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The Legality of State Department Report on China and Uyghur Tribunal
Agbakwuru Moghalu C E
The annual United States Country Reports on Human Rights Practices cover internationally
recognized individual, civil, political, and worker rights, as set forth in the Universal Declaration
of Human Rights and other international agreements.1 The 45th Annual Country Reports on Human
Rights Practice accused the government of People’s Republic of China (PRC) of committing genocide
against the Uyghur’s who are predominantly Muslims, and crimes against humanity including
imprisonment, torture, enforced sterilization, and persecution against Uyghur’s and members of other
religious and ethnic minority groups.2
An independent tribunal has been formed in London to investigate the Chinese government’s
alleged rights abuses against Uyghur’s Muslims and decide if the allegations of abuses constitute the
crime of genocide. This article gives a background on the crime of genocide. The article discusses the
dictionary and convention’s definitions of genocide. What abuses constitute the crime of genocide?
The article gives a brief discussion on Rwandan genocide. The article further defines a tribunal and
who constitutes a tribunal. The article discusses the legality of the allegations of the crime of genocide
against China and determines if the Uyghur tribunal is duly constituted. The article concludes with
possible recommendations on the legality of the term ‘genocide’ to China.
Introduction
There are about 12 million Uyghur’s, mostly Muslim, living in north-western China in the
region of Xinjiang, officially known as the Xinjiang Uyghur Autonomous Region (XUAR).3 The
Uyghur’s speak their own language, similar to Turkish, and see themselves as culturally and
ethnically close to Central Asian nations. 4 The Uyghur’s make up less than half of the Xinjiang
population. Recent decades saw a mass migration of Han Chinese (China's ethnic majority) to
Xinjiang, and the Uyghur’s feel their culture and livelihoods are under threat. Human rights groups
believe China has detained more than a million Uyghur’s over the past few years in what the state
defines as ‘re-education camps’.5 The United States in its 2020 State Department Report accused
China of committing genocide and crimes against humanity through its repression of the Uyghur’s.
The alleged genocide and crimes against humanity occurred against the predominantly Muslim
Uyghur’s and other ethnic and religious minority groups in Xinjiang. These crimes were
continuing and include: the arbitrary imprisonment or other severe deprivation of physical liberty
of more than one million civilians; forced sterilization, coerced abortions, and more restrictive
application of China’s birth control policies; rape; torture of a large number of those arbitrarily
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detained; forced labor; and the imposition of draconian restrictions on freedom of religion or belief,
freedom of expression, and freedom of movement. 6
The significant human rights issues against China included: arbitrary or unlawful killings
by the government; forced disappearances by the government; torture by the government; harsh
and life-threatening prison and detention conditions; arbitrary detention by the government,
including the mass detention of more than one million Uyghur’s and other members of
predominantly Muslim minority groups in extrajudicial internment camps and an additional two
million subjected to daytime-only ‘re-education’ training; political prisoners; politically motivated
reprisal against individuals outside the country; the lack of an independent judiciary and
Communist Party control over the judicial and legal system; arbitrary interference with privacy;
pervasive and intrusive technical surveillance and monitoring; serious restrictions on free
expression, the press, and the internet, including physical attacks on and criminal prosecution of
journalists, lawyers, writers, bloggers, dissidents, petitioners, and others as well as their family
members, and censorship and site blocking; interference with the rights of peaceful assembly and
freedom of association, including overly restrictive laws that apply to foreign and domestic
nongovernmental organizations; severe restrictions and suppression of religious freedom;
substantial restrictions on freedom of movement; refoulement of asylum seekers to North Korea,
where they have a well-founded fear of persecution; the inability of citizens to choose their
government; restrictions on political participation; serious acts of corruption; forced sterilization
and coerced abortions; forced labor and trafficking in persons; severe restrictions on labor rights,
including a ban on workers organizing or joining unions of their own choosing; and child labor. 7
In September 2020 the Uyghur Tribunal was launched. The Tribunal, which is chaired by Sir
Geoffrey Nice QC in London, is considering allegations that the People’s Republic of China (PRC)
is perpetrating genocide and serious crimes against the Uyghur’s Muslim.8 This article discusses
the legality of the allegation of genocide against China and the Tribunal.
The background of the term ‘genocide’
The word ‘genocide’ was first coined by Polish lawyer Raphäel Lemkin in 1944 in his
book Axis Rule in Occupied Europe. It consists of the Greek prefix genos, meaning race or tribe,
and the Latin suffix cide, meaning killing. Lemkin developed the term partly in response to the
Nazi policies of systematic murder of Jewish people during the Holocaust, but also in response to
previous instances in history of targeted actions aimed at the destruction of particular groups of
people. Later on, Raphäel Lemkin led the campaign to have genocide recognized and codified as
an international crime.9
Genocide was first recognized as a crime under international law in 1946 by the United
Nations General Assembly (A/RES/96-I). It was codified as an independent crime in the 1948
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Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide (the Genocide
Convention). The Convention has been ratified by 149 States (as of January 2018). The
International Court of Justice (ICJ) has repeatedly stated that the Convention embodies principles
that are part of general customary international law. This means that whether or not States have
ratified the Genocide Convention, they are all bound as a matter of law by the principle that
genocide is a crime prohibited under international law. The ICJ has also stated that the prohibition
of genocide is a preemptory norm of international law (or ius cogens) and consequently, no
derogation from it is allowed.10
The definitions of term ‘genocide’
The definition of the term ‘genocide’ has been contested since the term was coined.
Definitional boundaries determine which acts are covered and excluded and thus to a great extent
which cases will benefit from international attention, intervention, prosecution, and reparation. 11
The term ‘genocide’ has been defined by many dictionaries, conventions, statues, academics and
scholars. The definitions of the term genocide in this article will be centered on some dictionaries’
definitions, the 1948 Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide
definition, and the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court definition.
1) Dictionaries definitions of ‘genocide’
Merriam Webster Dictionary defined the term ‘genocide’ as the deliberate and systematic
destruction of a racial, political, or cultural group.12 Genocide in the Cambridge English Dictionary is
defined as the murder of a whole group of people, especially a whole nation, race, or religious group.13
Oxford English Dictionary defined genocide as the deliberate killing of a large number of people
from a particular nation or ethnic group with the aim of destroying that nation or group. 14
2) Definition of the term ‘genocide’ by the Convention on the Prevention and
Punishment of the Crime of Genocide
The definition of the crime of genocide as contained in Article II of the Genocide
Convention was the result of a negotiating process and reflects the compromise reached among
United Nations Member States in 1948 at the time of drafting the Convention.15 Article 11 of the
Genocide Convention states that:
‘In the present Convention, genocide means any of the following acts committed with
intent to destroy, in whole or in part, a national, ethnical, racial or religious group, as such:
a) Killing members of the group;
b) Causing serious bodily or mental harm to members of the group;
10
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c) Deliberately inflicting on the group conditions of life calculated to bring about its physical
destruction in whole or in part;
d) Imposing measures intended to prevent births within the group;
e) Forcibly transferring children of the group to another group.’16
3) Definition of the term ‘genocide’ by the Rome Statute of the International Criminal
Court
Genocide is defined in the same terms as in the Genocide Convention in the Rome Statute
of the International Criminal Court (Article 6), as well as in the statutes of other international
and hybrid jurisdictions. Many States have criminalized genocide in their domestic law; others
have yet to do so.17
Article 6 of the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court states that:

a)
b)
c)
d)
e)

‘For the purpose of this Statute, ‘genocide’ means any of the following acts committed
with intent to destroy, in whole or in part, a national, ethnical, racial or religious group, as
such:
Killing members of the group;
Causing serious bodily or mental harm to members of the group;
Deliberately inflicting on the group conditions of life calculated to bring about its physical
destruction in whole or in part;
Imposing measures intended to prevent births within the group;
Forcibly transferring children of the group to another group.’18

The 1994 Rwandan Genocide
By the early 1990s, Rwanda, a small country with an overwhelmingly agricultural
economy, had one of the highest population densities in Africa. About 85 percent of its population
was Hutu; the rest were Tutsi, along with a small number of Twa, a Pygmy group who were the
original inhabitants of Rwanda. Rwanda’s colonial period, during which the ruling Belgians
favored the minority Tutsis over the Hutus, exacerbated the tendency of the few to oppress the
many, creating a legacy of tension that exploded into violence even before Rwanda gained its
independence. A Hutu revolution in 1959 forced as many as 330,000 Tutsis to flee the country,
making them an even smaller minority. By early 1961, victorious Hutus had forced Rwanda’s
Tutsi monarch into exile and declared the country a republic. After a United Nations referendum
that same year, Belgium officially granted independence to Rwanda in July 1962. 19
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Ethnically motivated violence continued in the years following independence. In 1973, a
military group installed Major General Juvenal Habyarimana, a moderate Hutu, in power. The sole
leader of Rwandan government for the next two decades, Habyarimana founded a new political
party, the National Revolutionary Movement for Development (NRMD). He was elected president
under a new constitution ratified in 1978 and reelected in 1983 and 1988, when he was the sole
candidate. In 1990, forces of the Rwandese Patriotic Front (RPF), consisting mostly of Tutsi
refugees, invaded Rwanda from Uganda. Habyarimana accused Tutsi residents of being RPF
accomplices and arrested hundreds of them. Between 1990 and 1993, government officials
directed massacres of the Tutsi, killing hundreds. A ceasefire in these hostilities led to negotiations
between the government and the RPF in 1992. In August 1993, Habyarimana signed an agreement
at Arusha, Tanzania, calling for the creation of a transition government that would include the
RPF. This power-sharing agreement angered Hutu extremists. 20
On April 6, 1994, a plane carrying Habyarimana and Burundi’s president Cyprien
Ntaryamira was shot down over the capital city of Kigali, leaving no survivors. (It has never been
conclusively determined who the culprits were. Some have blamed Hutu extremists, while others
blamed leaders of the RPF). Within an hour of the plane crash, the Presidential Guard, together
with members of the Rwandan armed forces (FAR) and Hutu militia groups known as the
Interahamwe (Those Who Attack Together) and Impuzamugambi (Those Who Have the Same
Goal), set up roadblocks and barricades and began slaughtering Tutsis and moderate Hutus with
impunity. Among the first victims of the genocide were the moderate Hutu Prime Minister Agathe
Uwilingiyimana and 10 Belgian peacekeepers, killed on April 7. This violence created a political
vacuum, into which an interim government of extremist Hutu Power leaders from the military high
command stepped on April 9. The killing of the Belgium peacekeepers, meanwhile, provoked the
withdrawal of Belgium troops. And the U.N. directed that peacekeepers only defend themselves
thereafter.21
The mass killings in Kigali quickly spread from that city to the rest of Rwanda. In the first
two weeks, local administrators in central and southern Rwanda, where most Tutsi lived, resisted
the genocide. After April 18, national officials removed the resisters and killed several of them.
Other opponents then fell silent or actively led the killing. Officials rewarded killers with food,
drink, drugs and money. Government-sponsored radio stations started calling on ordinary
Rwandan civilians to murder their neighbors. Within three months, some 800,000 people had been
slaughtered.22
Meanwhile, the RPF resumed fighting, and civil war raged alongside the genocide. By
early July, RPF forces had gained control over most of country, including Kigali. In response,
more than 2 million people, nearly all Hutus, fled Rwanda, crowding into refugee camps in the
Congo (then called Zaire) and other neighboring countries. After its victory, the RPF established
a coalition government similar to that agreed upon at Arusha, with Pasteur Bizimungu, a Hutu, as
president and Paul Kagame, a Tutsi, as vice president and defense minister. Habyarimana’s NRMD
party, which had played a key role in organizing the genocide, was outlawed, and a new
constitution adopted in 2003 eliminated reference to ethnicity. The new constitution was followed
20
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by Kagame’s election to a 10-year term as Rwanda’s president and the country’s first-ever
legislative elections.23 The 1994 killings in Rwanda is an example of Genocide, crimes against
humanity.
The definition of the term ‘tribunal’
A tribunal is a kind of court or forum of justice that has authority in a specific area. 24 A
tribunal is also a committee or board appointed to adjudicate on a particular matter. 25 A tribunal
in the general sense is any person or institution with the authority to judge, adjudicates on, or
determine claims or disputes, whether or not it is called a tribunal in its title. For example, an
advocate appearing before a court on which a single judge was sitting could describe that judge as
'their tribunal'. Many governmental bodies that are titled 'tribunals' are so described to emphasize
the fact that they are not courts of normal jurisdiction. For example, the International Criminal
Tribunal for Rwanda is a body specially constituted under international law; in Great Britain,
Employment Tribunals are bodies set up to hear specific employment disputes. Private judicial
bodies are also often styled 'tribunals'. The word 'tribunal' is not conclusive of a body's function.
For example, in Great Britain, the Employment Appeal Tribunal is a superior court of record. The
term is originally derived from the tribunes, magistrates of the Classical Roman Republic.
‘Tribunal’ originally referred to the office of the tribunes, and the term is still sometimes used in
this sense in historical writings. 26
The legality of the allegation of crime of genocide and Uyghur tribunal
The annual US Department of State Country Reports on Human Rights Practices accused
China of committing crime of genocide against the Uyghur Muslim group. The Uyghur tribunal
has been launched to consider the allegation that China is perpetrating serious crimes against the
Uyghur’s including rape, torture etc. If proved, these allegations could lead to the conclusion that
these crimes constitute crimes against humanity and/or genocide. The notion of crimes against
humanity has evolved under international customary law and through the jurisdictions of
international courts such as the International Criminal Court, the International Criminal Tribunal
for the former Yugoslavia and the International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda. Many States have
also criminalized crimes against humanity in their domestic law; others have yet to do so. 27
Crimes against humanity have not yet been codified in a dedicated treaty of international
law, unlike genocide and war crimes, although there are efforts to do so. Despite this, the
prohibition of crimes against humanity, similar to the prohibition of genocide, has been considered
a peremptory norm of international law, from which no derogation is permitted and which is
applicable to all States.28 Genocide is often referred to as a crime against humanity. The preamble
23
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to the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide recognized that in
all periods of history genocide has inflicted great loses on humanity. 29 While on the other hand,
the preamble to the Rome Statute of International Criminal Court is mindful of the fact that during
the past century, millions of children, women and men have been victims of unimaginable
atrocities that deeply shock the conscience of humanity.30 Both international treaties recognize the
importance of abolishing crimes against humanity.
The 1998 Rome Statute establishing the International Criminal Court (Rome Statute) is the
document that reflects the latest consensus among the international community on crimes against
humanity. The Statue is also the treaty that offers the most extensive list of specific acts that may
constitute the crime.31 Article 7 of the Statue states that:
‘For the purpose of this Statute, ‘crime against humanity’ means any of the following acts
when committed as part of a widespread or systematic attack directed against any civilian
population, with knowledge of the attack:
a) Murder;
b) Extermination;
c) Enslavement;
d) Deportation or forcible transfer of population;
e) Imprisonment or other severe deprivation of physical liberty in violation of fundamental
rules of international law;
f) Torture;
g) Rape, sexual slavery, enforced prostitution, forced pregnancy, enforced sterilization, or any
other form of sexual violence of comparable gravity;
h) Persecution against any identifiable group or collectivity on political, racial, national,
ethnic, cultural, religious, gender as defined in paragraph 3, or other grounds that are
universally recognized as impermissible under international law, in connection with any
act referred to in this paragraph or any crime within the jurisdiction of the Court;
i) Enforced disappearance of persons;
j) The crime of apartheid;
k) Other inhumane acts of a similar character intentionally causing great suffering, or serious
injury to body or to mental or physical health. 32
The provision of article 7 of the Statue contains the following main element:
1) A physical element which includes:
a) ‘Attack directed against any civilian population’. This means a course of conduct involving
the multiple commissions of acts referred to in paragraph 1 against any civilian population,
pursuant to or in furtherance of a State or organizational policy to commit such attack;
b) ‘Extermination’ includes the intentional infliction of conditions of life, inter alia the
deprivation of access to food and medicine, calculated to bring about the destruction of part
of a population;
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c) ‘Torture’ means the intentional infliction of severe pain or suffering, whether physical or
mental, upon a person in the custody or under the control of the accused; except that torture
shall not include pain or suffering arising only from, inherent in or incidental to, lawful
sanctions;
d) ‘Forced pregnancy’ means the unlawful confinement of a woman forcibly made pregnant,
with the intent of affecting the ethnic composition of any population or carrying out other
grave violations of international law. This definition shall not in any way be interpreted as
affecting national laws relating to pregnancy;
e) ‘Persecution’ means the intentional and severe deprivation of fundamental rights contrary
to international law by reason of the identity of the group or collectivity;
f) ‘The crime of apartheid’ means inhumane acts of a character similar to those referred to in
paragraph 1, committed in the context of an institutionalized regime of systematic
oppression and domination by one racial group over any other racial group or groups and
committed with the intention of maintaining that regime;
g) ‘Enforced disappearance of persons’ means the arrest, detention or abduction of persons
by, or with the authorization, support or acquiescence of, a State or a political organization,
followed by a refusal to acknowledge that deprivation of freedom or to give information
on the fate or whereabouts of those persons, with the intention of removing them from the
protection of the law for a prolonged period of time. 33
2) A contextual element: ‘when committed as part of a widespread or systematic attack
directed against any civilian population’. The contextual element determines that crimes
against humanity involve either large-scale violence in relation to the number of victims or
its extension over a broad geographic area (widespread), or a methodical type of violence
(systematic). This excludes random, accidental or isolated acts of violence. 34 In addition,
article 7(2)(a) of the Rome Statute determines that crimes against humanity must be
committed in furtherance of a State or organizational policy to commit an attack. 35
3) A mental element: ‘with knowledge of the attack’.
Again, article II of the Genocide Convention contains a narrow definition of the crime of
genocide, which includes two main elements:
1) A mental element: the ‘intent to destroy, in whole or in part, a national, ethnical, racial or
religious group, as such’; and
2) A physical element: which includes the following:
a) Deliberately inflicting on the group conditions of life calculated to bring about its
physical destruction in whole or in part;
b) Imposing measures intended to prevent births within the group.
There are two active components of proving that a crime has been committed. The
components are:
1) The legal maxim ‘Affirmanti Non Neganti Incumbit Probatio’. The maxim literally means
that the burden of proof lies on the person that asserts that a crime has been committed.
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The onus of proof is on the person who affirms that a crime has been committed and not
on the person that denies it.
2) The second element of proving a crime is that the criminal elements the ‘Actus Reus’ and
‘Mens Rea’ must be proved beyond reasonable doubt. The Actus Reus literally means
‘guilty act’ while the Mens Rea means ‘a guilty mind’.
Therefore, to constitute criminal behavior, the element actus reus and mens rea must occur
simultaneously. The actus reus involves the ‘actual intent’ to commit a crime and must be proved
beyond reasonable doubt that there was an intent on the part of the criminal to commit the act. It
should be noted that different crimes require different degrees of intent. For example, to prove
larceny, the prosecution must establish that the defendant intentionally took property to which he
knows he is not entitled, intending to deprive the owner of possession permanently. Negligent
homicide, on the other hand, involves thoughtlessness, inadvertence, or inattention in a person's
duty to exercise due care toward others. A drunk driver who kills another is often charged with
criminal negligent homicide.
The intent is the most difficult element to determine. To constitute genocide, there must be
a proven intent on the part of perpetrators to physically destroy a national, ethnical, racial or
religious group. Cultural destruction does not suffice, nor does an intention to simply disperse a
group. It is this special intent, or dolus specialis, that makes the crime of genocide so unique. In
addition, case law has associated intent with the existence of a State or organizational plan or
policy, even if the definition of genocide in international law does not include that element.
Importantly, the victims of genocide are deliberately targeted - not randomly – because of their
real or perceived membership of one of the four groups protected under the Convention (which
excludes political groups, for example). This means that the target of destruction must be the group,
as such, and not its members as individuals. Genocide can also be committed against only a part
of the group, as long as that part is identifiable (including within a geographically limited area)
and ‘substantial’.
Based on the foregoing, the onus lies on the Uyghur tribunal to prove intent on the part of
China to commit the alleged crime of genocide. The tribunal has the duty to prove beyond
reasonable doubt the element of ‘intent’ in the following:
1) On the issue of committing crime against humanity, the tribunal has to prove that:
a) The crime against humanity was committed as part of a widespread or systematic attack
directed against any civilian population, with knowledge of the attack.
The tribunal has to prove that it is in the systemic nature or is the method of China to attack
the Uyghur Muslim group. Secondly, the tribunal has to prove that China has knowledge of the
attack, and that the alleged crime against humanity was well planned, calculated and executed.
‘Attack directed against any civilian population’ means a course of conduct involving the multiple
commission of acts against any civilian population, pursuant to or in furtherance of a State or
organizational policy to commit such attack. 36 The tribunal has to establish the fact that there is a
policy, rule or law in China to lodge attacks on the Uyghur Muslim group.
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b) The intentional infliction of conditions of life, example the deprivation of access to
food and medicine, calculated to bring about the destruction of part of a population
which is ‘Extermination’ must be proved.
c) The intentional infliction of severe pain or suffering, whether physical or mental, which
is torture upon any Uyghur Muslim in the custody or under the control of the Chinese
government must be proved.
d) ‘Forced pregnancy’ which is the unlawful confinement of a woman forcibly made
pregnant, with the intent of affecting the ethnic composition of any population or
carrying out other grave violations of international law.
In the case of alleged genocide against Uyghur women, the reverse is the case that the
women were prevented from conceiving to hinder the population of the group. Whichever
allegation that is levied against China, the tribunal has the onus of proving the element of ‘intent’
to commit the crime beyond any reasonable doubt.
e) The tribunal has to prove the act of ‘Persecution’ which is the intentional and severe
deprivation of fundamental rights contrary to international law by reason of the identity
of the group or collectivity.
f) The crime of ‘Apartheid’ which is inhumane acts committed in the context of an
institutionalized regime of systematic oppression and domination by one racial group
over any other racial group or groups and committed with the intention of maintaining
that regime has to be proved.
In South Africa, enforced apartheid was a policy of racial segregation, on its citizens.37
Apartheid was based on ‘racial discrimination’, 38 and included rigid and increasingly sophisticated
controls over all black South Africans. 39 Apartheid is a crime against humanity. For the tribunal to
prove that crime against the Uyghur Muslims is a crime against humanity that leads to enforced
apartheid, the tribunal has to prove that there is racial discrimination or segregation on Uyghur
Muslims who are members of the Chinese country.
g) Finally on the issue of crime against humanity, the tribunal has to prove ‘Enforced
disappearance of persons which is the arrest, detention or abduction of persons by, or
with the authorization, support or acquiescence of, a State or a political organization,
followed by a refusal to acknowledge that deprivation of freedom or to give information
on the fate or whereabouts of those persons, with the intention of removing them from
the protection of the law for a prolonged period of time.
The intent to commit the above listed elements of crime against humanity must be proved
by the tribunal if they are asserting allegations of crime against humanity on China. The two basic
elements of criminal behavior, which are the actus reus and the mens rea, must simultaneously be
present in the allegation of crime against humanity and must be proved by the party that asserts,
in this case, the Uyghur tribunal against China.
2) On the issue of committing the crime of genocide, the tribunal has to prove the following:
a) That the alleged acts were committed with intent to destroy, in whole or in part, a national,
ethnical, racial or religious group. In this case the Uyghur population. The deliberate target
on Uyghur Muslims has to be proved.
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b) The tribunal has to prove that there is deliberate infliction on the group conditions of life
calculated to bring about its physical destruction in whole or in part.
c) Finally on the allegation of genocide, the tribunal has to prove that China is imposing
measures intended to prevent births within the Uyghur Muslim group.
The onus is on the tribunal to prove the allegation of genocide against China. Again, the
elements of actus reus and mens rea must simultaneously be present.
The legality of the Uyghur tribunal
Generally, tribunals are established by the legislature or the constitution of any country for
the decision or judgment of the tribunal to have any binding effect on the citizens or government
of the country. For example, in India, the Central Government shall, by notification, establish an
Administrative Tribunal, to be known as the Central Administrative Tribunal, to exercise the
jurisdiction, powers and authority conferred on the Central Administrative Tribunal by or under
the Administrative Tribunal Act. 40 The Administrative Tribunal Act further states that:
‘Save as otherwise expressly provided in this Act, the Central Administrative Tribunal shall
exercise, on and from the appointed day, all the jurisdiction, powers and authority exercisable
immediately before that day by all courts (except the Supreme Court) in relation to certain
matters’.41
Chapter IV section 22 (3) also states that:
‘A Tribunal shall have, for the purposes of (discharging its functions under this Act), the
same powers as are vested in a civil court under the Code of Civil Procedure, 1908 (5 of 1908),
while trying a suit, in respect of some matters’. 42
In addition, in Nigeria, the Code of Conduct Tribunal was set up by Section 20 of the Code
of Conduct Bureau and Tribunal Act, CAP C15, Volume 2, Laws of the Federation of Nigeria,
2004 to deal with complaints of corruption by public servants for the breaches of its
provisions.43 In the case of the Code of Conduct Tribunal, the Fifth Schedule, Part I, Paragraph 15
of the 1999 Constitution provide that:
‘There shall be established a tribunal to be known as Code of Conduct Tribunal which shall
consist of a Chairman and two other persons. The Chairman shall be a person who has held or is
qualified to hold office as a Judge of a Court of record in Nigeria’. 44
These provisions show the legality of tribunals that are formed by the constitution or
legislature of any country. The decisions of these tribunals are binding on its citizens. The Uyghur
tribunal is an independent tribunal and its decision is not binding on the government of China.
Moreover, China is not a party to the tribunal. The Uyghur tribunal does not have any government
backing and the tribunal’s judgment is not binding on any government. 45
40

