hong Kong permanent residents by reinterpreting of Basic Law.  

Article 26 Right to Social Security  - The criteria of application for Comprehensive Social Security Assistance (CSSA) is changed from one-year residence to seven years residence in 2004.  Although children are waived, their carers cannot access to CSSA. It hindered the career to take care of the children as the carer not only has no resources to help the children but also to share to use children’s CSSA.  
Article 27 Deprivation of housing rights - There are about 23,000 children living in inadequate housing. It was found that the small living area has a negative impact on the studies as well as the psychological and physical growth of children.
Inadequate standard of living - The amount of CSSA for children was deducted in 1999 and 2003 respectively and the wage is getting low. According to the official statistics, there are about 350,000
 children living in poverty. There is no enough resources to support these poor children in physical, psychological as well as mental development.
Article 28 Lack of Equal Education Opportunities for children living in poverty - It was found that the poor children could not access to technological knowledge and modern teaching methods, as they cannot afford them financially.  The Hong Kong SAR Government did not facilitate the poor children to equal education opportunity.

Article 28 and 30 The right to education and own culture of the ethnic minority children is deprived – The Government did not provide resources to support the ethnic minority to integrate to Chinese Medium Schools and access to own culture.
Recommodation

1.The Hong Kong SAR Government should establish an independent monitoring body on the rights of the child and pursuing an integrated and holistic approach to the adoption of legislation on the rights of the child.

2. The Hong Kong SAR Government should consider discrimination against new immigrant as a form of racial discrimination under the future anti-racial discrimination law in order to protect the right to non-discrimination of the new immigrant children from the Mainland China.

3. The Hong Kong SAR Government should arrange family reunion quota for those children whose right of abode was taken away by the reinterpretation.

4. The Hong Kong SAR Government and the People's Republic of China Government should ensure the transparency of the criteria and procedure of the migration applications. It is essential that a joint monitoring mechanism from both Governments be built into the system to enable public scrutiny and sanction.

5. The Hong Kong SAR Government should abolish the 7 years residence requirement for the criteria of application for CSSA so as to help residents according to the financial difficulty they meet.
6. The Hong Kong SAR Government should withdraw CSSA reduction and add special allowances such as eyeglasses allowance; dental allowance and social activities allowance should be introduced in place of the non-recommendable measure of CSSA reduction. 
7. The Hong Kong SAR Government should carry out affirmative actions in the allocation of public housing by handling in priority applications of applicants who have children and abolish the 7 years residence requirement for the criteria of application of public housing.
8. The Hong Kong SAR Government should provide resources to the poor children to protect their rights to equal education opportunity. 

9. The Hong Kong SAR Government should recognize the right to education of the child migrants and to offer school placements for children pending decisions on their appeals to stay in Hong Kong. 

10. The Hong Kong SAT Government should provide resources to support the ethnic minorities children in integrating them into the mainstream schools and to learn Chinese.
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1. Introduction

There is no comprehensive child policy or any mechanism to implement the Convention on the Rights of Child since it was applicable to Hong Kong in 1994.  The right of poor child is severely undermined.   The general principles of Non-discrimination, the best interests of the child, right to survival and development as well as participation from the Convention are not adopted in the policy formulation of the Hong Kong SAR Government.  Worse still, facing the widening disparity between rich and poor in Hong Kong, children suffer the most. Children hit the highest poverty rate(28%)
 in Hong Kong.  Living standards and development opportunities for their children are sadly compromised.  There are 378 500
 children under 18 living in poverty. Among these, 152,000
 live on Comprehensive Social Security Assistance (CSSA) and 23,000
 children are living in extremely deprived conditions in cubicles and bedspace apartments.  They have to do their homework on their beds and earn their living at night collecting discarded paper, cartons and tins, in the center of affluent Hong Kong.   It was found that poor children are malnutrition in Hong Kong.

