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Executive summary

Public law, UN special-procedure material, judicial and administrative records, professional
licensing material and methodologically transparent research.

This institutional report covers the period from 2016 to 2026, with China as its principal jurisdictional focus. It is
prepared for courts, law firms, protection decision-makers, international organisations and specialist human-rights

bodies. It separates allegations, verified facts, institutional findings and CRM analysis, and it does not substitute
institutional reputation for source-level scrutiny.

Resear ch design and evidence hierar chy

CRM conducted a structured desk review of UN treaty-body and special-procedure material, legislation, judgments,
government and parliamentary records, enforcement documents, research with a disclosed methodology, and
reputable reporting used for chronology. Each proposition was assessed for provenance, date, jurisdiction, procedural
stage, corroboration, contrary material and limitations. Primary law and original official records receive the highest
presumptive weight, but relevance and currency remain necessary.

China-focused analytical framework

The analysis begins with formal legal authority and institutional competence, then tests observable implementation,
practical access to safeguards and the availability of effective remedy. National-security exceptions, administrative
discretion, Party-state coordination, professional regulation and digital governance are considered separately. General
country evidence is not treated as an automatic finding about an individual case.

Principal findings

01 The 709 crackdown was not an isolated operation but a systemic turn linking lawyer regulation, firm inspections,
licensing, national-security procedure and social control.

02 Risks extend beyond detention and conviction to disbarment, forced relocation, travel restrictions, surveillance,
loss of clients and pressure on relatives and children.

03 Appointed counsel, restricted access, closed trials and inaccessible evidence in national-security cases affect
defence rights, publicity and confession reliability.

04 Court organisation, political-legal coordination and justice-administration control of lawyers require separate
analysis rather than a single undifferentiated label of judicial dependence.

05 Foreign courts using China-related judicial material should verify authenticity, procedural stage, counsel
participation, publicity, evidence-acquisition conditions and effective remedy.

06 The decade’s record shows both individual measures and a profession-wide chilling effect affecting whether
potential clients can secure independent representation.

| nstitutional mechanismsand risk indicators

01 Licensing and annual firm inspections can operate as continuing leverage over sensitive representation and public
expression.

02 National-security and subversion offences combine broad formulations, secrecy and evidential restrictions.

03 RSDL'’s concealed location, delayed notice and counsel exceptions increase disappearance and ill-treatment
risks.
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04 Where family-selected counsel is displaced, the reality, voluntariness and effectiveness of appointed
representation must be tested.

05 Housing, education, employment, exit and surveillance measures against families can punish and deter advocacy.

06 Platform censorship, bar discipline and internal professional controls jointly narrow expression and association.

Selected cases and documentary record
01 Multiple Chinese jurisdictions
02 709 lawyers and legal advocates

03 More than 300 were questioned or detained; convictions, licensing sanctions and family pressure produced a
decade-long impact.

04 Jiangsu

05 Yu Wensheng

06 Imprisoned in an expression-related case; later detained with Xu Yan while travelling to meet EU officials.
07 Shandong

08 Wang Quanzhang

09 Tried and sentenced after prolonged concealed detention; post-release surveillance and family pressure
continued.

10 Shandong
11 Xu Zhiyong and Ding Jiaxi

12 Arrested after the Xiamen gathering and sentenced in 2023 to 14 and 12 years; UN experts raised procedural and
ill-treatment concerns.

13 Guangxi

14 Qin Yongpei

15 Continued legal advocacy after disbarment and was later convicted of inciting subversion.
16 Jiangsu

17 Yu Wensheng and Xu Yan

18 The case concerns apprehension en route, pre-trial custody, family mental-health impact and international
scrutiny.

Professional evidential use

01 Courts and lawyers should use a procedural chronology covering apprehension, notice, counsel, disclosure,
hearing, judgment and remedy.

02 Assess formal rights under Chinese law separately from safeguards available in practice.

03 For confession evidence, examine location, interrogation, recordings, repetition and exclusion applications.
04 Record licensing, firm pressure and family measures as distinct evidential categories.

05 Before citing a case, verify identity, dates, charge, court, procedural status and original-language record.

Forensic use requires a transparent bridge between general country material and the individual facts. A source
schedule should identify the exact proposition supported, original-language title, issuing body, date, paragraph or
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page, stable URL, access date, source tier and any qualification. Authentication difficulties created by secrecy or fear
of retaliation must be addressed expressly rather than converted automatically into an adverse inference.

Recommendations and accountability pathways

Limitations and update protocol

Research on China is constrained by censorship, inaccessible proceedings, risk to interviewees, uneven regional
coverage, translation and the inability to inspect some sites or classified records. Quantitative totals differ by definition
and cut-off. CRM records these limitations, avoids unsupported extrapolation and will issue a revised version when a
correction materially affects a finding.

Conclusion

Professional reliability depends on verifiable references, a disclosed method, clear distinctions between types of
evidence and conclusions proportionate to the record. The report should be read with its cited primary material and
updated for the procedural date of any case in which it is relied upon.
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