Chapter 11 4(1) the Administrative Tribunals Act 1985.
Chapter 111 14 (1) of the Administrative Tribunals Act 1985.
42 Chapter IV 22(3) of the Administrative Tribunals Act 1985.
43 Section 20 of the Code of Conduct Bureau and Tribunal Act, CAP C15 Volume 2, Laws of the Federation of Nigeria
2004.
44 The Fifth Schedule, Part 1, Para 15 of the 1999 Constitution of Nigeria as amended.
45 Uyghur Tribunal available at uyghurtibunal.com (accessed 10/05/2021).
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Secondly, as earlier stated, a tribunal is a kind of court or forum of justice that has authority
in a specific area. Furthermore, article VI of the Genocide Convention states that:
‘Persons charged with genocide or any of the other acts enumerated in article III shall be tried by
a competent tribunal of the State in the territory of which the act was committed, or by such
international penal tribunal as may have jurisdiction with respect to those Contracting Parties
which shall have accepted its jurisdiction’. 46
In the case of Uyghur tribunal, a UK tribunal formed to investigate China’s alleged
genocide against Uyghur Muslim population; the tribunal is not duly constituted. For any tribunal
to be duly constituted, it must comprise of experts in a particular field. Chapter 1 section 2 (3c) of
the Tribunal, Courts and Enforcement Act 2007 states that: ‘there is the need for members of
tribunals to be experts in the subject-matter of, or the law to be applied in, cases in which they
decide matters’. 47 In the present case of allegation of genocide, the tribunal should be composed
of experts in international human rights law. The Uyghur tribunal is chaired by Sir Geoffrey Nice,
who is the only human right expert as a member of the tribunal. This alone makes the Uyghur
tribunal not competent to assert the allegation of genocide against China.
Thirdly, according to article VI of the Genocide Convention, the tribunal not only should
it be competent and duly formed but also, should be in the territory of which the act was committed.
In this instance, the tribunal should be formed in China. However, the tribunal can also be formed
by international penal tribunal as may have jurisdiction with respect to those contracting parties
which shall have accepted its jurisdiction. In this present circumstance, the contracting party which
is China must accept the jurisdiction of Uyghur tribunal that is based in the UK. The international
tribunal which in this case is the Uyghur tribunal that is based in UK may have jurisdiction with
respect to the contracting state in this case China, which shall accept its jurisdiction to assert the
allegation of genocide.
Fourthly, according to the Uyghur tribunal, around 30 witnesses and experts are expected
to give evidence at the first public hearing and written witness testimonies which include
submissions from ‘people who have had direct experience or tangential experience, alleging
relations or family members are missing’ shall be given at the hearing. 48 Generally, ‘A written
witness statement, testimonies or evidence is 1) a document recording the evidence of a person,
which is signed by that person to confirm that the contents of the statement are true and 2) a
statement should record what the witness saw, heard or felt. 49
A type of witness statement is statements provided voluntarily in compliance with section
9 of the Criminal Justice Act of 1967. Section 9 of the Criminal Justice Act states that:
1) In any criminal proceedings, other than committal proceedings, a written statement by any
person shall, if such of the conditions mentioned in the next following subsection as are
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Article VI of the Genocide Convention.
Chapter 1 section 2 (3c) of the Tribunal, Courts and Enforcement Act 2007.
48 Uyghur Tribunal available at uyghurtibunal.com (accessed 09/05/2021).
49 Witness Statements Investigation Enforcement Guide HSE available at https//www.hse.gov.uk (accessed
09/05/2021).
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applicable are satisfied, be admissible as evidence to the like extent as oral evidence to the
like effect by that person;
2) The said conditions are:
a) the statement purports to be signed by the person who made it;
b) the statement contains a declaration by that person to the effect that it is true to the best of
his knowledge and belief and that he made the statement knowing that, if it were tendered
in evidence, he would be liable to prosecution if he wilfully stated in it anything which he
knew to be false or did not believe to be true;
c) before the hearing at which the statement is tendered in evidence, a copy of the statement
is served, by or on behalf of the party proposing to tender it, on each of the other parties
to the proceedings: and
d) none of the other parties or their solicitors, within seven days from the service of the copy
of the statement, serves a notice on the party so proposing objecting to the statement being
tendered in evidence under this section. 50
Provided that the conditions mentioned in paragraphs (c) and (d) of this subsection shall
not apply if the parties agree before or during the hearing that the statement shall be so tendered. 51
Paragraph (c) of section 9 of the Criminal Justice Act specifically states that ‘a copy of the witness
statement is served, by or on behalf of the party proposing to tender the statement as evidence’, on
each of the other parties to the proceedings: in this present situation of the allegation against China
of committing the crime of genocide against Uyghur Muslims, the statement is to be served by the
Uyghur tribunal on China but in this case, China is not a party to the tribunal or its investigation.
For any witness statement to be valid and be administered as evidence, both parties must agree to
accept it as evidence. In the present case, Uyghur tribunal cannot tender any witness statement on
China because China is not a party to the Uyghur tribunal. Therefore no witness statement is
binding on China.
Furthermore, according to paragraph (d) of section 9, the witness statement shall be
admissible as evidence if none of the parties within seven days from the service of the copy of the
statement serves a notice on the party so proposing objecting to the statement being tendered in
evidence. In the present allegation of genocide against China, the issue of objecting the witness
statement is not applicable because the copy of the witness statement cannot be served on China
since they are not party to the Uyghur tribunal.
In conclusion on the admissibility of witness statement as evidence, the witness statement
can only be admissible if none of the other parties object to the statement being tendered in
evidence. In this present case, China is not a party to the Uyghur tribunal therefore no witness
statement can be served on them not to talk of the witness statement been accepted as evidence by
China.
Finally, on the legality of the Uyghur tribunal, the judgment of the Uyghur tribunal could
be marred by allegation of bias. Bias is the action of supporting or opposing a particular person
or thing in an unfair way, because of allowing personal opinions to influence your judgment. 52
Though the judgment of the Uyghur tribunal will not have any binding effect on China, the
50

Section 9 Criminal Justice Act 1967 available at legislation.gov.uk (accessed 09/05/2021).
Ibid.
52 Cambridge English Dictionary available at https://dictionary.cambridge.org (accessed 10/05/2021).
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allegations of genocide if proved would be brought before Karim Khan, a UK lawyer elected to
take over in June 2021as chief prosecutor at the International Criminal Court. 53 Karim Khan,
Rodney Dixon (a UK lawyer that previously filed allegations against China in International
Criminal Court) and Geoffrey Nice (the current chairman of the Uyghur tribunal) are all members
of Temple Garden Chambers located in London. 54 All have mutual interest and have the tendency
of being biased in their prosecuting China. Geoffrey Nice who is the chairman of the Uyghur
tribunal should recuse himself (because of potential conflict of interest and lack of impartiality)
from the tribunal. There is tendency of biased judgment against China since there is proof that
Geoffrey Nice, Karim Khan and Rodney Dixon enjoy relationship that emanates from been
members of the same chamber. Moreover, Rodney Dixon and Geoffrey Nice have both been active
in International Criminal Court.
In summary, for the allegation of genocide against China to succeed, the tribunal first
should be approved by the constitution or legislature and be duly constituted with experts in
international human rights law. Secondly, the tribunal must have the jurisdiction to handle the
allegation. Where the tribunal does not have jurisdiction by virtue of the fact that it is not formed
where the alleged crime was committed, the parties involved must accept its jurisdiction that is the
jurisdiction where the tribunal is formed. In this case, China must agree and accept the jurisdiction
which is in UK that the tribunal is based. China should be a party to the tribunal. The chairman of
the tribunal who is Geoffrey Nice who has the tendency of been biased in his judgments because
of been members of the same law chamber with Karim Khan and Rodney Dixon should recuse
himself from the tribunal. Thirdly, the basic element of any criminal behavior which is ‘intent’
must be proved beyond reasonable doubt.
Recommendations
The author believes that for the allegation of genocide against China to be successful, the
following must be implemented:
1) The tribunal should be duly constituted with experts in international human rights law;
2) The jurisdiction for the tribunal should be based in China and if otherwise, both parties
must agree and accept where the jurisdiction is, which in this case is internationally based;
3) The allegations of genocide must be proved beyond reasonable doubt. The onus is on the
Uyghur tribunal to prove this fact. ‘It goes without saying that he who asserts, must prove
it’; and
4) The actus reus and mens rea, which are active elements of any criminal behavior, must be
available simultaneously in any allegation and must be proved also beyond reasonable
doubt.
So far, it seems that these conditions cannot be satisfied.

53

UN news, available at
https://news.un.org/en/story/2021/02/1084582#:~:text=Karim%20Asad%20Ahmad%20Khan%20was,International
%20Criminal%20Court%20(ICC).&text=Criminal%20lawyer%20and%20human%20rights,International%20Criminal
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54 Temple Garden Chambers available at https://tgchambers.com (accessed 10/05/2021).
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The Fine Line between Being the Fourth Estate and Objective Impartiality: Media
Opinion and Response to the Uyghur Tribunal
Salma Yusuf
Introduction
Uyghur, the residents of Xinjiang, have always been and distinct ethnicity, with closer roots
with the diverse Turkhic communities of the region. Buddhism and Islam have had a considerable
influence on the lifestyle of these people, enabling them to shape an independent identity and
prosper owing to the Silk Route that passed through the region.
The Xinjiang province was annexed by China as early as the 18th century, and later, in
1949, with the aid of the USSR. Since then, consistent attempts have been made to assimilate the
Uyghur community with the Han Chinese identity 1, sparking protests and riots. Terming them as
“Terrorists” and their acts as “separatism”, China has, according to numerous sources, undertaken
a rather inhuman approach for dealing with the people of the Uyghur community2. While denying
all accusations against it with regards to activities in the Uyghur region, it has showcased the
infrastructural development carried out therein, as a proof of its willingness to ensure the
appropriate growth of the region and its residents. However, the People’s to investigate China’s
alleged Genocide and crimes against Humanity against Uyghur, Kazakh and other Turkic Muslim
populations. or simply, the Uyghur Tribunal, which convened in June 2021, under the
Chairmanship of Geoffrey Nice, the lead prosecutor of Slobodan Milošević, former President of
Serbia, at the UN’s International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia, assisted by Nick
Vetch, Dame Parveen Kumar, Ambreena Manji, Tim Clark, Raminder Kaur, David Linch, Audrey
Osler and Catherine Roe had a different story to tell, undoubtedly, contradicting the Chinese
version. Established in September 2020, its primary objective isto determine whether the
internationally recognized crimes of genocide and crimes against humanity have been committed
against the Uyghur, Kazakhs and other Turkic Muslim populations living in China.
For instance, with the able assistance of the Panel Members, such as expert witnesses, it
gathered “controversial evidence” What is fascinating is that during the course of the proceedings,
the testimonies offered by the victims certainly aligned with the previous ground-level findings of
Human Rights Watch (hereafter referred to as HRW). For instance, in its “Break Their Lineage,
Break Their Roots” China’s Crimes against Humanity Targeting Uyghurs and Other Turkic
Muslims, HRW reported that several Turkic Muslims, either disappeared or were detained either
as prisoners and enrolled for the “re-education programme”, which involved, allegedly forcing
them to embrace the Chinese customs and ways of life.
Witness Testimony
The Uyghur Tribunal, during its proceedings, had the opportunity to assess several
testimonies of people hailing from Xinjiang, who directly or indirectly witnessed or were affected
1
https://apnews.com/article/china-cables-ap-top-news-international-news-china-race-and-ethnicity4ab0b341a4ec4e648423f2ec47ea5c47
2
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-china-55794071
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by the alleged acts of the Chinese government. Nurisman Abdureshid, a 33-year-old witness,
reported that her family disappeared and were detained on the charges of “terrorism”, while she
was in Turkey, while Mehmut Tevekkül, a 51-year-old Uyghur was detained twice for being
“religious”3. Witnesses confirmed the rampant utilization of means for aborting Uyghur women
and compelling them to take contraceptive pills, for controlling the growth of the population of
this community in the region4. Likewise, they were exposed routinely to rape and torture, which
was brought to light in April 2021. Australian Strategic Policy Institute reported the illicit transfer
of Uyghur to different regions of China where they are allegedly indulged in forced labour with
the strict prohibition of professing religious beliefs - on the second day of proceedings of the
Tribunal several experts did emphasize the same, in the hopes of consolidating a strong case
against China. It recorded the statements of Habibulla Achad, a witness, who was instrumental in
drawing the attention of the audience to the strict curbs imposed by the Chinese authorities,
prohibiting them from professing their religion, i.e. Islam 5. Wang Leizan, a former Policeman in
China attested to the aforesaid findings, besides stating arbitrary detentions and strict
implementation of censorship laws in Urumqi 6. Nyrola Elimä, a witness in these proceedings,
enabled the world to realize the deplorable conditions of the Uyghur who are forcibly imprisoned7.
Relying upon the evidence such as the aforesaid, gathered during these exhaustive sessions,
lawyers seek to move the International Criminal Court against the Chinese Government for
safeguarding the rights of the citizens.
As the Tribunal is set to reconvene in September, 2021 and finally give its “verdict” with
regards to whether the acts of the Chinese authorities amount to genocide against the Uyghur
community, in the light of the non-engagement with the Tribunal by China, a neutral outcome is
unlikely. While the media has been instrumental in ensuring a detailed report on the proceedings
of the Tribunal, there remains a need to analyze the diverse media reports, for understanding the
authenticity of their findings and assertions is the primary objective of this paper. This paper will
further discover, describe and analyze the media opinion, media response and reportage of the
Tribunal to date. It will identify trends and trajectories on how the media coverage is linked and
connected with geopolitics and international relations.
Media Trends, Geopolitics and International Relations
The 21st century is undoubtedly the age of information and every administrative, legal or
even scientific initiative requires the backing of appropriate documentation. , Unlike the earlier
times, logic and rationality increasingly govern the justice redress mechanisms of today and ensure
that that justice is ensured for the deserving. Reasonability, backed by verified data, enables
humans to assert their position in society and henceforth, they often resort to any means for
securing the same, or, for that matter, creating it in a few instances. One of the crucial drawbacks
3