2. Significant issues raised in the concluding observations that has NOT been fully implemented by the SAR Government

· the establishment of an independent body to consider complaints against the police in Hong Kong. (para.9)

· the re-consideration to withdraw its reservations, particularly related to the issues of working hours for children, of juvenile justice and of refugees. (para.10)

· the establishment of an independent monitoring body on the rights of the child and pursuing an integrated and holistic approach to the adoption of legislation on the rights of the child. (para.11) 

· the adequacy on coordination activities between concerned governmental institutions to ensure that the rights of the child are given priority. (para.12)

· incorporation of human rights education with the necessary status within school curricula. (para. 32)

· evaluation of present and previous policy concerning the refugees and introduction of measures to protect those children in the course of detention. (para.33)
2. Article 2: Non-discrimination – Proposed Anti-racial discrimination law exclude new immigrant children from mainland 

The Hong Kong SAR Government proposed to legislate against racial discrimination.  However, the Government proposed that discrimination against new immigrants from mainland China will not be considered as a form of racial discrimination on the basis that new immigrants are same ethnic with Hong Kong people, ignoring that there is one country two systems, the nation origin of new immigrants and Hong Kong local people is different.  Besides, 91.2% of the new immigrants had experienced severe racial discrimination including the area of education and provision of services.  However, the new immigrant children will not enjoy protection from the future proposed anti-racial discrimination law if they encounter racial discrimination by local people. 

2.1 Recommendation

The Hong Kong SAR Government should consider discrimination against new immigrant as a form of racial discrimination under the future anti-racial discrimination law in order to protect the right to non-discrimination of the new immigrant children from the Mainland China.

3. Article 4: All appropriate measures for the implementation for the rights

A centralized mechanism is essential for formulating a comprehensive and integrated child policy as well as monitoring the implementation of the rights of the child.  According to the last Concluding Observation, your Committee urge Hong Kong Government should review the possibility of establishing an independent monitoring body on the rights of the child and pursuing an integrated and holistic approach to the adoption of legislation on the rights of the child. Regrettably, the Hong Kong SAR Government refused to do so on the basis that the existing structure could provide adequate channels of communication.  At present, Hong Kong has Commissions for Elderly, Women and Youth but no Commission for the Children in our society. 
3.1 Recommendation

The Hong Kong SAR Government should establish an independent monitoring body on the rights of child and of pursuing an integrated and holistic approach to implement the Convention.

4. Article 9  Right to Family Reunion
4.1 Erroneous policy cause prolonged separation

In Hong Kong, there are still approximately 100,000 split families comprising of parents and their children separated between Mainland China and Hong Kong as a result of erroneous policy. Their prospect of reunion is not regulated by a reasonable queuing system but procedures that subject them to bureaucratic manipulation and corruption. Such act constitutes a violation of Article 9 of the Convention, we sincerely urge the Committee to pay attention to this problem and protect the rights of these children.

Since China has adopted the open door policy in late 1970s, the residents of the Mainland China or Hong Kong had more and more chances to develop business or work together.  Many Hong Kong single males were employed to work in mainland factories as the Hong Kong factories developed business in mainland after the open door policy.  The number of across-border marriage has grown rapidly. Nevertheless, according to existing policies, their spouse and children have to stay in Mainland China to apply for One-way Entry Permits from the PRC Government before they are allowed to join their parent/s in Hong Kong. 

The One-way Permit system has been commonly criticized as unfair, ineffective, as well as lacking a transparent and uniform standard. Different provinces in Mainland China now operate their own system to allocate their share of the 150 daily quotas. We understand from the PRC government that One-way Permits are not approved on family but individual basis. In most cases, mothers and children have to wait for their turns in separate queues, resulting in prolonged and unnecessarily family separation. The worst scenario is that in some parts of China, children are absolutely denied the right of application thus causing split families of a permanent nature.                                         4

Worse still, the problem is aggregated by widespread corruption. Many applicants have reported that they have to pay a bribe ranging from HKD 60,000 to HKD 200,000 i.e. USD 7,692 to USD 25,641 to the responsible district officials or they run the risk of being disqualified. As a result, families who cannot afford to pay a bribe are forced to take the risk of taking dangerous and illegal entry to Hong Kong. In most cases, mother who have to take care of young children have no alternatives but to turn to smugglers to bring them to Hong Kong while young children who needs motherly care are also subject to the risk of illegal entry from Mainland China. 