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/uyghur/uyghur-tribunal-06072021173432.html
https://uyghurtribunal.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/06/07-1050-JUN-21-UTFW-062-NursimanAbdureshid-English.pdf
5
https://uyghurtribunal.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/06/06-1150-JUN-21-UTFW-060-Habibulla-AchadEnglish.pdf
6
https://uyghurtribunal.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/06/07-1000-JUN-21-UTFW-022-Wang-LeizhanEnglish.pdf
7
https://uyghurtribunal.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/06/07-0900-JUN-21-UTFW-044-Nyrola-ElimaEnglish.pdf
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of this era is that technology, which was essentially responsible for ushering in the information
age, is also capable of if misused, inter-alia disturbing public peace and harmony. As of today,
easier access to tools that enable the creation and circulation of the data enables individuals to
promote their agenda, even based on false claims and findings, for personal gains. Every
community seems to have its version of any incident or claim, which it asserts heavily in the public
domain, through the means of social media. Such means of propaganda are a blot to democratic
societies and purely means of rallying innocent people for political gains by ambitious statesmen.
For tackling this spread of misinformation, the press and the media houses, also considered as the
‘Fourth Estate’ of government and required to play a critical role in democracy, are required to
report on news and events as they unfold neutrally, only after its authenticity is verified. Within
local jurisdictions, several laws regulate the press with the sole intention of ensuring the free flow
of verified and legitimate content among the masses. In a nutshell, the press is expected to refrain
from acting as a propaganda machine, either for or against the State, if it seeks to serve its true
purpose in contemporary democracies.
Today, media, specifically news agencies play a crucial role in ensuring that the common
person is made aware about the developments of the judicial mechanisms, besides making them
aware of their rights and duties therein. That is to say, it is the perfect medium for making the State
reach out its people and brief them about the extent to which they are bound by the laws of the
State, besides enabling them to realize the subsidies which they are entitled to. On a serious note,
however, it is instrumental in bridging the rather rigid and reserved judiciary and the curious
citizenry of the democracy, by helping the understand the extent of crime rate and felony in the
region and the mannerism in which the State deals with it – it does, to considerable extent, act as
a deterrent for curbing the commission of illicit acts in the region.
However, maintaining such neutrality is rather a utopian concept owing to the involvement
of global and regional superpowers in matters of dissemination of authentic information. In other
instances, the ruling party in a country typically exert some influence in the functioning of the
media or that of the modes whereby they are “telecasted”, for long-term political benefits. Ideally
to possess dictatorial ambitions in democratic establishments abrogates the very essence which
their Constitutions seeks to promote and uphold within their jurisdiction and yet, the press is
heavily relied upon for achieving despotic objectives therein. This nevertheless, is certainly
reflective of the fact that in several instances, the media houses do end up exposing their political
affiliations quite subtly, directly affecting the decision-making process of the individuals.
Western media has played a crucial role in bringing to light the alleged human rights
violations of the Uyghur of Xinjiang region of China. However, the Chinese press, on the other
hand, has consistently denied the claims made by the Western politicians, human rights activists
and social workers, claiming that such “allegations” levelled against them were baseless and
merely an attempt to malign and subdue China in the international realm. Similarly, the
establishment and the proceedings of the Uyghur Tribunal is not immune to such conflicting
opinions, so broadcasted by the press and the media houses, thereby making it difficult to formulate
a legitimate opinion with regards to the situation of the Uyghur community in China.
Middle East and Asian Countries
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The report of Al-Jazeera, the Doha-based news channel has, at length, described the details
of the Uyghur Tribunal, with special emphasis on the “heart-wrenching testimonies” of the
“victims”8. Such an assertion is in line with that of Qatar, which, unlike all its Muslim neighbors,
categorically stands against the Chinese’s position on the Uyghur issue, despite it increasing the
chances of affecting the the socio-economic relationship with China. Evidently, in 2019, Qatar
refused to support other 37, predominantly Muslim nations for dismissing any abrogation of the
freedoms of the Uyghur in Xinjiang China9.
Japan, which has consistently opposed the expansionist policies, has joined the West in
criticizing its activities in Xinjiang 10 and through its diverse news reports, Japan Times has
highlighted the detention of Uyghur or those researching and working for realizing their plight11.
With regards to its views on the Uyghur Tribunal, it has been instrumental in drawing the attention
of its readers to its proceedings, though, after its first session, has attempted to showcase the
possibility of mounting pressure on the Japanese Government for imposing sanctions against
China for indulging Uyghur in forced labour 12.
Asian News International, based in New Delhi, India on the other hand, has, however
reported merely the facts of the proceedings, apparently refraining from making any politically
controversial opinion thereby 13. CP24, a Canadian news channel too, has undertaken a similar
position while reporting the matter 14, although Canada itself has condemned China for its “human
rights record”15. Dhaka Tribune16 of Bangladesh and South China Morning Post17 have indulged
in reporting only the proceedings of the Tribunal. Surprisingly, TRT World, a Turkish media
house, which is known for discussing issues of importance and relevance to the status of Muslims
worldwide, has not considered offering a detailed analysis of the Uyghur Tribunal.
Europe
Although Germany seems to have taken only a moderate stance against the Chinese with
regards to the plight of the Uyghur in the region, DW-News, the state-owned international media
house funded by the German federal tax budget18 has been instrumental in showcasing the world,
8

https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2021/6/4/uighur-tribunal-hears-evidence-of-alleged-china-abuses
https://theprint.in/world/qatar-refuses-to-certify-chinas-human-rights-record-on-treatment-of-uighurmuslims/279851/
10
https://www.channelnewsasia.com/news/asia/japan-australia-raise-concerns-china-abuses-xinjiang14978924
11
https://www.japantimes.co.jp/opinion/2020/03/01/commentary/japan-commentary/persecution-lonelydeath-uighur-scholar/
12
https://www.japantimes.co.jp/news/2021/06/15/national/g7-uyghurs-forced-labor-japan/
13
https://www.aninews.in/news/world/europe/uyghur-tribunal-hears-allegations-of-rights-abuses-inchina20210605164901/
14
https://www.cp24.com/world/uk-people-s-tribunal-hears-claims-china-abused-uyghurs-1.5456611
15
https://www.theguardian.com/global-development/2021/jun/22/china-canada-relations-xinjiang-humanrights
16
https://www.dhakatribune.com/world/east-asia/2021/06/04/uighur-tribunal-hears-allegations-of-rampantchina-abuses
17
https://www.scmp.com/news/world/europe/article/3135967/uk-uygur-tribunal-begins-china-and-westclash-over-xinjiang
18
https://www.dw.com/en/what-kind-of-company-is-deutsche-welle/a-3252998
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the plight of the Uyghur community through its several reports and relatively aggressively. It has
played a crucial role in amplifying the reports by HRW and Amnesty International on the plight
of the Uyghur community in China and is invested in drawing the attention of the masses to the
alleged imprisonments and detentions of these people by the Chinese authorities under the pretext
of tackling terrorism19.
However, while Deutsche Welle (DW News), a German broadcasting channel, has not
made any specific comment with regards to the Tribunal, as of 4th June 2021 20, i.e. on the very
first day of the session, it has been instrumental in drawing attention to the sufferings of the
intellectuals of the Uyghur communities in China, hinting support to the first session of the
Tribunal, so conducted in the United Kingdom. To some extent, this showcases the prevailing
animosity between Germany and China and the inclination of the latter towards its European
neighbor, which have undertaken a bolder stance with regards to this matter.
France24, a premium news channel in France, co-owned by commercial national network
TF1 and the state-owned France Télévisions 21 has reported the proceedings to a considerable
extent, and in a milder sense, sided with the endeavours of the West to curb the alleged atrocities.
Notably, France is keen on surveying the abuses of the Chinese against the Uygur and is known
for pressurizing them to that effect22.
Islam21c, one of the major media initiatives striving to ensure that the voices of Muslims
are heard in the West, has, in its report by Shaheer Choudhury termed the testimonies of the
Uyghur, tendered during the proceedings of the Tribunal, declaring the witnesses as “survivors”23.
South Asia
News-X, which is owned by Karthikeya Sharma, the son of Indian Congress leader Venod
Sharma, has termed the acts of the Chinese in Xinjiang, against the Uyghur as “atrocious” 24, while
Firstpost, an Indian newspaper, has merely reported the details of the session and the testimonies
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https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=aTE4J5JsByM
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-u414DsywMqzLgyEp17mV1THWNYKS652Y1hgHAJ_99fV0JgmKSwzrEinKSgNhRjPwscV8RhGT96uYeb13ELUHc6QuCjMJqeHgpFcHxej95dvp3ZfZ_nANt9LbR826f5m0dw2NHBAaKAUGCMQB6iNLnPe56I47JlIihN_cnq2NYkik-wHrt8eiDmsCpmh2CTalfcPIe8ThvAQ2pt3IybQukPmCbDFA
24
https://www.newsx.com/world/uyghur-tribunal-to-investigate-a-possible-genocide-in-china.html
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of the witnesses, coupled with an explanation of the Chinese perspective on it 25. The Hindu, which
too has settled on merely reporting the details of the proceedings of the Tribunal, however,
previously, has significantly reported the instances of alleged persecutions against and the stagedaspirations of the Uyghur community - be it shedding light on numerous reports 26, in-depth
analysis of their plight27, or the protests conducted by them elsewhere in the world, The Hindu has
made it available for all its readers in India 28. Republic World, has termed the activities of China
in Xinjiang as a “clampdown” against the Uyghur29 and with regards to the Tribunal, has placed
assertion on how the Chinese authorities have adamantly denied the allegations leveled during the
proceedings30.
Wion News, currently run by Sudhir Chaudhary and Palki Sharma Upadhaya, currently,
has been instrumental in providing a diverse and detailed opinion on the status of Uyghur in
Xinjiang besides terming the activities of China therein, as “crimes” and “state-sponsored rapes”31.
However, Wion, known for its aggressive approach towards China, termed the testimonies offered
at the Tribunal as worrisome32.
Daily News and Analysis, India, which falls within the same category as that of the
aforesaid media outlets in terms of their political affiliation, has, over several years, consistently
attempted to subdue China for its pursuit against the Uyghur community. Be it spreading
awareness about the activities of human rights organizations for pressurizing China33 or giving a
voice to the Uyghur populace in a rather aggressive manner34, this media house has covered the
spectrum of views. Nevertheless, it appears that the mainstream Indian media is certainly
undertaking an Anti-Chinese stance, also indicating its struggle for appeasing the interests of the
ruling party herein.
The United States of America
The Cable News Network (CNN), has actively participated in communicating the radical
approach of the United States of America against China, with regards to the alleged unfair
treatment of the Uyghur therein 35.Significantly, US Senator for Florida, Mark Rubio, relied upon
25

https://www.firstpost.com/world/cannot-forget-uyghur-tribunal-hears-allegations-of-rampant-chinaabuses-9686201.html
26
https://www.thehindu.com/news/international/china-forcibly-sterilises-uighurs-to-control-populationreport/article31950495.ece
27
https://www.thehindu.com/news/international/leaked-chinese-government-documents-show-details-ofxinjiang-clampdown-says-news-report/article29997947.ece
28
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one of the reports of this channel for criticizing the forced deportation of the Uyghur populace
back to China36. In addition to shedding light the personal experiences of the Uyghur with regards
to the treatment suffered by them at the hands of the Chinese officials 37, its team has, on the ground
level, played a crucial role in rescuing stranded Uyghur children in China 38. However, it seems
that CNN has not sensationalized the news of reportage of events of the Tribunal.
The Associated Press, one of the oldest news agencies in the world, known for delivering
factually accurate news, has gone to the extent of interviewing certain witnesses before the
commencement of the proceedings of the Tribunal, thereby engaging in an analysis of the situation
in Xinjiang.39.
Fair Observer, U.S. based online media platform, has “praised” Sweden’s efforts for
safeguarding the rights of the Uyghurs40, going to the extent of prescribing penalization for China
for its policy in Xinjiang41. However, it has surprisingly failed to generate any significant opinion
with regards to the Tribunal.
Radio Free Asia, owned by U.S. Agency for Global Media, has, as a media house, been
crucial in making the masses aware about the plight of the Uyghur community. It's reports,
arguably, showcase its firm belief in the eye-witness accounts so offered by the eye-witnesses,
without attempting to dig deeper with regards to their legitimacy therein 42. Nevertheless, it has
certainly brought to the notice of all, the allegedly recent imprisonments of teachers of a Uyghur
school43, in addition to emphasizing the alleged attempts by China for thwarting the personal
liberty of this populace living beyond its borders 44.
Washington-based Voa News expressed the views of the supporters of the Uyghur Tribunal
and its ability to bring about a positive and much required change in the status of the Uyghur
therein45. Interestingly, it brought to notice the silence of President Erodgan of Turkey on the
“plight” of the Uyghur in China, and placed on record the allegations against his Government with
regards to “trading” Uyghur in return of vaccines 46!
Reuters, one of the well-reputed organizations, known for employing the finest journalists
of the world, recently published the impact China’s population control policy could have on the
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Uyghur population therein47. It highlighted the views of human rights groups such as Human
Rights Watch with regards to the plight of the Uyghur population and broadcasted globally 48, the
sanctions imposed by the western giants, i.e. USA and UK. However, any conclusive or different
data with regards to the proceedings of the Uyghur Tribunal remains unavailable. Even the New
York Times, which has worked extensively in “exposing” the allegedly illicit Chinese affair of
tracking49, detaining Uyghur population50 and the mannerism whereby it spreads its propaganda
against this ethnic group51, has not presented a distinct report on the aspects of the Tribunal.
The United Kingdom
The BBC (British Broadcasting Corporation), a public service broadcaster in the United
Kingdom unlike its American counterpart, has, in detail, discussed the proceedings of the Uyghur
Tribunal52, and has even on previous occasions drawn attention of its readers and viewers through
its electronic channels to the alleged human rights abuse (that of religious freedom 53 and bodily
dignity and integrity54) in Xinjiang. By actively proffering the views of condemnation of the
alleged acts of the Chinese by the United Kingdom, it took the pains of describing Amnesty's
report on the plight of Uyghur in Xinjiang,55. Sky News in the United Kingdom has undertaken a
similar approach and had apparently accepted the eye-witness accounts in their entirety 56, which
may jeopardize the legitimacy of the Tribunal and may mislead the masses into believing these
“assertions” as “facts”. Such is not tenable in view of the fact that there is an absence of an
appropriate defence present at the Tribunal from the Chinese authorities. That said, it is not a
deliberate exclusion testimony of the testimony of the Chinese authorities but rather a refusal of
the Chinese authorities to engage with the Peoples Tribunal. The mechanism of the People’s
Tribunal is typically one of fact-findings rather than an adjudicatory mechanism especially when
the testimony of the defence is absent. The Artnewspaper, based in London and New York City
has termed the testimonies offered by the witnesses during the affairs of the Tribunal as “horrific” 57
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while Capx, a British online newspaper, has entrusted its faith in the potential of the Uyghur
Tribunal in exposing the ground-reality of Xinjiang.
A brief overview of the foregoing analysis reveals that the countries, which resolutely stand
against China, have the support of their mainstream media-houses which is certainly likely to
impact the political consciousness of the laypersons. To that effect, China and its allies have made
it a point to counter heavily such allegations. Nevertheless, it won’t be wrong to state that the
Uyghur issue has certainly been a great factor in dividing the world into two halves, and this
polarization is undoubtedly, detrimental to world peace.
China and Its Allies
From a Chinese perspective, the Uyghur Tribunal seems to be purely an affair to demean
it in the international realm by the West, halt its efforts from becoming a global superpower with
regards to their policy against the Uyghur, Chinese authorities have consistently denied any
allegations of “arbitrary detentions” and those conducted therein, where such detention according
to the official record, are purely for the purpose of combating terrorism. The “re-education camps”,
they assert, could be viewed as merely the means of ``reforming” and “rehabilitating” these diverse
groups, so as to confirm with the “Chinese way of Life”, for ensuring their utmost loyalty to the
state.
In the name of safeguarding the sovereignty, a nation still cannot justify such means, for
subduing dissent, which is likely to treat innocents in a degrading manner. All measures must be
taken within the framework of the principles of international human rights law. China allegedly,
according to numerous reports, by both media-houses and the human rights organizations, has,
allegedly gone to the extent of treating Uyghur as second-class citizens and even forcibly
sterilizing their women. This would naturally fall within the ambit of “genocide” as per the
prevailing international standards, though the refusal of China to recognize these norms ideally
makes it immune from being tried for its activities in Xinjiang. This however, should not be
construed as a means for clamping down upon the minority (as has been alleged), who could rather,
voluntarily be assimilated into the populace, by assuring them their personal freedoms, as long as
they do not conflict with the well-being of the entire region.
However, the Chinese media has made it a point to avert all the efforts of the West, either
direct through the medium of sanctions or indirectly, through the Uyghur Tribunal, from affecting
its pre-existing policy. For instance, CGTN, operated by China Media Group (Government of the
People's Republic of China), has lashed against the proceedings of the Uyghur Tribunal. While it
has conveyed to its readers the illegitimacy and the unreliability of the findings of the said forum 58,
it went to the extent of terming it as a farce and as stated previously, merely an Anti-Chinese
propaganda59.
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Xinhuanet60 has also taken a similar position, criticizing the attempt of the West to legitimize the
Tribunal; China Daily has declared Nice’s involvement in the said matter as a “testimony” of
spoiling China’s image in the world61 - propaganda against it62. Zhao Linjian, Foreign Ministry
Spokesperson of China called the Tribunal an “orchestrated show” and a medium of “instigating”
separatism”63.
China.org, is in consonance with the aforesaid findings, and has gone to the extent of
holding that the Uyghur Tribunal was funded by separatists groups, who are keen on threatening
the sovereignty of China64.
According to Global Times, a Beijing-based Chinese newspaper, the Uyghur Tribunal is
merely an attempt to intervene in China's internal matters 65, in contravention to the international
laws. Openly terming it as a “pseudo-court”, this media outlet has attempted to showcase the
numerous discrepancies within the evidence tendered during the course of the proceedings and
malign the witnesses66.
The media outlet Asianews.it in its report dated 5th June, 2021, Russia sided with China
and has refuted the allegations made against the latter with regards to treating the Uyghur in an
undignified manner67.
Notably, Dawn.com of Pakistan reported Imran Khan’s staunch position for accepting
China’s version with regards to their treatment towards the Uyghur, which stems from the strong
ties existing between the two nations68. The said media-house, headquartered at Karachi, has on
previous occasions, been instrumental in criticizing the silence of Pakistan with regards to the
“insufferable” position of the Uyghur populace in Xinjiang.
According to the publication, The Diplomat, Pakistan, which once was considered as a safe
haven for Uyghur, is nothing less than a prison, where they fear for their lives, that of being
abducted and sent back to China69. It has reported that Uyghur who migrated to Pakistan decades
ago are being accused of separatism by both China and Pakistan and are being pursued accordingly.
It goes to the extent of pointing out that Pakistan has done little to tend to the pleas of their men,
whose Uyghur wives have been detained in China 70.
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Haaretz, an Israeli news channel has showcased how the Gulf States, such as Saudi Arabia and
Iran, have steadily ignored the well-being of their fellow Uyghur Muslims, for safeguarding their
relations with the Chinese71.
The lack of any legal backing, absence of appropriate rules and procedures and jurisdiction,
makes it really seem like an attempt to defame China without any sufficient and verified evidence
- the moment, this Tribunal goes a step ahead in declaring China either innocent or guilty for its
activities in China based on the mannerism in which it has been acquiring evidence, it would depart
from the concept of rule of law, and would certainly be no less than a propaganda machinery, as
has been claimed by the Chinese officials. To that effect, the Tribunal, in its upcoming sittings,
needs to make it a point that while broadcasting is proceedings, utmost neutrality is maintained by
the officials and that the news reports herein, make it a point to stray away from “corrupting” their
reports on this controversial issue by either exaggerating or personalizing the same for appeasing
any political entity.
Conclusion
On weighing the diverse perspectives offered by the media houses, the Uyghur Tribunal,
which was primarily established for ascertaining the position of the Uyghur ethnic minority in
China, has seemingly been portrayed by the media as tools of “justice-delivery mechanism”. It is
worth mentioning that the evidence gathered during the course of the proceedings of the Tribunal
have largely been denied by the Chinese officials, who have termed it as an attempt to malign
China.
Media is the watchdog of all democracies and it is expected to aid the government in
ensuring healthy governance, primarily by pointing out the prevailing loopholes in laws, policies
and bringing forward the demands, desires, ambitions and expectations of the people from its
Government. Post-World War II, there has been a consistent attempt to ensure the steady
promotion of democratic regimes, elected and run through the direct or indirect participation of
the people, for their welfare. That is to say, the Governments of today’s era are ideally obliged to
preserve and protect the rights of its individuals and to that effect, the media is expected to aid the
latter rather than become a tool in the hands of the former for promoting its interestIn this
information age, stricter restrictions on the press are likely to pave the path for despotisms to
prevail, which shall then make it easier for the Government to subdue the rights of certain social
groups which do not conform with their “ideology”.
Thus, it is necessary to grant sufficient autonomy to the media houses, until they do not
indulge in such activities, which threaten the nation - punishments to that effect are certainly
justified, but precautionary measures based on apprehensions is certainly illegitimate and counters
the self-autonomy of the masses sufficiently. Thus, independence of the media from the clutches
of the Government and its voluntary participation in conveying neutral news is the only remedy
for the appropriate realization of human rights in the 21st century.
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The media reporting on and commentary on the Uyghur Tribunal reveals that international
relations and geopolitics are inextricably linked to the media reporting of the proceedings, events
and issues being dealt with by the Uyghur Tribunal. That said, research reveals that a handful of
media organizations are reporting the proceedings and do not venture into commentary or analysis
and remain as neutral. Against this backdrop it must be said that while ‘trial by media’ must be
avoided at all costs for human rights issues in general, and the Uyghur issues included, the role of
the media as the Fourth Pillar in government and as a bastion of the rights and dignity must not be
overlooked.
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The Analysis of Uyghur Tribunals’ Witness Statement and Admissibility of Chinese
Allegation of Crime of Genocide in International Criminal Court

Agbakwuru Moghalu C E & Temiloluwa Lawal
Part 1 Analysis of the Hearing
It is alleged that the People’s Republic of China (PRC) has and continues to perpetrate the
most serious of international crimes against the Uyghur’s, Kazakhs and other Turkic Muslims in
the Uyghur region of North West China. 1 In June 2020 Dolkun Isa, President of the World Uyghur
Congress formally requested that Sir Geoffrey Nice QC, a British barrister, establish and chair an
independent people’s tribunal to investigate ‘ongoing atrocities and possible Genocide’ against the
Uyghur’s, Kazakhs and other Turkic Muslim Populations. The Uyghur Tribunal (Tribunal) was
launched on 3 September 2020 with assistance from a non-governmental organization, the
Coalition for Genocide Response.2 Though not affiliated with or backed by any state or statute,
the tribunal, an eight-member panel chaired by Sir Geoffrey Nice, has begun sitting in London,
the United Kingdom, to hear and determine the accusations leveled against the Chinese
authorities.3
Witnesses and experts have provided testimonies about torture, rape, and other human
rights violations in the Xinjiang Uyghur Autonomous Region (XUAR) at the four days of Uyghur
tribunal hearing in London, investigating whether China’s treatment of its ethnic Uyghur’s and
other Turkic Muslims constitutes genocide. 4
As clarified by the body:
"The Uyghur Tribunal, which has no powers of sanction or enforcement, will confine itself
to reviewing evidence to reach an impartial and considered judgment on whether international
crimes are proved to have been committed by the PRC…It will be for States, international
institutions, commercial companies, art, medical and educational establishments, and individuals
to determine how to apply the Tribunal's Judgment, whatever it may be, in their dealings with the
PRC...This could include, but is not limited to, trade and other sanctions including against
individuals, proscribing the sale of technologies, surveillance and medical equipment and the
declaration of ineligibility for visas."5
Part 1 of this report analyses the witness statements and the admissibility of the allegation
of crime of genocide against China in the International Criminal Court.
Analysis of witness statements
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Ibid.
3
Uyghur Tribunal, ‘about’ https://uyghurtribunal.com/about/ accessed June 3, 2021
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A witness statement is a document recording the evidence of a person, which is signed by
that person to confirm that the contents of the statement are true. 6 A statement should record what
the witness saw, heard or felt. However, it is also important to record anything that may open up a
new line of enquiry or help in corroborating other information. 7
In any criminal proceedings, the prosecutors and defendants may present evidence in
support of their cases. The prosecutor has the burden of proving guilt beyond any reasonable doubt,
while the defendant may present evidence to challenge the prosecutor’s case. Each side should
have the opportunity to review the other side’s evidence before trial and object to the introduction
of certain evidence before or during trial. 8 In the Uyghur tribunal proceedings, the Chinese
government, the supposed defendant in the allegation of crime of genocide is not a party to the
tribunal. Therefore, China cannot review evidence of any witness to a trial that the government is
not a part to. The criminal proceeding has no binding effect on the Chinese government since the
government is not a party to the tribunal.
Secondly, the role of prosecutors may differ depending on the legal tradition adopted in a
particular country. Two types of legal traditions dominate the nature of investigation and
adjudication around the world in any criminal proceeding: accusatorial or adversarial and
inquisitorial legal systems. Common law countries use an adversarial system to determine facts in
the adjudication process. In the adversarial system, the prosecution and defense compete against
each other, and the judge serves as a referee to ensure fairness to the accused, and that the legal
rules of criminal procedure followed. The adversarial system assumes that the best way to get to
the truth of a matter is through a competitive process to determine the facts and application of the
law accurately.9
The inquisitorial system is associated with civil law legal systems, and it has existed for
many centuries. It is characterized by extensive pre-trial investigation and interrogations with the
objective to avoid bringing an innocent person to trial. The inquisitorial process can be described
as an official inquiry to ascertain the truth, whereas the adversarial system uses a competitive
process between prosecution and defense to determine the facts. The inquisitorial process grants
more power to the judge who oversees the process, whereas the judge in the adversarial system
serves more as an arbiter between claims of the prosecution and defense.10
In any criminal proceeding adopted the accusatorial system or the inquisitorial, the accused
or the defendant is to be a party to the proceeding and approve the witness statement to be tendered
in tribunal or court as evidence. The Uyghur tribunal witness statement and the proceeding in
general does not have any binding effect on China since the government is not a party to the trial.
6

Health and Safety Executive, Witness Statements Investigation Enforcement Guide available at:
https://www.hse.gov.uk>investigation>witness-witness (accessed 08/06/2021).
7 Ibid.
8 Rules Regarding the Admissibility of Evidence in a Criminal Procedure available at:
https://www.justia.com>criminal>procedure>admissibility (accessed 08/06/2021).
9 UNODC The Doha Declaration: Promoting a Culture of Lawfulness, Module 9 Prosecution Strategies, Adversarial
versus Inquisitorial Legal Systems available at: https://www.unodc.org>module-9>key-issues>adversarial (accessed
08/06/2021).
10 Ibid.

29

The Chinese government has openly declared not being party to the proceeding therefore the
government is not bound by any witness statement.
Furthermore, under section 9 (2) of Criminal Justice Act the contents of a written statement
will be admissible, as oral evidence, if the following conditions are satisfied:
a) The statement purports to be signed by the maker;
b) The statement contains a declaration by the maker that it is true to the best of his/her
knowledge and belief and that it was made knowing that, if it were tendered in
evidence, the maker would be liable to prosecution if she or he willfully stated in it
anything which he or she knew to be false or did not believe to be true (known as a
`perjury declaration');
c) A copy of the statement is served on the other parties before the hearing where the
statement is tendered in evidence; ands
d) None of the other parties object to the statement being tendered in evidence. 11
Subsection C and D states that a copy of the witness statement before being tendered in
court is served to the defendant and the defendant shall not object to the admissibility of the witness
statement. However, in the Uyghur tribunal witness, a statement cannot be tendered to the
defendant and no cause for objection since the supposed defendant being the Chinese government,
is not a party to the proceeding.
Admissibility of witness statement in the International Criminal Court
The United Nations had considered the idea of establishing a permanent international
criminal court at various times ever since the end of the Second World War. In 1993 and 1994, it
set up two ad hoc tribunals to punish serious violations of international humanitarian law
committed, respectively, in the former Yugoslavia and Rwanda. 12 A series of negotiations to
establish a permanent International Criminal Court (hereinafter referred to as ICC) that would have
jurisdiction over serious international crimes regardless of where they were committed started up
in 1994 and led to the adoption of the Statute of the International Criminal Court (Rome Statute)
on 17 July 1998 in Rome.13 This accomplishment is the culmination of years of effort and shows
the resolve of the international community to ensure that those who commit grave crimes do not
go unpunished.14
The ICC is not a substitute for national courts. According to the Rome Statute, it is the duty
of every state to exercise its criminal jurisdiction over those responsible for international crimes. 15
The ICC can only intervene where a state is unable or unwilling genuinely to carry out the
investigation and prosecute the perpetrators. The primary mission of the International Criminal
11
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Court is to help put an end to impunity for the perpetrators of the most serious crimes of concern
to the international community as a whole, and thus to contribute to the prevention of such
crimes.16
Furthermore Article 1 of the Rome Statute states that:
The ICC shall be a permanent institution and shall have the power to exercise its
jurisdiction over persons for the most serious crimes of international concern, as referred
to in the Statute, and shall be complementary to national criminal jurisdictions. The
jurisdiction and functioning of the Court shall be governed by the provisions of the Statute.
The jurisdiction of the Court shall be limited to the most serious crimes of concern to the
international community as a whole.17
The Court has jurisdiction in accordance with the Statute with respect to the following
crimes:
a)
b)
c)
d)

The crime of genocide;
Crimes against humanity;
War crimes and
The crime of aggression.18

Article 11 states that:
1) The Court has jurisdiction only with respect to crimes committed after the entry into
force of the Statute.19
2) If a State becomes a Party to the Statute after its entry into force, the Court may exercise
its jurisdiction only with respect to crimes committed after the entry into force of the
Statute for that state, unless that state has made a declaration under article 12, paragraph
3.20
Article 12 (1) states that:
A state which becomes a Party to the Statute thereby accepts the jurisdiction of the Court
with respect to the crimes referred to in article 5. 21
According to the provision of the Article 12 (1) the pre-condition for the exercise of
jurisdiction by the Court is that the state must be a party to the court. The Court may exercise its
jurisdiction in situations where the alleged perpetrator is a national of a State Party or where the
crime was committed in the territory of a State Party.22 A state that is not a party to the Statute
may make a declaration to the effect that it accepts the Court's jurisdiction.23 As soon as a state
becomes a party to the Rome Statute, it accepts the jurisdiction of the ICC in respect of the crimes
16
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listed in Article 5 of the Statute. Under Article 25 of the Statute, the Court has jurisdiction over
individuals and not States.24
Any individual who is alleged to have committed crimes within the jurisdiction of the ICC
may be brought before the ICC. In fact, the office of the prosecutor’s prosecutorial policy is to
focus on those who, having regard to the evidence gathered, bear the greatest responsibility for the
crimes, and does not take into account any official position that may be held by the alleged
perpetrators.25
Although China has accepted that the creation of ICC was a positive addition to the legal
architecture of global governance, it has thus far refused to join the ICC. The interest of China in
the ICC, however, was not terminated by its refusal to join in 1998. Ever since then, it has
maintained a dialogue with the ICC and remained involved in its subsequent developments. 26
China kept a prominent position in the work of the Preparatory Commission, helping to draft the
supplementary documents to the Rome Statute. It also regularly participated in the meetings of the
assembly of States Parties as an observer and actively engaged with the discussions of the special
working group on the crime of aggression.27
Though a non-State Party ineligible to vote in the review conference decisions, China sent
a delegation to observe the conference and voice its opinions. On many occasions, it explicitly
expressed its interest in following closely the continuous evolution of the ICC. As a permanent
member of the Security Council, China did not seek to use its veto power to block the Council
referrals of situations in Darfur or Libya to the ICC. All these different forms of engagement
indicate that China has a consistent and continuous interest in the ICC.28 Despite having vested
interest in the evolution of the ICC, China is not a party to ICC. This means that ICC does not have
jurisdiction to handle any crime of genocide alleged by the Uyghur tribunal that China is
committing against Uyghur Muslims.
In December 2020, the ICC said it would not investigate the allegations of crime of
genocide against China because it was outside its jurisdiction, as China is a nonmember state. 29
Also, it is not realistically possible to bring China to International Court of Justice which is another
formal international court. China, although a signatory to and ratifier of the Genocide Convention,
has entered a reservation against International Court of Justice jurisdiction.30 The International
Court of Justice investigates only legal disputes between states submitted to it by them and
provides advisory opinions on legal questions at the request of the United Nations and certain
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Rome Statue Article 25.
Understanding the International Criminal Court available at: https://www.icc-cpi.int>publications>uicceng
(accessed 11/06/2021). See also Article 25 on Individual criminal responsibility.
26 Dan Zhu China, The International Criminal Court and Global Governance available at:
https://www.internationalaffairs.org.au>china-the-international (accessed 11/06/2021).
27 Ibid.
28 Ibid.
29 Activists Praise UK ‘People’s Tribunal’ on China’s Alleged Uyghur Abuse available at:
https://www.voanews.com>east-asia-pacific>activists (accessed 11/06/2021).
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agencies.31 In summary, the witness statement is not admissible and the allegations against China
in the ICC will not stand.
Conclusion
In conclusion, the witness statement, the judgment of the tribunal and the jurisdiction of
the ICC to prosecute China on the allegations of genocide would not hold any water for the
following reasons:
1) The tribunal has no state backing meaning no state support therefore any judgment of
the tribunal is not legally binding on China.
2) The tribunal is not duly constituted.
3) China is not a party to the tribunal therefore the witness statement is not binding on the
government and the witness statement is not admissible as evidence.
4) The ICC cannot prosecute China, because China is outside the jurisdiction of ICC.
5) China has entered a reservation against ICJ jurisdiction therefore ICJ cannot prosecute
China.
The organizers of the Uyghur tribunal hearing have stated that it is not realistically possible
to bring China to any formal international court. 32 According to Luke de Pulford, the U.K.-based
human rights campaigner and founder of Coalition for Genocide Response, the tribunal is not
endorsed by the British government but could prompt more direct action from authorities. 33 There
is no known route to any other court that can deal with the issues before the tribunal. Until then,
the tribunal can only provide a body of evidence that is indelible and available to posterity.34
Part 2 Analysis of the Opinions outside of the Tribunal
Following accusations leveled against the People's Republic of China concerning genocide
allegedly committed against the Uyghur people, a Turkic ethnic group originating from and
culturally affiliated with the general region of Central and East Asia and native to the Xinjiang
Uyghur Autonomous Region in Northwest China, the Uyghur Tribunal was formed, in September
2020 with assistance from a non-governmental organization, the Coalition for Genocide Response.
The body was deemed essential by the coalition, especially as the International Criminal Court has
refused to investigate these allegations due to lack of jurisdiction.
Expectedly, the establishment of the Tribunal has drawn different reactions worldwide. For
the purpose of Part 2 of this report, opinions surrounding the legality and legitimacy of the body
shall be divided into four: those that support the Tribunal, those against, those are currently on the
fence and staying silent, and those show sympathy for the Uyghurs but are cautious with using the
term "genocide."
1. For:
31
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a) The United States and Australia
According to the counsel for the Tribunal, Hamid Sabi, the United States, and Australia
have shown support by offering to provide relevant material, to add to thousands of pages of
documentary evidence already compiled. 35 Though the American and Australian governments
have not openly backed the Tribunal, they have been quite vocal about China's alleged
maltreatment of the Uyghurs and have begun to impose sanctions. In addition to the sanctions
imposed against two Chinese officials, allegedly involved in human rights abuses against the
Uyghurs, US Secretary of State, Antony Blinken has said that he would consider banning Chinese
imports made by the Uyghurs with forced labor. 36 President Joe Biden has also vowed to be
"unrelenting" in calling attention to the maltreatment of the Uyghurs.37 While Australia welcomes
the idea of sanctions, they have not announced any such measures because the nation
lacks 'Magnitsky-style' laws that allow the swift rollout of sanctions against individuals for human
rights violations. In a joint statement with her New Zealand counterpart, Australia’s foreign
minister, Marise Payne has called on China "to grant meaningful and unfettered access to Xinjiang
for United Nations experts, and other independent observers."38 Further:
"The Australian and New Zealand Governments today reiterate their grave concerns
about the growing number of credible reports of severe human rights abuses against
ethnic Uighurs and other Muslim minorities in Xinjiang...In particular, there is clear
evidence of severe human rights abuses that include restrictions on freedom of religion,
mass surveillance, large-scale extra-judicial detentions, as well as forced labor and
forced birth control, including sterilization. "39
Uyghur community leaders in Australia have criticized the Australian government
regarding the latter’s handling of the situation. 40 The criticism comes after the Chinese embassy in
Canberra held a press conference where journalists were presented with ‘propaganda videos’
regarding conditions in Xinjiang. Uyghur community leaders have labeled the said materials as
"preposterous" as they see it as part of a move to legitimize the crackdown on people in the
Xinjiang region. Consequently, those with missing or detained families have pleaded with the
Australian government to help the Uyghurs in concentration camps.
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b) Coalition for Genocide Response
Luke de Pulford, co-founder of the Coalition for Genocide Response and Adviser to the
World Uyghur Congress has noted that though it lacks powers to impose sanctions, the Tribunal
is of "global significance", especially as it is currently impossible for an international court to
investigate and consider the case owing to China's veto power on the United Nations Security
Council. Accordingly, the body would serve "to ensure the Genocide Convention does not become
a meaningless document. "41
c) The United States Institute of Peace
The United States Institute of Peace, while acknowledging that the Tribunal is not backed
by any government and its findings will not be binding on any country, has chosen to stay positive.
According to the institute:
"The hearings play an important role in providing recognition to victims' suffering
and in strengthening the legal argument for a UN Commission of Inquiry or other
international accountability mechanisms… Based on the evidence presented, the
Uyghur tribunal will apply international legal standards to determine whether the
Chinese government committed crimes against the Uyghurs and whether those
crimes amount to genocide and/or crimes against humanity. Although the decision
will have no binding legal effect, the findings may provide an important additional
advocacy tool for multilateral and country-level action….Such findings could be
used to press the UN to act and to overcome the ongoing split within the General
Assembly over China's treatment of the Uyghurs. UN action could include the
establishment of a commission of inquiry or a fact-finding mission to conduct a
U.N.-backed investigation."42
d) Human Rights Activists
Since the International Criminal Court and the International Court of Justice have refused
to investigate the accusations leveled against China, human rights activists generally view the
Tribunal as a platform that will serve to encourage future investigation(s) by the international
courts because the world will be paying attention to the Tribunal proceedings. 43
2. Against:
a) The Chinese Government
41
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The position of the People’s Republic of China is clear as Chinese authorities have been
outspoken about their disapproval of the Tribunal. The government of China has termed the body
a "grave violation of international law and a serious provocation to the 25 million people of all
ethnic groups in the region.”44 According to foreign ministry spokesman Zhao Lijiang, “It is not
even a real tribunal or special court, but only a special machine producing lies….It was founded
by people with ulterior motives and carries no weight or authority. It is just a clumsy public opinion
show under the guise of law.”45 While declining to comment on China's attacks on the body, the
Tribunal vice-chair Nick Vetch has claimed that the People’s Republic of China was invited to
provide the Tribunal with any evidence they may have, but failed to do so. 46
b) The Xinjiang Government
Like the Chinese Government, the Tribunal has been openly condemned by the Xinjiang
Authorities. Elijan Anayat, a Xinjiang government spokesperson, commented at a news conference
that "No state, organization or individual has the right to arbitrarily find another state guilty of
genocide. "47
3.