4.2 Reinterpretation of Basic Law taking away of mainland children’s right of abode in Hong Kong (Appendix I)
After the change of sovereignty, the mainland children of Hong Kong permanent residents should enjoy right of abode in Hong Kong according to Basic Law.  However, the Hong Kong government not only did not facilitate the children to settle in Hong Kong earlier to exercise their right, but also denied the right of those children who were born before one of their parents became Hong Kong permanent residents.  

When the families lodged lawsuit to the court and won the case, the Hong Kong Government asked the Standing Committee of NPC to interpret two provisions of the Basic Law (article 24(2)(3)) relevant to the part of the CFA's right of abode ruling in June 1999. The purpose was to deny right of abode of mainland-born children born before at least one parent had become a HK permanent resident and requiring mainland-born children to first obtain documents issued by the HK Government (COE) and PRC Government (One-Way Exit Permit) before they can formally get their right of abode. It deprives people of the right of abode and right to family unity. Most mainland-born children of HK residents who benefit from the January 29 verdict were forced to return across the border and apply for residency in HK in the previous way. But many of them have applied the One-Way Exit Permit for more than 10 to 20 years but failed because of the forever changing mainland policy, which means there is no workable and reasonable mechanism for them to get the right of abode through the existing policy and thus unable to reunite with their parents.

4.3 Lack of mechanism to adjust the distribution of family reunion quota
In 2004, the 150 daily quotas were not fully utilized because there is no mechanism to adjust the distribution of the quotas.  Fewer children applied for right of abode in 2004.  But the quota vacancies did not redistribute to spouse or other needy children.  The spouses are found to wait for average 7 years or some of them near 10 years and the children lack of caring in Hong Kong as well as children in the Mainland China whose right of abode was taken away by the reinterpretation have no quota to apply for family reunion because of erroneous policy.

4.4 Detrimental effects of long-term separation 

We are concerned with the detrimental effects of long-term separation on the affected families. Not only marital relationship suffers, but also children's normal development is seriously affected due to deprivation of parental care and nurture. Mothers are often imbued with a sense of guilt that they cannot fulfil their roles as wife and mother while their young children's physical and psychological development are adversely hampered by the prolonged separation.                                                                                            5

4.5 Lack of cooperating and coordinating mechanism 

We are disappointed that both the HKSAR Government and the Chinese Government still overlook the problems of the One-way Entry Permit system after the change of soverenigty. We are alarmed at the lack of joint cooperating and coordinating mechanism between the two Governments to improve the existing system. 

 4.6 Recommendations
4.6.1. The Hong Kong SAR Government and the People's Republic of China Government should have better coordination to ensure that One-way Entry Permits are approved on a family basis, so as to allow mothers and children to settle in Hong Kong at the same time. 

4.6.2 The Hong Kong SAR Government and the People's Republic of China Government should ensure the transparency of the criteria and procedure of the migration applications. It is essential that a joint monitoring mechanism from both Governments be built into the system to enable public scrutiny and sanction.

4.6.3. The Hong Kong SAR Government and the People's Republic of China Government should provide a reasonable and clear time limit to each split family in order to let them know whenever they can reunite.

4.6.4. The Hong Kong SAR Government should exercise its discretionary power on humanitarian ground to the widows, who come from the Mainland China and their Hong Kong husbands were death before reunion, to resettle at Hong Kong in order to look after their children. 
4.6.5. The Hong Kong SAR Government should arrange family reunion quota for those children whose right of abode was taken away by the reinterpretation.

5. Article 22: Refugee and illegal immigrant children
The needs of the refugee children and the asylum seekers aged under 18 are always ignored by the society. Although the question of refugees and economic migrants from Vietnam has been resolved, there are still having some children from other countries waiting for the UN High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) for consideration of their claim. According to the UNHCR statistics, there are around 30 children involved in asylum-seeking process in 2003.  