Silent: The Arab Region

Curiously, The Arab world has remained silent about the establishment of the Tribunal. It
may not be unconnected with the treatment of Uyghurs by Arab countries in the past. If existing
evidence is anything to go by, the formation of the Uyghur Tribunal is an unwelcome development
in this region. According to reports, Arab countries have been complicit with China in their
maltreatment of the Uyghurs. In 2017, about 90 Uyghurs were allegedly arrested and detained by
Egyptian policemen who claimed that Uyghurs had been declared terrorists by the Chinese
government. Consequently, the Uyghurs in detention were interrogated by Chinese officials. 48 In
a similar vein, it has been reported that these countries have been working with China to extradite
Uyghurs in the region back to China. 49 Accordingly˖
"In Egypt, rights groups have documented hundreds of detentions -- and at least 20
deportations -- of Uyghurs in 2017, the majority of the students at the prestigious
Islamic University of Al-Azhar…In Saudi Arabia between 2018 and 2020, at least
one Uyghur Muslim was allegedly detained and deported after performing the
44
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Umrah pilgrimage in Islam's holiest cities. Another was arrested after a pilgrimage
and faces deportation. "50
Reportedly, Turkish President Recep Tayyip Erdogan, who once championed Uyghur
Rights, has toned down his criticism of China's maltreatment of the Uyghurs in a bid to boost
relations with the Chinese authorities. 51 This development could spell further danger for the
thousands of Uyghurs who have now settled in Turkey. As remarked by an Activist˖
"These countries pride themselves for being leaders of the Islamic world, but they
don't bat an eyelid when returning people for persecution for being Muslim…It is
quite outrageous, and I think it's hypocritical, but that illustrates the geopolitical
reality."52
4. Cautious: The UK, The EU, and Canada
The UK has decided to remain neutral. According to Nigel Adams, UK’s Asia minister,
there is credible evidence of widespread use of forced labor, internment camps, targeting of ethnic
groups, and actions that amount to systematic abuse of human rights. However, he also expressed
that the UK’s longstanding position is that determining genocide is for "competent national and
international courts." 53 The foregoing position is shared by the Netherlands. Though Dutch
lawmakers were the first in Europe to condemn the mistreatment of the Uyghur people, the Dutch
Foreign Minister Stef Blok has noted that the government is taking care not to use the word
“genocide” as neither the United Nations nor an international court has made such a declaration. 54
While The EU has imposed joint travel and economic sanctions on four of China's officials in
response to the imprisonment of hundreds of Uyghur Muslims,55 it is yet to openly support or
condemn the establishment of the Tribunal. Elsewhere, Canada's House of Commons has voted
overwhelmingly to declare China's treatment of its Uyghur minority population a genocide.
Notably, Prime Minister, Justin Trudeau while abstaining, has called for further examination.56
Conclusion
It is apparent that the Uyghur Tribunal has generated and will continue to generate mixed
reactions, especially concerning its legitimacy and legality as well as the uncertainty of its
50
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consequence. While the Tribunal's decision and its potential effects remain to be seen, one thing
is clear; The Uyghurs finally have the world's attention.
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മҼ˖ॱޝ䶂ᒤሿӊⲴ䱯ဘѪᇦѝⴞࡽӵᴹⲴࣣࣘ࣋䴰㾱᭟ᤱᇦѝӄњᆙᆀⲴᣊ
ޫ઼иཛⲴ⋫⯇

ߌᡧᇦѝⲴ⢢⮌ǃ᷌ṁ઼ߌ⭠ㅹ䍴ӗ㕪ѿሬ㠤Ⲵӗ䟿н䏣ࡉᱟਖањѫ㾱䰞仈Ǆ

ӄᒤࡽˈа൪བྷ⚛✗⇱Ҷ䱯ਔѭᇦⲴ㖺സǄ䘉䙐ᡀҶ㓿⍾ᦏཡⲴ਼ᰦˈҏ֯Ԇ
ԜᇦഐѪ㕪ѿ䍴䠁؞㖺സ㘼ᰐ⌅䟽ᯠޫ㖺Ǆণ֯ྲӺԆԜ䙊䗷ཊᒤⲴ〟㫴䟽ᯠ؞㪪䎧
㖺സᒦ䍝ҠҶ⇽㖺ˈն৸ഐѪԆԜᰐ⌅䍏ᣵ䍝Ҡޜ㖺Ⲵᔰ䬰㘼䘏䘏н㜭䘋㹼䝽㑱㛢Ǆ

↔ཆˈ䘉њᇦᓝ൘ӵᴹഋәൠⲴᛵߥлˈἽ㪑㨴Ⲵӗ䟿ᖸվǄĀ৫ᦹ㠚ᐡਲ਼Ⲵ
䜘࠶ˈ৫ᒤআࠪ৫Ⲵ㪑㨴ӵᴹйӄⲮඇ䫡Ǆā䱯ਔѭ䈤䚃Ǆ

❦㘼ˈ䘉њഐ䴰㾱➗亮ањ㖩ᛓ㝁ⱛݯᆀ㘼ཡ৫ࣣࣘ࣋Ⲵᇦᓝˈ䴰㾱䍏ᣵањᆙ
ᆀབྷᆖ⭏⍫Ⲵ⇿ᒤӄॳݳᆖ䍩઼ަ։ഋњᆙᆀⲴᣊޫǄ㲭❦᭯ᓌ㔉Ҹվ؍ˈ؍䳌䈕ᇦ
ᓝⲴสᵜ⭏⍫ˈն⭡Ҿ⭏ӗ䍴ⓀⲴफ़ѿˈᮤњᇦᓝ⭏⍫൘㓿⍾᭦ޕվⲴ䱤䵮ѻлǄ




മй˖䱯ਔѭⲴ⇽ӢഐѪ䴰㾱➗亮㖩ᛓ㝁ⱛⲴྣˈݯਚ㜭䎱ᇦ䟼ᴹӪ➗亮ᰦᢃ䴦ᐕ
㺕䍤ᇦ⭘

ᯩⲴߌ⢗ъᑞᢦᕡ࣯㗔փѻ䐟

㘳㲁ࡠߌ⢗ъ൘ᖃൠቁᮠ≁᯿ᕡ࣯㗔փⲴ䟽㾱ൠսˈ䘁ᒤᶕᯩӾߌ⢗ъⲴн਼
ᯩ䶒ѪԆԜᨀᑞᢦǄ

᭯ᓌ൘ߌ⢗ъᑞᢦкѫ㾱䟷ਆҶԕлഋњ᧚ᯭ˖ਁኅᓝ䲒㓿⍾ˈᢰᵟᇓ䇢ˈᑞᘉ
䝽઼㚄㌫Աъ㔏а᭦䍝ߌӗ૱Ǆ

 ᒤ䎧ˈᖃൠ᭯ᓌᔰབྷ࣋ਁኅᓝ䲒㓿⍾ˈ᧘ࣘߌᡧ൘㠚ᐡ䲒㩭ઘത䘋㹼⭏ӗǄ
൘ரӰൠ४ˈ᭯ᓌᨀ䍴䠁ߌᡧ䘋㹼㪑㨴ᷦⲴᩝᔪ઼䲒㩭Ⲵ؞㪪˗਼ᰦݽ䍩ᨀ
ᆀ઼ᯭ㛕ᴽ࣑ˈᴹ᭸ൠᑞࣙߌᡧ൘ߌ⢗ъкᨀ儈᭦ޕǄ

䱯ਔѭᇦቡᱟањިරⲴഐ↔ਇ⳺ⲴᇦᓝǄᓝ䲒㓿⍾䇙ഐѪ㾱➗亮㝁ⱛᆙᆀᰐ
⌅䮯ᵏࠪ䰘࣑ᐕⲴྦྦᗇԕ൘ᇦ䟼Ἵ㓒ᷓǃ㪑㨴üüഋәൠⲴߌӗ૱㜭Ѫ䘉њᇦᓝ
ᑖᶕ㓖  Ⲵݳ᭦ˈޕ㕃䀓Ҷᇦ䟼䜘࠶Ⲵ㓿⍾䍏ᣵǄ

਼ᰦˈ᭯ᓌҏ൘ᖃൠᇊᵏᔰኅߌ⢗ъᢰᵟⲴᇓ䇢ǄᢰᵟӪઈ⇿  ཙቡࡠߌᡧᇦѝ
䘋㹼वᤜߌ㦟ᯭᢃ઼᷌ṁ؞ᮤ⸕䇶Ⲵᇓ䇢ˈᴹ᭸߿ቁҶ⯵㲛ᇣⲴᖡ૽ˈѪߌᡧ᭦Ǆ

Ā⧠൘䜭⸕䚃㾱ᢃ㦟ҶˈᢃҶ㦟ቡྭᖸཊҶʽā䈸䎧ᇊᵏᇓ䇢Ⲵ᭸᷌ˈᶁᒢ䜘䳮
᧙◰ࣘüüӾࡽഐѪἽ⢙Ⲵ⯵⯛н㜭৺ᰦ༴⨶ˈߌ≁ᑨᑨਚ㜭䙊䗷⸽Հ᷌ṁᶕ䱢→⯵


⯛ⲴՐˈ؍ᣔ᷌ṁⲴڕᓧǄ䘉ሬ㠤㓿⍾᭦⳺བྷབྷ䱽վǄ

ѪҶ؍䇱ࣣࣘ࣋н䏣ⲴߌᡧҏྲᵏѠ᭦ˈᶁ᭯ᓌՊ⍮䚓᷇᷌䱏ઈࡠߌᡧᇦ䟼ॿࣙ
䟷᪈ǄྲӺˈ䘉ṧⲴ䰞仈нՊᖡ૽ߌᡧᇦᓝ᷇᷌ъⲴ᭦㧧ҶǄ

Ā⢩࡛┑ʽāߌᡧᐳቬ൘ᨀࡠᶁ᭯ᓌ൘Ἵᯩ䶒Ⲵᑞᢦᰦ䈤䚃Ǆ൘䘉ᡧᇦᓝѝ
ˈєњ㘱ӪѪᇦѝⲴࣣࣘ࣋ˈ䴰㾱䍏䍓➗亮㝁ⱛᆉᆀⲴ⋫⯇ˈ਼ᰦ䘈㾱ᣊޫਖཆє
њᆉᆀǄᶁ᭯ᓌнնᇊᵏ㓴㓷Ӫઈࡠᇦѝᑞᘉ䟷᪈઼ᢃ㦟ˈ䘈Ѫ⡧⡧ӻ㓽ҶᐕǄ↔
ཆˈᶁ᭯ᓌ䘈Ѫ䘉ᡧӪᇦྭ䬰䐟ˈ䈕ᇦѝഐ⯛ᛵ┎䬰Ⲵ≤᷌ҏ䜭㓧㓧䬰ࠪ৫ҶǄ

ྲӺˈࣣࣘ࣋Ⲵ㕪ѿнᱟഠᢠ䘉њᇦᓝ⭏ӗⲴѫ㾱ഐҶǄ

о↔਼ᰦˈ⳺ޜ㓴㓷ҏᔰኅҶ䇨ཊ⭏䇑ਁኅⲴ亩ⴞᶕᑞᢦᕡ࣯㗔փǄަѝˈ␡ர
⽮ᐕㄉⲴĀሿ⇽㖺ā઼Ā傤ᇍ䍍ā亩ⴞቡᱟިරⲴֻᆀǄ

␡ர⽮ᐕㄉᡀ・Ҿ  ᒤ  ᴸˈᱟই⮶Ⲵㅜаᇦ⭡᭯ᓌѫሬǃ≁䰤㠚ѫ䘀㩕Ⲵ⽮
Պᐕуъᴽ࣑ᵪᶴˈԕ᧘ࣘரӰ⽮Պᐕਁኅǃษ㛢ᵜ൏⳺ޜ㓴㓷ǃษޫᵜ൏⽮Պ
ᐕӪ઼ᔰਁоᇎᯭ㋮૱亩ⴞѪѫ㾱ъ࣑Ǆ

൘  ᒤ઼  ᒤˈ⽮ᐕㄉ࠶࡛ᔰ䇮ҶĀሿ⇽㖺ā઼Ā傤ᇍ䍍ā亩ⴞǄĀ傤ᇍ
䍍ā亩ⴞᱟੁ㓿䗷䘹Ⲵ䍛ഠྷྣ䎐䘱⇽傤ᶕᑞࣙ᭦Ǆ␡ர⽮ᐕㄉ䙊䗷㾱≲ߌᡧ൘
⇽傤ㅜа⅑ӗԄਾሶ傤፭䎐䘱㔉лаս䴰㾱ᑞࣙⲴྷྣˈӾ㘼ᇎ⧠亩ⴞⲴᔦ㔝Ǆйᒤ
ᶕˈ亩ⴞ䙊䗷䎐䘱Ⲵ  ཤ⇽傤ǃ㜭࣋ษ䇝䇙䘉ᢩ㓿⍾᭦ޕվⲴߌᶁྷྣ㧧ᗇ⭏䇑䍴ᵜ
઼ਁኅⲴ㜭࣋Ǆ

੮ᰕਔѭᱟㅜаᢩӾĀ傤ᇍ䍍ā亩ⴞਇ⳺ⲴߌᡧྷྣǄйᒤࡽˈ␡ர⽮ᐕㄉѪᇦ
ᓝӪ൷ᒤ᭦ޕн䏣  ྩⲴݳ䎐䘱⇽傤Ǆ൘↔ਾⲴࠐњᴸ䟼ˈ੮ᰕਔѭ䙊䗷আ傤ྦ㧧
ᗇҶ  ཊⲴݳ㓿⍾᭦ޕǄਾᶕ傤Ԅ䮯ࡠаᰦˈ੮ᰕਔѭሶᆳআҶࠪ৫ˈ৸㧧ᗇҶ
 Ⲵݳ㓿⍾᭦ޕǄ࣐кᇦӪⲴ䱶㔝ቡъˈ੮ᰕਔѭᇦ⧠൘Ⲵᇦᓝᒤ᭦ޕ䗮ࡠҶ
 ݳǄ

傤ᇍ䍍亩ⴞ䲔Ҷ㔉ྩᇦᑖ৫㓿⍾᭦ˈޕҏᑞࣙྩᤃᇭҶ㿶䟾Ǆ




മഋ˖੮ᰕਔѭᇦ䟼䙊仾઼ছ⭏ᶑԦ㢟ྭˈᐢ㓿൘亩ⴞⲴᑞࣙл⭘кҶ⧠ԓⲴᥔྦ઼
⎸∂ᐕާ

Ā൘৲㿲ޫ傤ⲴൠᯩˈᡁⴻࡠҶᥔ傤ྦⲴ䗷〻ˈᆖՊҶᥔ傤ྦˈ⸕䚃Ҷᘾṧ侢ᯉ
ᴹ㩕ޫˈ䘈ᴹ⇽傤Ⲵྺၐᵏ㔉ᆳԜਲ਼ӰѸ侢ᯉˈ⧠൘ᡁ䜭Պⴤ᧕⭘ᵪಘ㔉ᥔྦҶʽā
ਔѭഎᗶ䎧৲㿲ޫ傤สൠᰦⲴ൪Ჟᰦӽ䳮᧙◰ࣘǄ
 
❦㘼ˈ䘉Ӌߌ⢗ъᑞᢦⲴ亩ⴞ൘ᔰኅ䗷〻ѝަᇎՊ䙷ࡠ䇨ཊഠ䳮ˈ䎠нቁᕟ䐟Ǆ

ྲӺĀሿ⇽㖺ā亩ⴞ䰞仈ᱟĀ⽬૱䠁āⲴഎ᭦ǄĀሿ⇽㖺ā亩ⴞ䙊䗷㔉ߌᡧĀ⽬૱
䠁ā⭘ҾҠ㖺ˈᐼᵋਟԕᑞࣙ䍛ഠⲴߌᡧᇎ⧠⭏䇑ਁኅǄ൘㿴ᇊⲴᰦ䰤ˈߌᡧ൘ᇎ
⧠᭦ਾ䴰㾱گ䘈ᖃࡍਁ᭮ⲴĀ⽬૱䠁āǄഐѪߌᡧᇦᓝ㓿⍾ᛵߥǃ⯛ᛵㅹഐˈĀሿ
⇽㖺ā亩ⴞ⽬૱䠁Ⲵഎ᭦㠣Ӻӽ❦൘㕃ធ䘋㹼ѝǄ

Ā亩ⴞઘᵏཚ䮯ሬ㠤ਈᮠ䗷ཊˈֻྲ᭯ᓌࠪਠᖸཊ᭯ㆆՊᖡ૽ࡠ亩ⴞⲴᢗ㹼Ǆā
䍏䍓亩ⴞᢗ㹼Ⲵ␡ர⽮ᐕㄉ⽮ᐕᯟ㙦ᨀᰐླྀൠ䈤䚃Ǆ

Ā傤ᇍ䍍ā亩ⴞ䙷ࡠⲴѫ㾱䰞仈ࡉᱟ傤Ⲵ㑱⇆䰞仈üü䜘࠶⇽傤ਇᆅഠ䳮ˈⴞࡽ
Ⲵ  ཤ⇽傤ѝӵᴹаॺӗԄǄ

Ā᭦⳺ྭⲴ䜭ᐢ㓿ӗҶㅜйཤҶˈ᭦⳺нྭⲴаཤ⋑ӗˈⵏⲴᱟⲭޫєᒤǄā⽮
ᐕᯟ㙦ᨀᜌ䚃Ǆ

䲔Ҷ⳺ޜ㓴㓷ˈ᭯ᓌⲴߌ⢗ъᑞᢦᐕҏ㓿ᑨ䙷ࡠ䳌⺽Ǆᶁ䟼ᐼᵋᑖࣘߌ≁Ԝᴤ


ᦒ㢟⸣ῤԕᨀ儈᭦ˈޕնᴤᦒ૱ᖰᖰ䴰㾱⸽৫⧠ᴹⲴ᷌ṁᒦㅹᖵ㠣ቁӄᒤⲴᰦ䰤
Ǆ㘳㲁ࡠᰦ䮯઼▌൘᭦ᦏⲴޕཡˈབྷ䜘࠶ᶁ≁нᝯቍ䈅Ǆ

Ā൘ߌ≁ⴻࡠᡁԜᇎ傼㔃᷌ⲴᛵߥԕਾˈԆԜҏ䇨ቡՊᝯᢺ㘱ṁ⸽ᦹҶǄāᶁ

䟼Ⲵߌъуᒢ㤕ᴹᡰᙍǄ

㲭❦ᆈ൘ഠ䳮ˈնᱟᙫփ㘼䀰ˈ՟ґॱޛᶁⲴߌ⢗ъ↓൘ੁ⵰ањ〟ᶱⲴᯩੁਁ

ኅǄ

䪸ሩĀ傤ᇍ䍍āⲴ亩ⴞᛵߥˈґ᭯ᓌᴹ䇑ࡂ㓴ᔪਸ⽮ሶ  ཤ傤䳶ѝ侢ޫǄ

Ā䳶ѝ侢ޫⲴ䈍ˈнնਟԕ䀓ߣ侢ᯉ䰞仈ˈᴰѫ㾱Ⲵᱟ㜭ཏ、ᆖൠ䀓ߣ⇽傤䝽
⦷վⲴ䰞仈ˈӾ㘼ѪྷྣԜࡋ᭦Ǆā⽮ᐕᯟ㙦ᨀ䈤䚃Ǆ



മӄ˖ѝইቻѪ傤ᇍ䍍亩ⴞᦀ䎐Ⲵᯠаᢩєཤ⇽傤ˈᦀ䎐㔉ҶᖃൠⲴєᡧᴹ䴰㾱Ⲵߌ
ᡧᇦᓝ

Ā ᒤᡁ㔏䇑ԆԜⲴ᭦ˈޕᢺԆԜⲴᆇ߉ࡠᢦ䍛ᶯкǄ⧠൘ԆԜⲴ᭦ޕ儈Ҷˈ
㝡䍛ҶˈቡъっᇊҶˈ⭏⍫ҏྭҶǄāᶁ䟼Ⲵߌъуᒢᔰᗳൠ䈤䚃Ǆ

䲿⵰᭯ᓌ઼⳺ޜ㓴㓷␡㙅ரӰⲴ՟Ӱ❦ݻᵘґˈ⭘ߌ⢗ъ䘋㹼ᑞᢦˈᖃൠቁᮠ≁
᯿ᕡ࣯㗔փⲴ⭏⍫Պ䎺ᶕ䎺ྭǄ



 ц㓚ԕᶕˈரӰൠ४ⲴᵚᡀᒤӪৼ䈝ᮉ㛢ਁ⭏ҶଚӋਈ䶙˛

ᡀ➌㡚励䴘ٚ᮷东ᕐᆀ⩚
˄ԕкᧂᒿн࠶ݸਾˈᕐహⓀӖሩ↔᮷ᴹ䍑⥞˅

ĀᡁԜᇦⲴᆙᆀⲴഭ䈝≤ᒣ∄ᡁྭཊҶˈᡁⲴഭ䈝нྲԆԜǄᡁԜ⧠൘㓿ᑨаॺ㔤
੮ቄ䈝аॺഭ䈝ൠ䘋㹼Ӕ⍱Ǆāᯠ⮶ரӰаս  клⲴ⡦Ӣྲ↔䈤䚃ˈ㘼ᆳ৽᱐ࠪ
ᶕⲴᱟ䘉䟼ࠐॱᒤᶕৼ䈝ᮉ㛢Ⲵਈ䗱Ǆ

ৼ䈝ᮉ㛢ᱟᤷ൘ቁᮠ≁᯿ᮉ㛢ᮉᆖ䗷〻ѝˈ਼ᰦ֯⭘ഭᇦ䙊⭘䈝䀰᮷ᆇ઼ቁᮠ≁᯿
䈝䀰᮷ᆇᔰኅޣ䈮〻ᮉᆖⲴаᮉᆖ⁑ᔿǄ

ৼ䈝ᮉ㛢൘ц⭼ൠᖰᖰ䜭ᴹ╛䮯㘼༽ᵲⲴਈ䗱䗷〻Ǆԕ㖾ഭѪֻˈԆԜ㓿䗷Ҷᔪ
ഭᰦवᇩৼ䈝ᮉ㛢ˈ ц㓚Ҽॱᒤԓаᡈ⠶ਁሬ㠤Ҷ≁Շ৽ሩ〫≁Ӿ㘼৽ሩৼ䈝ᮉ㛢ˈ
ॱޝᒤԓǉ≁ᵳ⌅ṸǊᕅ䎧ሩৼ䈝ᮉᆖⲴ䟽㿶ˈॱޛᒤԓ䟼ṩᙫ㔏Ā⤜ሺ㤡䈝䘀ࣘāˈ
ᴰਾࡠҍॱᒤԓᐳӰᙫ㔏Ⲵ䟽ᯠ䟽㿶䘉ṧⲴਈ䗱䗷〻Ǆ

൘  њቁᮠ≁᯿㚊ትⲴᯠ⮶ரӰൠ४ˈѪҶ׳䘋≁᯿䰤ⲴӔ⍱઼ᖃൠⲴ㓿⍾ਁኅˈ
᭯ᓌнᯝ䶙ᯠৼ䈝ᮉ㛢᭯ㆆˈ࣋≲ࡠᴰ䘲ਸᖃൠⲴৼ䈝ᮉ㛢ѻ䚃ǄӾᙫփ䎻࣯ᶕⴻˈ
ᡁԜ㜭ⴻࡠഭ䈝ᮉᆖ䙀⑀࣐ᕪⲴањ䗷〻Ǆ



മа˖আ㖺Ⲵᐤᓇѫ᧕ਇ䟷䇯_മⓀ˖ѝইቻ

澳

濇濉澳

ৼ䈝⨝Ⲵ䇮・

㠣  ᒤᓅˈᯠ⮶㔤੮ቄ㠚⋫४ᡰᴹൠᐎᐲ䜭ᔰ࣎Ҷৼ䈝⨝ˈޡᴹ  ᡰᆖṑⲴ

 њৼ䈝⨝ˈᆖ⭏Ӫᮠ䗮ࡠ  ӪǄ 

ㆰঅᶕ䈤ˈᆳᱟᤷ൘ቁᮠ≁᯿ѪѫⲴᆖṑ˄؇〠Ā≁ṑā˅䟼䇮・оĀᲞ䙊⨝āᒦ
ᆈⲴĀৼ䈝⨝āˈᒦ൘Āৼ䈝⨝āѝᇎ㹼䖳བྷ∄ֻⲴഭ䈝ᮉᆖǄሩҾ≹䈝ᆖ⭏ѪѫⲴᆖ
ṑ˄؇〠Ā≹ṑā˅ˈৼ䈝ᮉ㛢ⲴᾲᘥࡉสᵜнޣǄ

ṩᦞ䈳⹄㔃᷌ᶕⴻˈ ц㓚ԕᶕரӰൠ४Ⲵࡍѝǃ儈ѝĀ≁ṑāᲞ䙽䇮ᴹৼ䈝⨝ˈ
㘼ሿᆖĀ≁ṑāࡉӵᴹњ࡛ᆖṑᴹৼ䈝⨝Ⲵᆈ൘Ǆ

ሩҾ儈ѝ㘼䀰ˈৼ䈝⨝а㡜䜭ᱟ⨶、⨝üü䲔Ҷ≁䈝᮷ཆˈᡰᴹⲴ䈮〻˄൷Ѫᮠ⨶
ॆ䈮〻˅⭘ഭ䈝к䈮ǄՊࠪ⧠䘉ᛵߥˈѫ㾱ᱟഐѪሩҾഭ䈝สнྭⲴᆖ⭏㘼䀰ˈশ
ਢǃൠ⨶ㅹ᮷、ྲ᷌䟷⭘ഭ䈝ᦸ䈮ˈᆖ⭏᧕ਇ䎧ᶕ∄䖳ഠ䳮ˈ㘼ᮠ⨶ॆࡉ䘉њ䰞仈нᱟ
䶎ᑨѕ䟽Ǆ

ሩҾࡍѝ઼ሿᆖ㘼䀰ˈഐѪнᆈ൘᮷⨶࠶、ˈৼ䈝⨝ѝࡉᱟ䜘࠶䈮〻⭘ഭ䈝ᦸ䈮ǃ
䜘࠶䈮〻⭘㔤䈝к䈮ⲴᛵߥǄ

ᰐ䇪ᱟӰѸᆖ⇥ˈᲞ䙊⨝ᱟᤷᆖṑᦸ䈮Ⲵ䈝䀰ᱟ㔤䈝ˈᒦ䇮ᴹഭ䈝䈝᮷䈮˄н䗷ҏ
ᱟ䈕ᆖṑᔰᴹഭ䈝䈮ѻਾᴹ˅Ǆ

Āᡁࡍѝ઼儈ѝ䜭ᱟᲞ䙊⨝Ǆ䛓ᰦᡁԜⲴᮉᶀ઼к䈮䈝䀰䜭ᱟ㔤䈝ˈ❦ਾ⇿ཙᴹа
㢲⭘ഭ䈝ᦸ䈮Ⲵഭ䈝䈝᮷䈮ǄāӺᒤབྷйⲴ✝Ժ㧡䈤䚃Ǆ

н䗷ˈᴰᔰˈᒦ䶎⇿њᆖṑ䜭䇮・ҶĀৼ䈝⨝āüüᆳ㓿শҶањᲞ৺Ⲵ䗷〻Ǆ

Āᡁ൘  ᒤкࡍѝⲴᰦىᱟৼ䈝⨝üüᡁԜᱟᆖṑ䟼ㅜҼቺৼ䈝⨝Ǆā∅ъє
ᒤⲴரӰᐲ४ት≁ᯟ㙦ᨀഎᗶ䈤Ǆ

ഭ䈝䈮Ⲵᨀᰙ

൘ரӰൠ४ˈᡁԜ㿲ሏࡠഭ䈝䈮〻⧠䙀⑀ᨀᰙⲴ䗷〻Ǆ

Ā ᒤˈᡁԜᆖṑᔰᴹഭ䈝䈮ǄāரӰᐲ՟Ӱ❦ݻᵘரᓃᵘሿᆖⲴᆖ⭏䈤
䚃Ǆ

൘ரӰᐲ䱴䘁Ⲵ՟Ӱ❦ݻᵘґॱޛᶁˈᴹаᡰ∄䖳ѫ㾱ⲴሿᆖüüரᓃᵘሿᆖǄ
ṩᦞ䈳⹄ˈ ᒤѻࡽˈ䘉ᡰᆖṑᱟ⋑ᴹഭ䈝䈮〻ⲴǄնᱟˈ ᒤˈ䘉䟼ᔰ䇮Ҷഭ
䈝䈮〻Ǆ൘䘉аᒤˈйᒤ㓗৺ԕкⲴ਼ᆖ䜭ᔰҶഭ䈝䈮Ǆ

澳
濄

澳

 澦ޏऍՅધݾਃٗҁЋொू९澧澳
濇濊澳

 ᒤˈ䘉ᡰሿᆖⲴഋᒤ㓗ᆖ⭏䱯Ժˈԕ৺ӄᒤ㓗ᆖ⭏Ժ㧡൷㺘⽪ԆԜӾ䘉аᒤ
ᔰкഭ䈝䈮Ҷüü઼ԆԜйᒤ㓗ⲴᆖᕏᆖаṧǄ㘼аҼᒤ㓗Ⲵᆖ⭏ࡉнਇᖡ૽Ǆ

 ᒤˈரᓃᵘሿᆖഭ䈝䈮ᔰⲴᰦ䰤ᨀᰙࡠҶаᒤ㓗Ǆ

䱯ᯟӊᱟ  ᒤ൘䘉ᡰᆖṑޕᆖⲴˈ㘼ྩаޕᆖቡᴹҶഭ䈝䈮Ǆ䲔Ҷഭ䈝䈝᮷䈮ˈ
ྩⲴᮠᆖ䈮ҏᱟ⭘ഭ䈝ᦸ䈮ⲴǄн䗷ˈṩᦞ䱯ᯟӊⲴഎᗶˈԆԜᆖṑᒦ⋑ᴹ䟷⭘Āৼ䈝
⨝āⲴ䈤⌅üüഐ㘼䘉ਈॆᡰᇎᯭⲴሩ䊑ᱟᲞ䙊⨝Ⲵᆖ⭏Ǆ

ரᓃᵘሿᆖⲴ䘉ᛵߥаⴤᤱ㔝ࡠҶ  ᒤޘ䶒Პ৺≹䈝ᮉᆖǄ

ޘ䶒᧘ᒯഭ䈝ᮉᆖüüĀ≹䈝䈮āਈᡀĀ䈝᮷䈮ā

 ᒤ  ᴸˈரӰൠ४Ⲵৼ䈝ᮉ㛢䗾ᶕҶањশਢᙗⲴ䱦⇥˖ޘ䶒᧘ᒯഭ䈝ᮉ㛢Ǆ

ᡁԜⲴ䇨ཊ䇯䈸ሩ䊑൷㺘⽪ˈӾ䘉аᒤᔰˈᆖṑᮉ㛢䖜ਈѪޘ䶒ഭ䈝ᦸ䈮Ǆҏቡ
ᱟ䈤ˈн㇑ᱟரӰ≹ṑ䘈ᱟ≁ṑˈ䲔Ҷ≁᯿䈝᮷˄㔤੮ቄ䈝˅ཆˈަԆ、ⴞаᖻ䟷⭘ഭ
䈝ᮉᆖǄӾ䘉аᒤᔰˈĀ≹䈝䈮āⲴ䈤⌅㻛Ā䈝᮷䈮āᴯԓüü䘉њ䈝᮷䈮оൠᆖ
⭏кⲴ䈝᮷䈮䖳Ѫ㊫լˈҏवᤜҶ᮷䀰᮷Ⲵᇩˈ㘼䘉ᱟѻࡽரӰൠ४≁ṑѝᆖ⭏нՊ
ᆖҐࡠⲴǄ



മҼ˖Ӫᮉ⡸䈝᮷䈮ᵜ

Āаᔰᡁ䘈ᱟᖸн䘲ᓄⲴˈ∅ㄏѻࡽⲴሿᆖ䜭ᱟ⭘㔤䈝ᦸ䈮Ǆā ᒤ  ᴸк
ࡍаⲴሿਔӢ䓛㓿শҶ䘉њਈॆǄሿᆖᰦˈሿਔⲴᆖṑ⭘㔤䈝ᦸ䈮Ǆ㘼кࡍѝᰦˈྩⲴ
ᆖṑᐢ㓿ޘ䜘ᱟഭ䈝ᦸ䈮Ҷüü䲔Ҷ≁䈝᮷䈮ԕཆǄ
澳