However, in the course of pending the decision of the UNHCR, some of them are only accommodated in places of refuge, while the rest of them are waiting outside the center. Only the UNHCR looks after their welfare pending their departure for resettlement while the Government did not render any assistance regarding the children’s welfare. They do not have any learning opportunities for appropriate education and welfare support. 

5.1 Recommendation

The Hong Kong Government should formulate a policy for the asylum seekers’ children including emergency welfare support and education pending the consideration of the UNHCR for their claim and request the 1951 Convention Relating to the Status of Refugees and its 1997 Protocol extend to its territorial jurisdiction.                                6

6. Article 26 Right to Social Security

6.1 Denied the right of social security of who take care of the child (Appendix II)

Comprehensive Social Security Assistance (CSSA) is the only safety net to help the Hong Kong resident that encounters financial difficulty.  Currently, about 12% of CSSA cases are with new immigrant members of less than seven years residence. Most of them are single-parent families or families with chronic illness patient.  They applied for CSSA as they could not find other helping resources.  Without assistance from CSSA system, new immigrants with financial difficulty cannot survive in Hong Kong.   However, the Government adopted a stricter welfare policy for the new immigrants in order to screen out the poor new immigrants in its new population policy in 2003. The criteria of application for Comprehensive Social Security Assistance (CSSA) are changed from one-year residence to seven years residence.  It takes effect on 1st January 2004.  Although children are waived, their parent cannot access to CSSA. Most of them are mothers.  It hindered the mother to take care of the children as the mother not only has no resources to help the children but also to share to use children’s CSSA.  

Although there is a policy for the Director of Social Welfare Department to exercise discretionary power to waive the 7 years residence rule, very few deprived cases benefited.  In 2004, there were about 1,582 applications
, only 198 of them were approved in the light of the exercise of discretionary power of Social Welfare Department.  The Government claimed that 1,230 applications were self-withdrawal.  But it was found that many applications complained that they were informally rejected by the Social Welfare Department and were considered as self-withdrawal.  It clearly violates article 26(2) that “[t]he benefits should, where appropriate, be granted, taking into account the resources and the circumstances of the child and persons having responsibility for the maintenance of the child, as well as any other consideration relevant to an application for benefits made by or on behalf of the child.” 

6.2 Deduction of CSSA 
There are about 152,000
 children under 18 live on CSSA. Worse still, the amount of CSSA for children was deducted in 1999 and 2003 by the Social Welfare Department. In 1999, the Hong Kong SAR Government cut the standard rates of CSSA families with 3 or more able-bodied members by 10% to 20% and a number of special grants, such as glasses for pupils, rent deposit and removal allowance as well as telephone fee.  The Government further cut the amount of Comprehensive Social Security Assistance (CSSA) in 1 June 2003.  The amount of children’s standard rate, study subsidy and rent allowance were all cut from 7% to 15.8% respectively.  It affected the standard of living of the children.  

6.3 Recommendation

6.3.1 The Hong Kong SAR Government should abolish the 7 years residence requirement for the criteria of application for CSSA so as to help residents according to the financial difficulty they meet.

6.3.2 The Hong Kong SAR Government should withdraw CSSA reduction and add special allowances such as eyeglasses allowance; dental allowance and social activities allowance should be introduced in place of the non-recommendable measure of CSSA reduction. 

7. Article 27 Right to Housing and Adequate standard of living - Children Living in Inadequate Housing and poverty

7.1 Deprivation of housing rights (Appendix III)

According to official statistics
, there are about 23,000 children living in inadequate housing.  According to SoCO’s “Survey on the children living in old urban slum” in 2003, it was found that the small living area has a negative impact on the studies as well as the mental and physical growth of children.  The living area of over 90% (92.1%) of children’s family does not exceed 100 square feet (Table 14), taking an average of only 22 square feet per person and even 10 square feet for the smallest (Table 22), which falls far below the standard of 70 square feet stipulated by the Housing Authority. 61.9% told that they have no space but stay in their beds to complete their homework. 42.9% can play only in their beds and 54% even have to take their meals in their beds. The crowded living condition also has a bad impact on the social life and self-image of children. Nearly 60% (58.7%) of them do not invite their classmates or friends home owing to the overcrowded environment (83.8%), for fear of neighborhood complaints (27%), self-embarrassment (16.2%) or disliked by others (13.5%).

 Children are the pillars of our society. It is a basic right for children to develop self-esteem, to have the opportunity to study, to be safe and to have adequate living condition in order to pursuit for a healthy mental and physical growth. 23,000 children still live in inadequate dwellings with hampered mental and physical growth amid the fully resourced society, revealing that children’s needs and rights are overlooked under housing policies and social services. The Housing Department not only refuses to carry out affirmative actions in the allocation of public housing by handling in priority applications of applicants who have children, but also requires half of the family members to have at least 7 years residence in Hong Kong as the criterion for allocation of application for public housing. According to the statistics from Housing Department in 2004, about 5,000 children’s applications are frozen because their families cannot meet the 7 years residence criterion.  It clearly violates Article 27(3).

7.2 Inadequate standard of living (Appendix IV & V)

According to the official statistics, there are about 378,500 children
 under 18 living under poverty line.  Among them, about 152,000
 live on CSSA and the other are from low income family.  There is a new phenomenon that some children need to pick up cardboard on street, taking cleaning jobs to earn their living as the Hong Kong SAR Government deducted CSSA in 1999 and 2003 respectively and the wage is getting lower in the past few years.  In the past few years, only the grassroot suffered from the economic recession as their income was getting less near 20%.  However, the income of the rich group kept on going up.  The disparity between the rich and the poor is getting widening and the poor is getting poorer.  

According to the survey from SoCO, “The problems of the children living in poverty”in 2001 and “The problems of the children living on CSSA” in 2004, it was found that all of the interviewed CSSA children were malnutrition.  Both of CSSA or low income children also lacked of opportunities to participate in extra-activities because of poverty.  It was also found that the self-esteem of the low income or CSSA children is below average and is comparatively much lower than other children.  Worse still, some of the children need to pick up cardboard on street for selling after school.  There are no enough resources to support these poor children in physical, psychological, social as well as mental development.  It clearly violates Article 27(1) and (3).

Now, two enormous problems namely housing and poverty, both of which are barriers to children’s growth, are confronted by children living in old urban areas. It is indispensable for the government to protect children’s rights of desirable living conditions and proper personal growth.
7.3 Recommendations

7.3.1 The Hong Kong SAR Government should carry out affirmative actions in the allocation of public housing by handling in priority applications of applicants who have children.
7.3.2 The Hong Kong SAR Government should introduce rent allowance to families who have children and who await public housing so as to immediately alleviate their living difficulties.

7.3.3 The Hong Kong SAR Government should withdraw CSSA reduction and add special allowances such as eyeglasses allowance; dental allowance and social activities allowance should be introduced in place of the non-recommendable measure of CSSA reduction. 

7.3.4 The Hong Kong SAR Government should provide additional living allowance to entitle underprivileged children to the social and studying life of what they deserved, including acquiring leisure books, learning an instrument or taking part in extra-curricular activities.

7.3.5. The Hong Kong SAR Government should inaugurate Children’s Ombudsman to investigate and intervene in complaints of children’s rights interference, as well as to launch extensive civil education and promotional activities. The Ombudsman should also undertake supervision in compliance with the “United Nations Convention on the rights of the Child” and submit regular report to the United Nations on the latest progress of the children’s rights in Hong Kong.

8. Article 28 Right to Education

8.1 Denial of Right to Education of Chinese Child Migrants Seeking Right of Abode /Family reunion (Appendix VI) 

It is alarming that the right to education of Chinese child migrants seeking discretion to stay in Hong Kong for family reunion is not recognized by the Hong Kong SAR Government.  Most of them are not allowed to go to school. The situation clearly 
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violates article 28 of the Convention stating that "States Parties recognize the right of the child to education, and with a view to achieving this right progressively and on the basis of equal opportunity..."
At the meeting of the Committee on 3 October 1996, Hong Kong Government reported that "it was now the policy that children illegally entering the Territory who would have a right of abode thereafter 1 July 1997 would not be returned to China, but would be treated in every way as normal residents, with the right, for instance, to public education."(Remarks 5) However, the Government did not keep its word. 