濇濋澳


Ā䛓ᰦˈ∄ᡁབྷаቺⲴᆖ䮯ᆖကቡ␡ਇᖡ૽ˈഐѪԆԜ൘ࡍаᰦ䘈ᱟ⭘㔤䈝䘋㹼ᖸ
ཊ䈮〻Ⲵᦸ䈮Ǆāሿਔ㔗㔝䈤䚃Ǆ᭯ㆆਈॆਾˈ㓿শҶ⭘㔤䈝кࡍаⲴᆖ⭏ˈ൘  ᒤ
кࡍҼᰦᐢ㓿ਈᡀޘ䜘⭘ഭ䈝ᦸ䈮ҶǄ

✝⊇⋉ҏ␡ਇ䈕᭯ㆆⲴᖡ૽Ǆ ᒤ  ᴸˈࡊкࡍйㅜҼᆖᵏⲴྩਁ⧠ᴹ㔤
䈝䟺ѹⲴ≹䈝䈮ᵜਈᡀҶ䈝᮷䈮ᵜǄĀк䈮ᴹᖸཊഠ䳮ˈ䳮ᓖкॷҶ䇨ཊˈѫ㾱ᱟഐѪ
ⴻн៲Ǆā✝⊇⋉䈤䚃Ǆ

䘉൪ਈॆⲴᖡ૽ᱟ䶎ᑨᒯ⌋Ⲵüüн䗷ˈሩҾᵜᶕ൘儈ѝৼ䈝⨝ቡ䈫Ⲵ਼ᆖᶕ䈤ᖡ
૽ᒦнབྷüüഐѪѫⲴ、⨶؞ԆԜᵜᶕ൘儈Ҽᔰᐢ㓿ᱟ䲔Ҷ≁䈝᮷ཆޘ䜘ഭ䈝к䈮
ҶǄ

 ᒤˈਔѭ↓൘ৼ䈝⨝к儈ѝҼᒤ㓗Ǆྩഎᗶ䚃ˈᵏᵛ㘳䈅ⲴᰦⲴྩىᆖᕏᆖ
ڊ᮷、ধᆀᰦᐢ㓿ᱟ⭘ഭ䈝ҶǄĀᡁⲴлаቺޘ䜭ᱟഭ䈝ᦸ䈮ҶǄāնᱟˈ䘉൪ਈ䶙ሩ
Ҿᐢ㓿൘儈Ҽᰦ࠶⨝䘋、⨶ޕᆖҐⲴྩ㘼䀰ˈᒦ⋑ᴹӗ⭏ӰѸᖡ૽Ǆ

≁᯿䈝䀰൘儈㘳ѝⲴ࠶䟿䙀⑀ਈ䖫

ᶕˈரӰቁᮠ≁᯿Ⲵ儈㘳ᴹй㊫ර˖≁㘳≁ǃ≁㘳≹ǃৼ䈝Ǆ

≁㘳≁ᱟᤷᲞ䙊⨝Ⲵᆖ⭏ޘ䜘⭘㔤䈝䘋㹼儈㘳˗≁㘳≹ᱟᤷ൘Ā≹⨝āᡆ㘵Ā≹ṑā
кᆖⲴᆖ⭏⭘ഭ䈝䘋㹼儈㘳üüо≹᯿਼ᆖаṧ˗ৼ䈝ࡉᱟᤷ൘ৼ䈝⨝Ⲵ਼ᆖˈ≁䈝᮷
⭘㔤䈝㘳ˈ㘼ᮠ⨶ॆ⭘ഭ䈝㘳Ǆ

儈ѝ䈫᮷、Პ䙊⨝Ⲵ༿ぶˈ㓿শҶ  ᒤ儈й䛓ᒤᮉᆖޘ䜘ਈᡀഭ䈝ᦸ䈮Ⲵ᭩䶙Ǆ
൘儈㘳ᰦˈྩⲴধᆀᰗ䜭ᱟ㔤䈝Ǆ

Პ䙊⨝䈫儈ѝǃ ᒤ儈㘳Ⲵ䱯Ժҏᱟ㓿শ䗷㔤䈝儈㘳Ⲵˈҏቡᱟ䈤儈㘳ধᆀ䜭
ᱟ㔤䈝Ǆ

൘ৼ䈝⨝䈫儈ѝǃ ᒤ儈㘳Ⲵਔѭࡉᱟ䲔Ҷ≁䈝᮷ཆˈ䜭ᱟഭ䈝儈㘳Ǆ

↔ཆˈ ᒤ  ᴸѻਾˈањᯠⲴਈ䶙ਁ⭏Ҷ˖≁᯿䈝᮷㘳䈅⋑ᴹҶǄĀᡁԜᆖṑ

Ӻᒤࡊ∅ъⲴᆖ⭏ᱟᴰਾаᢩਟԕ䘹㘳≁᯿䈝᮷ⲴҶǄā✝⊇䈤䚃Ǆ

ৼ䈝ᮉ㛢᭩䶙ᡰᑖᶕⲴਈॆ

 ц㓚ѻࡽˈഐѪৼ䈝ᮉ㛢൘ᯠ⮶ই⮶᧘ᒯ࣋ᓖнབྷˈᴹ䇨ཊቁᮠ≁᯿㗔փഭ䈝
ᆖҐн䏣üü⭊㠣ⴤࡠӺཙҏᰐ⌅䈤ഭ䈝Ǆ㘼䘉ҏሬ㠤ҶԆԜӺཙ൘⭏ڊǃᐕㅹᯩ
䶒䶒ሩ䇨ཊᡈǄ

Āᡁᖸਾᛄᖃᰦ⋑ᴹྭྭᆖഭ䈝ˈᡁ⧠൘ੜн៲ҏнՊ䈤ഭ䈝ˈ䘉ሩᡁⲴ⭏ᴹᖸ
བྷᖡ૽Ǆāаս  ⲴரӰ㘱୶ᇦ䙊䗷㘫䈁䘉Ѹ䇹ᡁԜǄ
澳

濇濌澳


਼ṧ൘㘱ˈ㓿শ䗷Ā≹ṑāᆖҐⲴਖаս୶ᇦࡉ㺘⧠ࠪҶᆼޘн਼Ⲵഭ䈝ᦼᨑ〻
ᓖǄ㘼ഐѪྭᤋᨭ⑨ᇒˈԆⲴ⭏㾱ྭнቁǄ



മй˖ரӰ㘱୶ᇦ᧕ਇ䟷䇯_മⓀ˖ѝইቻ
 
㓿䗷䘉Ӌ᭩䶙ˈ⧠൘ரӰൠ४Ⲵৼ䈝ᮉ㛢ਆᗇҶ䇨ཊۢӪⲴᡀ᷌Ǆሶഭ䈝Ѫѫ
㾱ᦸ䈮Ⲵ䈝䀰ˈᒤ䖫Ⲵᆙᆀ᧕ਇࡠᴤཊԕഭ䈝Ѫᦸ䈮䈝䀰Ⲵ䈮〻ˈഐ↔ԆԜ∄ԕࡽⲴ
ਇᮉ㛢㘵ᴤᰙǃᴤ⟏㓳ൠᦼᨑഭ䈝Ǆ

ĀᡁԜᇦⲴᆙᆀⲴഭ䈝≤ᒣ∄ᡁྭཊҶˈᡁ઼ԆԜⲴؙӔ⍱৽㘼ਈᗇഠ䳮ˈഐѪᡁ
Ⲵഭ䈝нྲԆԜˈᡁԜਚ㜭аॺ㔤੮ቄ䈝аॺഭ䈝ൠ䘋㹼Ӕ⍱ǄāரӰਔⲴаս⭏ڊ
Ⲵᒢ䜘ᆀᕏྲᱟ䈤Ǆ

н䗷ˈӽ❦ᴹ䇨ཊᯩ䶒䴰㾱ᴤཊⲴࣚ࣋Ǆ㲭❦ᒤᒬⲴᆙᆀሩ㘼䀰㜭ཏ∄ᡀᒤӪᴤ
࣐⟏㓳ൠᦼᨑഭ䈝ˈնᱟ൘䶒ሩ਼喴Ⲵቁᮠ≁᯿ᴻ৻ᰦˈ䘉Ӌᆙᆀ䘈ᱟՊੁٮҾ֯⭘㔤
੮ቄ䈝ᶕ઼ᴻ৻Ӕ⍱˗਼ᰦˈ⭡Ҿ䇨ཊᆙᆀⲴ⡦⇽нՊ䇢ഭ䈝ˈ൘ᇦ❦䴰㾱֯⭘㔤੮
ቄ䈝Ӕ⍱ˈഐ↔ഭ䈝֯⭘Ⲵ䈝䀰⧟ຳⲴ㕪ཡҏ֯ᗇԆԜⲴഭ䈝≤ᒣਇࡠаᇊ〻ᓖⲴተ䲀Ǆ

↓ྲаսᶕரӰਔ⑨Ⲵк⎧⑨ᇒᡰ䈤Ⲵ˖Āᡁᶕᯠ⮶⑨ањᴸҶˈரӰᱟᡁ
Ⲵᴰਾаㄉˈնᱟ䘉䟼ᖃൠӪ䈤Ⲵ䈍ᡁสᵜ䜭ੜн៲ˈवᤜࠪ』䖖ਨᵪ઼ᖃൠⲴ୶䍙ˈ

澳

濈濃澳

䘉֯ᗇᡁⲴ⑨փ傼ᖸᐞāǄᖃൠⲴ⋣े୶ᇦҏഐѪĀੜн៲㔤੮ቄ᯿亮ᇒⲴ䈍ā㘼ᴹ
ᰦআнࠪ୶૱Ǆ

ഐ↔ˈ㲭❦ৼ䈝ᮉ㛢൘аᇊ〻ᓖкਆᗇҶᡀ᷌ˈնӽ䐟╛╛㘼؞䘌ˈޞ᭯ᓌӽ䴰㾱
࣐ᕪৼ䈝ᮉ㛢Ⲵ࣋ᓖᒦф㜭ཏ⺞؍㩭ᇎࡠᇎ༴ˈ䘉ṧԆԜ㜭൘਼ṧⲴ㬍ཙлˈᤕᴹ઼
ൠ਼喴ӪаṧⲴӪ⭏Ǆ



മഋ˖ੁரӰݯㄕҶ䀓ৼ䈝ᮉ㛢Ⲵ⧠⣦઼ኅᵋ_മⓀ˖ѝইቻ


˄㘵䈤᰾˖ரӰൠ४ৼ䈝ᮉ㛢൘н਼ൠ४ǃн਼ᆖṑⲴ㩭ᇎᛵߥо㖁кਟԕࡠⲴᯠ
⮶ᮤփ᭯ㆆᴹаᇊ४࡛ˈф䘁ᒤᶕਈॆᛵߥ∄䖳༽ᵲǄᡁԜⲴ䈳⹄᮷ㄐᱟสҾሩரӰᐲ
৺ઘ䗩ߌᶁⲴᮠॱ䶂ቁᒤⲴ䟷䇯ᡰᗇⲴ䱦⇥ᙗਁ⧠ˈਟ㜭Պᆈ൘аᇊٿᐞǄ⅒䗾䈫㘵
ᤷ↓ʽ˅




澳

濈濄澳

ᯠ⮶ரӰൠ४ˈቁᮠ≁᯿䶂ቁᒤ㙼ъ㿴ࡂⲴ⧠⣦оᡈ

傜ᆀ⩚ԫహᲘ㪓䴘ᇎᵡ⧕
˄ᧂн࠶ݸਾ˅

  Āᡁሩᵚᶕ⋑ᴹӰѸ㿴ࡂˈਟ㜭儈㘳ᆼປᘇᝯⲴ䈍ˈቡປаӋ५ᆖ㊫ⲴǄā ᖃ䰞
䎧ሩ⡦⇽ᡰᵏᖵ㠚ᐡӾһⲴ㙼ъᴹօᢃ㇇ᰦˈ✝㧡ྲ↔䈤䚃Ǆ

㙼ъ㿴ࡂᱟᤷ䶂ቁᒤሩ㠚ᐡⲴޤ䏓⡡ྭǃ⢩⛩⢩䮯䘋㹼㔬ਸᵳ㺑ˈ㔃ਸᰦԓ㹼ъ
ਁኅˈ⺞ᇊᴰ֣Ⲵ㙼ъཻᯇⴞḷˈᒦѪᇎ⧠䘉аⴞḷࠪڊ㹼ѻᴹ᭸ⲴᆹᧂǄ

  㙼ъ㿴ࡂሩҾ䶂ቁᒤⲴਁኅ䶎ᑨ䟽㾱Ǆ∄ྲ㖾ഭᮉ㛢ඊᤱԕ㙼ъѪ⭏⏟ᮉ㛢Ⲵ
ሬੁˈᆖ⭏⭏⏟㿴ࡂᮉ㛢䍟クሿᆖǃࡍѝǃ儈ѝ઼བྷᆖüü࠶࡛ケࠪ㙼ъ⎨⏖ǃ㙼ъ
᧒㍒ǃᆖъ㇑⨶ǃ㙼ъ߶༷Ǆᗧഭ㚄䛖བྷཊҏሶ㙼ъ⭏⏟ᮉ㛢ࡇѪᗵ؞䈮〻ˈ൘ѝ
ᆖⲴг㠣ॱᒤ㓗ᔰ䇮ˈнӵवᤜՐ㔏Ⲵ䈮าᮉᆖˈ䘈ᴹᖒᔿཊṧⲴ㙼ъփ傼о⽮Պᇎ
䐥⧟㢲Ǆ

  ❦㘼઼ᖸཊਁኅѝൠ४㊫լˈᯠ⮶ரӰൠ४䶂ቁᒤⲴ㙼ъ㿴ࡂ䇶о㜭࣋䘈൘ᖸ
ࡍ↕Ⲵ䱦⇥Ǆ൘ǉ㔤੮ቄ᯿བྷᆖ⭏ቡъ❖㲁⧠⣦࠶᷀оሩㆆǊ᮷ㄐѝ㺘᰾ˈཊᮠ㔤੮
ቄ᯿䶂ቁᒤĀ⋑㜭ᇒ㿲ൠ࠶᷀䇴ԧ㠚ᐡˈሩ㠚ᡁⲴ⧠൘઼ᵚᶕ㕪ѿ䘎䍟ᲠⲴᙍ㘳āˈ
Ӿ㘼ᕅਁҶቡъ❖㲁ㅹ䰞仈Ǆ

⧠⣦оᡈ

  ާփᶕ䈤ˈரӰⲴ䇨ཊ䶂ቁᒤ㕪ቁ㙼ъ㿴ࡂˈаᯩ䶒ᱟԆԜ⋑ᴹᙍ㘳ᵚᶕ㾱ڊӰ
ѸᐕⲴ䇶˗ਖаᯩ䶒ˈԆԜҏн⸕䚃ᓄ䈕ྲօѪ㠚ᐡⲴᵚᶕࠪڊа↕↕ާփⲴ߶
༷Ǆ

  Ā൘儈㘳㔃ᶏӄཙⲴᰦˈى㘱ᐸ䇙ᡁԜࡠᆖṑ䟼ປҶᘇᝯǄᡁѻࡽӾᶕ⋑ᴹ㘳㲁
䗷ᆖӰѸуъˈ㾱ڊӰѸᐕⲴһᛵˈᴰਾᱟକକഎᇦᑞᡁ൘㖁кປ߉ⲴǄāⴞࡽ↓
൘䈫བྷаⲴ䱯൘എ亮㠚ᐡປᣕᘇᝯⲴ䗷〻ᰦ䈤䚃Ǆ䘹ᤙуъᱟ㙼ъ㿴ࡂѝⲴ䟽㾱а
⧟ˈն൘ரӰൠ४ˈ䇨ཊ㔤੮ቄ᯿䶂ቁᒤᖸቁᴹሩᵚᶕуъ䘋㹼Ҷ䀓Ⲵᜣ⌅Ǆ

✝Ժ㧡ᱟቡ䈫Ҿᯠ⮶ᐕ〻ᆖ䲒Ⲵ߶བྷഋ⭏ˈᖃྩഎ亮㠚ᐡ儈ѝ䱦⇥Ⲵ㙼ъ㿴ࡂᰦˈ
ྩ䈤㠚ᐡ⋑ᴹ䗷ӰѸҶ䀓ˈҏн⸕䚃ᘾѸ৫Ҷ䀓ˈ⧠൘уъ㜭Ⓚᐕ〻䜭ᱟĀⶾປⲴāǄ
⭊㠣൘кབྷйѻࡽˈྩሩҾуъᇩӽ⋑ᴹањᲠⲴᾲᘥˈਚ⸕䚃㘱ᐸ䈤Āᤲ、ቡ
нྭāˈնнᾊ㠚ᐡ㜭㜌ԫӰѸṧⲴᐕˈѪҶᐕ㠚ᐡ䘈䴰㾱ڊӰѸˈྲօ
㿴ࡂᵚᶕⲴ㙼ъǄĀҏ䇨ᱟ䬰㊫Ⲵˈ䬰㊫ᐕ䰘ᖸվˈᢰᵟ㊫ᐕ㲭❦ሩਓˈ
նᱟՊ∄䖳䳮Ǆā

  㲭❦䜘࠶བྷᆖᴹ㙼ъ㿴ࡂ䇢ᓗˈնᖸཊᆖ⭏ሩާփ≲㙼Ⲵ↕僔઼㹼ࣘ䘈ᱟ∛ᰐཤ
㔚Ǆ൘␡ர⽮ᐕㄉ઼ѝইቻ˄аᇦᑖ亶䶂ᒤڊ䈳⹄઼⳺ޜ亩ⴞⲴ⽮ՊԱъ˅㓴㓷Ⲵ㙼
ъ㿴ࡂᐕൺ䟼ˈᖸཊণሶ㾱∅ъⲴᆖ⭏н⸕䚃ӰѸᱟㆰশˈҏн⸕䚃ᘾѸ߉ањྭ
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ㆰশǄᴹҶㆰশѻਾˈҏн⸕䚃ᢺㆰশᣅ䙂ࡠଚӋൠᯩǄབྷ䜘࠶ᆖ⭏⭊㠣н⸕ᴹᤋ㚈
㖁ㄉˈҏн᰾ⲭ䈕ᘾѸ৫⭘Ǆ

മа˖ѝইቻⲴᆖ⭏о䱯മቄ㦚g㩘䘚ቄӔ䈸Ⲵ䗷〻

䘉ሬ㠤䇨ཊ䶂ቁᒤ൘㙼ъਁኅ⭊㠣ᆖъਁኅᯩ䶒䎠ᕟ䐟ˈ⎚䍩Ҷᰦ䰤о䍴䠁Ǆ

Ӻᒤ߶བྷйⲴ؍䲙ᆖᆖ⭏ਔѭቡᱟањֻᆀǄྩ䘹ᤙ؍䲙ⲴཱྀᵪӵӵᱟഐѪ㺘က
ᱟ؍ڊ䲙ⲴǄᴹа⅑䗷㢲ᰦˈྩⲴ㺘က䘱Ҷ䶎ᑨ䍥Ⲵ⽬⢙ˈ䘉䇙ྩ䇔Ѫ䘉њуъቡъ
ᛵߥ䘈н䭉Ǆնᱟਔѭᖃᰦᘭ㿶Ҷ㠚ᐡⲴ࣓࣯üüнௌ⅒ᮠᆖˈᮠᆖҏнྭˈ㘼؍䲙
уъᵜ䓛ቡՊ䘀⭘ࡠᖸཊᮠᆖⲴᇩǄ൘кᆖᵏ䰤ˈྩ৸ਁ⧠བྷуᆖࡠⲴᇩĀⲮᓖ
к䜭ਟԕⴤ᧕ḕࡠāˈᝏ㿹уъ䈮Ⲵᇩ⋑ᴹӰѸѹǄ

⧠൘ਔѭਁ⧠㠚ᐡⵏ↓ᜣӾһⲴᱟᮉ㛢ǄѪҶࡠᮉᐸᯩ䶒Ⲵ䍴Ṭ䇱ᡀѪа㘱
ᐸˈਔѭ䴰㾱൘བྷу㔃ᶏਾ㘳ᮉ㛢ᯩ䶒Ⲵᵜ、ᆖսǄྲ᷌у、⭣ᵜ、亪࡙Ⲵ䈍ˈ䘉䘈
㾱㣡ྩ㠣ቁ  ᒤⲴᆖҐᰦ䰤ˈԕ৺仍ཆⲴᆖ䍩ᶕᆼᡀ䘉аⴞḷǄ

 ᖃ❦ˈ䘉䟼䇨ཊ䶂ቁᒤҏᴹሩྭⲴ㙼ъ㿴ࡂˈ֯ᗇԆԜа↕↕䐿ᇎൠ䗸ੁ㠚ᐡ
ⲴⴞḷǄ

ণሶ∅ъⲴ㊣✝䱯ᱟањިරⲴֻᆀǄྩ൘儈ѝᰦׯ䇶ࡠҶᯠჂփ㹼ъⲴ仾
ਓˈᒦфਁ⧠Ҷ㠚ᐡሩᩴᖡⲴޤ䏓ˈ儈㘳䗷ਾҏྲᝯᖅਆࡠҶ䟽ᒶབྷᆖⲴᯠ䰫Րу
ъǄ൘ṑᵏ䰤ྩሩ㠚ᐡⲴуъॱ࠶┑ˈ༠〠ĀӾᵚਾᛄ䗷āǄ∅ъਾྩ䇑ࡂݸ൘䟽
ᒶ䰟㦑єᒤˈ❦ਾߣᇊᱟഎࡠᇦґӾһᯠჂփ㹼ъǄ↓ഐѪྩᰙᰙൠሩ㠚ᐡⲴ⢩
䮯ǃޤ䏓ǃ઼㙼ъਁኅᴹҶ࠶ݵൠ䇴ՠˈྩ㜭ྲᝯᆖࡠањᝏޤ䏓уъˈᒦ᰾⺞Ⲵ
⸕䚃㠚ᐡᵚᶕᜣ㾱ӰѸˈ৸䈕ڊӰѸǄ

ഐ࠶᷀

ࠪ⧠䘉ᛵߥˈаᯩ䶒ᱟഐѪᖃൠ䶂ቁᒤ㕪ቁ㙼ъ㿴ࡂⲴ䇶઼㜭࣋Ǆ
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  ѝইቻࡋӪ哴⌃㘄㘱ᐸሩ↔␡ᴹ਼ᝏǄ൘ѝইቻ઼␡ர⽮ᐕㄉਸㅜа⅑൘ᑅ
ґ㓴㓷㙼ъ㿴ࡂ⍫ࣘᰦˈᣕҶˎ˒ӪˈնᴰਾਚࠪᑝҶ  њӪǄㅜҼ⅑⍫ࣘ䇙ᶁင
Պᑞᘉ䙊⸕ˈ㔃᷌ањӪҏ⋑ᴹᶕǄĀᖸཊ䶂ᒤӪ㿹ᗇ㠚ᐡ⋑ᴹ䘉ṧⲴ䴰≲ˈҏ⋑ᴹ
䇔Ѫ䘉њь㾯ሩԆᴹ⭘ˈᡆ㘵Ԇਟ㜭Պ㿹ᗇ䈕⸕䚃Ⲵ䜭⸕䚃ҶǄā 哴㘱ᐸ൘ᥘᇦᥘᡧ
䎠䇯ǃ઼ᆖ⭏Ԝ␡ޕӔ⍱ਾᝏម䚃Ǆ

ণ֯ᖸཊ䶂ቁᒤҶ䀓ᵚᶕⲴ㙼ъᯩੁˈԆԜҏ⋑ᴹḕࡠؑޣⲴᩌ㍒㜭࣋ˈ
ᶕҶ䀓㹼ъ⧠⣦઼ቡъᵪՊǄ

✝Ժ㧡൘ڊ㙼ъ㿴ࡂⲴޣᩌ㍒ᰦˈྩࠪᵪˈᢃᔰᗞؑˈᒦ⭘ᗞؑкᯩⲴᩌ
㍒Ṷᶕᩌ㍒ޣҾྩуъĀ㜭Ⓚоࣘ࣋ᐕ〻āⲴޣᇩǄ✝Ժ㧡䈤ˈྩสᵜн⭘Ⲯᓖ
ᩌ㍒ˈᵪቡਚᱟ⭘ᶕⴻᗞؑǃࡧࡧᣆ丣ˈቡ㇇ᩌ㍒ҏਚᱟ൘ᗞؑ䟼䶒ᩌ㍒Ǆ↔ཆˈ
ྩҏн⸕䚃ྲօ䘀⭘≲㙼㖁ㄉᡆ㘵 DSS ᶕ᥆ᧈ㠚ᐡᝏޤ䏓Ⲵ㙼ъˈḕⴻԱъⲴ㾱≲ˈ
ᒦѪ↔ࣚ࣋Ǆ


മҼ˖ѝইቻⲴᆖ⭏䟷䇯␡ர⽮ᐕㄉⲴ䍏䍓ԫ㪓㘱ᐸ

ਖаᯩ䶒ᱟഐѪᇦᓝ઼ᆖṑѝ㕪ѿሩ䶂ቁᒤ㙼ъ㿴ࡂᯩ䶒Ⲵᕅሬ઼ᮉ㛢Ǆ

  ␡ர⽮ᐕㄉ൘␡ரӗъഝⲴ⽮ᐕ䈤ˈߌᶁ䟼䜘࠶ᇦᓝ䇔Ѫкᆖ⋑ᴹѹˈᖃᆙᆀ
儈ѝᡆ㙼儈∅ъҶቡᐼᵋԆԜഎᇦ➗亮⡦⇽ǃ㙅ߌ⭠Ǆབྷ䜘࠶ᇦᓝᐼᵋᆙᆀޜۿڊ
࣑ઈǃ㘱ᐸǃ䆖ሏǃ५⭏ㅹĀ䫱依⻇ā㙼ъˈሬ㠤Ҷབྷཊᮠ䶂ቁᒤ㿶䟾⤝ゴˈਚ⸕䚃
䫱依⻇ᱟޜ䇔っ࿕ⲴྭᐕǃྭᵚᶕˈҏнՊᜣ৫ᴤཊ䍴Ⓚ৫᧒㍒㠚ᡁǃ᧒㍒⽮ՊǄ
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മй˖ѝইቻഋᵏᆖઈо✝Ժ㧡ڊаሩаⲴ㙼ъ㿴ࡂ⹄ウ

  ✝Ժ㧡䈤ˈྩӾሿⴻࡠᇦ䟼ⲴӢᡊབྷ䜘࠶䜭ᱟ५⭏ᡆ㘵㘱ᐸˈ䇔Ѫ㠚ᐡᵚᶕҏਟ
ԕ൘䘉єњ㙼ъѝ䘋㹼䘹ᤙǄሿᆖⲴᰦྩىᜣ䗷㾱ᖃ㘱ᐸˈնᱟࡠࡍѝⴻࡠ㘱ᐸ㾱㇑
䈳ⳞⲴᆖ⭏䶎ᑨ㍟ˈ㿹ᗇ䗋㤖ቡнᜣҶǄਾᶕ⡨⡨䐏ྩ䈤Ā䛓ቡᖃ५⭏ˈቡᆖ⛩५
ᆖᯩ䶒Ⲵ⸕䇶ˈᣔ༛ҏ㹼Ǆā✝Ժ㧡㠚ᐡᵜ䓛ⲴᘱᓖҏᱟĀڊҏ㹼ˈнڊҏ㖒Ǆā 

਼ᰦᆖṑҏ⋑㜭ᖸྭⲴᕅሬ઼ษ䇝ᆖ⭏Ǆབྷ䜘࠶ਇ䇯㘵䈤ˈ儈ѝⲴᰦى㘱ᐸሩу
ъ䇮㖞ҏҶ䀓нཊˈഐ↔н㻛ݱ䇨৫ᕅሬᆖ⭏ྲօ䘹уъǃڊ㙼ъ㿴ࡂˈԕݽሩᆖ⭏
䙐ᡀн䘲ᖃⲴᖡ૽Ǆᆖ⭏ӵӵ䙊䗷൘儈㘳ਾ㻛࠶ਁࡠⲴаᵜⲴĀᘇᝯᤷইāᶕҶ
䀓ᵚᶕⲴ㙼ъ㿴ࡂˈ৫䰞㘱ᐸᰦˈ⭊㠣䜘࠶㘱ᐸҏнᾊⲴޣуъǃ㙼ъǄ

ቡ㇇ᆖṑᴹⲴޣᤷሬ䈮〻ˈᆳ㜭䎧ࡠⲴᑞࣙҏਟԕ䘋а↕࣐ᕪǄ✝Ժ㧡ቡ䈫Ⲵ
ᯠ⮶ᐕ〻བྷᆖ⇿њᆖᵏᴹˑ㢲≲㙼ᯩ䶒Ⲵབྷර䇢ᓗˈᮉᦸᘾѸڊㆰশǃ৲࣐䶒䈅ㅹ㙼
ъᢰ㜭ˈԺ㧡ੜ䈤བྷഋкᆖᵏՊᴹᮉ䇔䇶㠚ᡁǄ❦㘼ྩ㿹ᗇ䘉Ӌ䈮〻བྷཊᱟ㘱ᐸ൘ᘥ
SSWˈ䇙ྩԜ㠚ᐡփՊǄᖃ䰞ࡠ䘉њ䈮〻ሩྩ㙼ъ㿴ࡂⲴᑞࣙᰦˈ✝Ժ㧡䈤ˈĀᓄ䈕ᴹ
⭘ˈᡁҏнᾊǄā

ᵚᶕਁኅ

  ⴞࡽᴹ䇨ཊ㓴㓷൘ቍ䈅ᑞࣙரӰⲴ䶂ቁᒤษޫ㙼ъ㿴ࡂ䇶ˈᨀ儈㙼ъ㿴ࡂ㜭࣋ˈ
ҏਆᗇҶаᇊᡀ㔙Ǆ

  ൘  ᒤ  ᴸˈ␡ൣᐲሩਓ᭟ᨤᯠ⮶˄ரӰ˅⽮Պᐕㄉ˄ㆰ〠␡ர⽮ᐕㄉ˅↓
ᔿᡀ・Ǆ䘉ᱟањ≁䰤㠚ѫ䘀㩕Ⲵ⽮Պᐕуъᴽ࣑ᵪᶴˈԕᔰਁ㋮૱亩ⴞˈษޫᵜ
ൠ⽮Պᴽ࣑ӪѪѫ㾱ᐕᇩˈᑞࣙҶ䇨ཊᕡ࣯䶂ቁᒤǃྷྣㅹǄ
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൘  ᒤˈ␡ர⽮ᐕㄉ↓ᔿޕ傫␡ரӗъഝˈᑞࣙ䛓䟼Ⲵᆖ⭏㙼ᐕ䘋㹼㙼ъ㿴ࡂǄ
㙼儈Ⲵᆖ⭏Պ൘ӗъഝڊᇎҐˈ∅ъਾ൘ӗъഝᐕǄᡚ→  ᒤˈӗъഝޡᴹ 
っᇊⲴᆖ⭏㙼ᐕǄ਼ᒤˈ␡ர⽮↓ᔿᔰ㿴ࡂ䈮〻ˈѪᆖ⭏㙼ᐕᔰኅษ䇝Ǆ

⇿а⅑䈮〻Պᡀ・  ӪᐖਣⲴሿ㓴ˈᔰѪᵏ  ⅑Ⲵ䈮ᰦˈᑞࣙᆖ⭏㙼ᐕਁ⧠ަ
㠚䓛ⲴՈ࣯ǃᔪ・㠚ؑǃ࠶᷀ᙗṬ઼ޤ䏓ˈԕ৺䘹ᤙ䘲ਸⲴ㙼ъਁኅᯩੁǄ⽮ᐕㄉ䘈
䙊䗷ഒᔪǃк䈮ㅹᯩᔿˈᑞࣙ䶂ቁᒤᩝᔪ㠚ᐡⲴസᆀˈ൘Ո⿰Ⲵസᆀ䟼ӂ啃࣡ˈа
䎧䘋↕Ǆ


മഋ˖ѝইቻㅜഋᵏᆖઈ઼ரӰ՟ґᖃൠ㔃ሩՉդਔѭ㊣✝㙼ъ㿴ࡂਾⲴ৽侸⧠൪

ࡠҶ  ᒤˈ␡ர⽮ᐕㄉѪ䶂ቁᒤᔰኅቡъ䖟ᇎ࣋ษ䇝亩ⴞˈѪᵚᶕⲴ㙼ъⴞḷ
༷߶ڊǄ亩ⴞवᤜᮉᦸரӰ䶂ᒤᘾѸᐕǃྲօҶ䀓㠚ᐡⲴՈ઼࣯࣓࣯ԕ৺ᮤњ⽮
Պ㹼ъⲴᛵߥǃᘾѸᣅㆰশǃ䶒䈅ǃ⋏䙊ㅹᇩǄ

ᴹаսྣᙗ㙼ᐕഐѪ␡ர⽮㙼ъ㿴ࡂ䈮〻ⲴᑞࣙˈӾĀሿ䘿᰾āⲴᲞ䙊㙼ᐕˈڊ
ࡠҶѫ㇑Ⲵ㙼սǄᔰᰦ㫢㘱ᐸਁ⧠ྩ㹼ࣘ࣋∄ަԆ㙼ᐕ㾱ྭаӋˈ䲿ਾྩѫࣘ৫৲
࣐⽮ᐕㄉⲴᐑ╄⍫ࣘˈᴰ㓸⽮ᐕㄉҏሶՈ⿰ઈᐕⲴ྆亩亱ਁ㔉ҶྩⲴᇦᓝǄ

ӾࡽྩⲴᇦӪӾнᐼᵋྩࠪᶕᐕˈ൘ⴻࡠྩਆᗇⲴᡀቡѻਾˈᔰ࣋ޘ᭟ᤱྩ
Ⲵ䘹ᤙǄਾᶕˈྩᗇࡠᵪՊ䎤␡ൣҶ䀓ൠⲴᐕল⧠⣦ਾˈ䘉◰ਁҶྩᴤ䘋а↕Ⲵᘥ
ཤǄ⧠൘ྩᐢ㓿ᡀѪҶѫ㇑ˈᒦ䘈Պᑖ亶㠚ᐡⲴሿ㓴ˈᒣᰕ䟼ᔰᔰՊǃ࠶ӛ㓿傼ˈᐼ
ᵋᑞࣙᴤཊⲴӪᡀ䮯Ǆ

ѝইቻ㓴㓷㙼ъਁኅᐕൺᑞࣙᖃൠ䶂ᒤࡠਸ䘲ⲴᐕǄ
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൘㙼ъਁኅᐕൺѝˈ䇔⸕㠚ᐡᱟㅜа↕Ǆѝইቻᆖઈ઼✝Ժ㧡␡ݸᓖ䇯䈸ˈҶ䀓
ྩⲴᆖҐ㛼Ჟǃޤ䏓⡡ྭㅹˈ䙊䗷˩˞˰˥ӪṬ⍻䈅ᶕᑞࣙྩҶ䀓㠚ᐡǄ❦ਾˈṩ
ᦞ✝Ժ㧡⍻ࠪⲴӪṬ㔃᷌३䝽䘲ਸⲴ㙼ъˈ㔃ਸྩⴞࡽ㜭Ⓚоࣘ࣋ᆖᐕ〻Ⲵᆖᵟ㛼
Ჟˈѝইቻᆖઈᑞࣙྩ൘㖁кḕޣ㙼ъⲴ઼ؑቡъ㾱≲Ǆ䲿ਾˈѝইቻᆖઈᮉ
ྩᆖҐ֯⭘≲㙼㖁ㄉˈᩌ㍒䘲ਸ㠚ᐡⲴᐕսԕ৺ޣ㾱≲ǄӾ㘼Ѫ✝Ժ㧡䪸ሩᙗ
ൠ߶༷ㆰশㅹᶀᯉǃާࠪڊփ㹼ࣘ䇑ࡂǄ

亩ⴞ㔃ᶏਾˈ✝Ժ㧡䈤ˈĀᡁᴤҶ䀓ᡁ㠚ᐡҶǄā

ሿ㊣䈸৺ڊㆰশⲴ᭦㧧ᰦҏ䈤ࡠˈĀᡁѻࡽн⸕䚃ਟԕᔪ・䛞㇡ˈ⧠൘ᡁҏᴹ㠚
ᐡⲴ䛞㇡ҶǄā

മӄ˖ѝইቻഋᵏᆖ⭏䟷䇯ѝইቻࡋ㘵䰤ሬᐸޣҾ㙼ъ㿴ࡂ⍫ࣘⲴⴻ⌅

㙼ъਁኅᐕൺ䘈ሶ㔗㔝ṩᦞԕᖰᡰᴹⲴ㓿傼ˈ᭩䘋ᮉᆖ⁑ᔿǄ

ĀᵚᶕˈᡁԜҏሶ઼␡ர⽮ᐕㄉਸᔰኅᴤཊⲴ䶂ቁᒤ㙼ъਁኅᐕൺǄᡁԜᐼ
ᵋ㜭䇙䶂ቁᒤᴤྭൠ䇔䇶㠚ᐡˈᤃᇭᵚᶕⲴ䘹ᤙᯩੁǄ਼ᰦˈᡁԜҏᜣ᧘ࣘᖃൠ䶂ቁ
ᒤⲴቡъˈࣙ࣋ரӰൠ४Ⲵਟᤱ㔝ਁኅāѝইቻࡋӪ哴⌃㘄䈤䚃Ǆ
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