The Government did not recognize the right to education of these children migrants. There is in lack of a clear policy or guidelines to offer school placements to these children. The Education Department will not offer school placements to these children unless their eligibility has been confirmed by the Director of Immigration. Such applications are dealt with on a case-by-case basis. That is to say, the right to public education of these children is vested in the discretion of the Director of Immigration.

Our organization has received many complaints and enquiries about the education arrangements for the children migrant. Most of their applications for education are rejected by the Immigration Department without any explanation. In fact, there is no appeal system available. Most of these children have stayed in Hong Kong for over half a year. They become depressed and low in self-esteem as they can do nothing but staying at home waiting for the outcome of the applications for staying in Hong Kong. Their education opportunities are deplorably exploited. Worse still, they cannot leave Hong Kong as all of their family members have been living in Hong Kong for years, and no one can take care of them in mainland China. 

Some of the children have approached a number of schools directly to ask for school placements. The school will offer placements to them on the condition of approval from the Education Department. Again, the final decision is vested in the discretion of the Director of Immigration, as the Education Department will seek the confirmation from the Director of Immigration. It arbitrarily violates the children's right to education.

8.1.1 Recommendation
The Hong Kong SAR Government should recognize the right to education of the child migrants and to offer school placements for children pending decisions on their appeals to stay in Hong Kong. 

8.2 Lack of equal education opportunities for poor children (Appendix VII & VIII)

Hong Kong is a wealthy and modern city with advanced technology and a knowledge based economy, but this is only for the rich children not for the poor children.  It was found that the poor children could not access to technological knowledge and modern teaching methods, as they cannot afford them financially.  Most of the poor children cannot afford to pay for Internet access, outdoor activities.  Some of them failed to hand on their homework and catch up with the curriculum that affected their academic performance and study incentives.  The Hong Kong SAR Government did not facilitate the poor children to education on the basis of equal opportunity.
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8.2.1 Recommendation

The Hong Kong SAR Government should provide resources to the poor children to protect their rights to equal education opportunity. 

8.3 Right to education of the children of Ethnic Minority

8.3.1 The new school places allocation system 
In the past, students who indicated they were Non Chinese speaking (NCS) could only choose from less than 10 schools. However, the School Places Allocation Systems has now been changed, so that it enables them to make school choices on par with any other students. However, if the child insists on only NCS schools in the central allocation, they also have this choice. 
The Government’s new school allocation system for ethnic minority children now means that the children can study in a Chinese school, which is preferable to having no choice at all. However, many ethnic minority children face severe difficulties in schooling, especially learning Chinese. Although the government has changed its policy it has not been accompanied with services to match the needs of students who attend Chinese Medium Schools. In fact the change has been to hasty, leaving many ethnic minority children without the special attention and support they need in a new environment. The need for special training for teachers and parents is of outmost importance if the new policy is to help ethnic minorities integrate into the local school system.

8.3.2 Initiation programme for newly arrived children
Many ethnic minorities chose to have their children coming to Hong Kong when they have already attended school for some time in their own countries. This means that some may be 10 years old when they first arrive in Hong Kong. The government has set up an initiation programme for newly arrived children or for those who have attended a local school for less than one year. However, the initiation programme, which gives support to integrate the minority children does not extend to those who have already been in Hong Kong for more than one year, thus leaving many minority children without any support especially because their parents cannot help them. 

8.3.3 Recommendations

8.3.3.1 The Hong Kong SAT Government should provide resources to support the ethnic minorities children in integrating them into the mainstream schools and to learn Chinese.
8.3.3.2 The Hong Kong SAR Government should extend the induction programme to children who have stayed in Hong Kong for more than one year. 
9.  Article 30   Right to own culture

9.1 Mother tongue language learning
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Currently, not all ethnic minority children have the opportunity to learn their mother tongue language.  Only a few schools offer courses in different minority languages. With the increasing number of the ethnic minorities’ children, it is critical that the rights or minorities to enjoy their own culture are protected. 
9.2 Recommendation

The Hong Kong SAR Government should promote right to enjoy own culture among ethnic minorities, among these the resources provided for minority children to learn their mother languages. 
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Introduction of the Hong Kong Human Rights Commission

The Hong Kong Human Rights Commission is a coalition of eleven non-governmental organizations including religious, women, community and students groups.  It was founded in March 1988.

Although coming from different backgrounds, we share in the belief of the dignity and respect of each person and that every man and woman has inherent rights.  As the “Human race is one”, the Commission member organizations consider that mutual respect, equality and freedom form the foundation on which a just, peaceful, and humane society is built.  

Over the years, the Commission has endeavored to promote and protect the human rights of the community.  Not only does Hong Kong lack a democratic political system, its legislation also allows the government substantial power so as to maintain social control.  Civilians are forced to submit to this power and therefore justice often fails to prevail.  The Commission has been gathering resources in order to consolidate civil power.  By doing so we hope to arouse public concern to the level where the people will push the government to reform.

Since it was founded, in addition to lobbying for the Bill of Rights and subsequent amendments to the law at local level, the Commission has also submitted reports to UN treaty bodies, attended hearings and lobbying at international level.  Recognizing that public awareness and participation are vital to the development of human rights, the Commission has promoted human rights education through exhibitions, gatherings in schools and community centres.  Although the Commission recognizes that its work has benefited may there is the lingering feeling that much more can be done.

Members of the Hong Kong Human Rights Commission:

Christians for Hong Kong Society

Hong Kong Catholic Youth Council 

Hong Kong Christian Industrial Committee

Hong Kong Christian Institute

Hong Kong Federation of Catholic Students

Hong Kong Social Workers’ General Union

Hong Kong Storehouse and Transportation Staff Association 

Hong Kong Women Christian Council

Justice and Peace Commission of the Hong Kong Catholic Diocese

Society for Community Organization

Student Christian Movement of Hong Kong

Introduction of Society for Community Organization

Society for Community Organization (SoCO) firmly believes that everyone should be entitled to equal rights. Equal opportunity for participation and fair distribution of social resources is the foundation of human rights. In the face of the widening disparity between the rich and the poor, and the increasingly restrictive political arena, we stand firm in our crusade to establish an equal society and to build a strong power base for the people. We are motivated by a common dream, and that is: "Let us work hand in hand and shoulder to shoulder to build a caring, equal and just society".

SoCO is an incorporated, non-profit-making and non-governmental community organization. It was formed in 1972 by church people and was financially supported by donations from churches, overseas funding bodies, the Community Chest and individuals. SoCO has, through civic education programs and social actions, nurtured grassroots people with a sense of civic responsibility so that they can flex their political muscle. These people have, during the course, regained their self-confidence and cemented with one another to champion for an equal social system.

Grassroots people are struggling day in and day out to keep their head above water. It is most scornful to see economic development brings social inequality. These deprived cannot enjoy our economic success. They have been snubbed and fallen into oblivion. Standing in the line of dejection are caged lodgers, tenants with financial difficulties and living in appalling conditions, aged singletons, street-sleepers, mothers with no one-way permit to live in Hong Kong, families made up of new immigrants and boat dwellers, etc. They are our serving targets.

In the coming years, SoCO will stand four squares behind the grassroots in supporting them fight for their rights and social justice. By doing so, we hope that we can realize our common dream of making "all members of human family equal".

Contact Addresses of the Hong Kong Human Rights Commission and Society for Community Organization:

Web site:  http://www.hkhrc.org.hk , www.soco.org.hk
Email:soco@pacific.net.hk,  hkhrc@pacific.net.hk

Society for Community Organization

3/F, 52 Princess Margaret Road,

Kowloon,

Hong Kong

Tel:  (852) 2713-9165 

Fax: (852) 2761-3326

email:  soco@pacific.net.hk
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