
 
 

Amnesty International is Set to Close Its Hong Kong Offices Due to the Negative Effects of the 
Beijing-Imposed National Security Law 

 
Rights group Amnesty International has declared that it will close its Hong Kong offices by the end of the year due 
to the growing environment of repression stemming from the Beijing-imposed national security law. In the 
aftermath of the controversial legislation’s implementation, Hong Kong has been subjected to increased levels of 
repression and a significant crackdown on civic freedoms – which has hampered the work of advocacy 
organizations like Amnesty International. As a result, the group has expressed that it is unable to operate safely or 
effectively in Hong Kong, prompting them to make the difficult decision to close their offices in the coming 
months. The intentionally broad and vague language regarding “criminal acts” outlined in the law has had a 
particularly destabilizing impact, and Amnesty International is just one of many rights organizations that have been 
negatively affected by it. Ultimately, uncertainty exists over what activities may lead to criminal charges and the 
evident pattern of detainments and prosecutions against perceived opponents has shown how the parameters of 
the law can be manipulated to target whomever authorities choose to. 
 
The national security law imposed on the special administrative region of Hong Kong is a clear and malicious 
attempt by pro-Beijing forces to suppress any form of dissent towards the Chinese Communist Party. The 
legislation has infringed on the civil rights and freedoms of Hong Kong citizens, including the ability to protest and 
speak out against the government. It also violates the 1997 agreement between the United Kingdom and China 
which guaranteed rights of assembly, association, and expression. The arrangement for a “one country, two 
systems” policy has seemingly been disregarded by China as they seek to assimilate Hong Kong and its citizens into 
the mainland’s control. 
 
This political motivation has turned Hong Kong into a dangerous area for advocates and human rights groups. 
Those who have spoken out against the ruling Chinese government have been arrested and harassed, and Beijing 
loyalists have cited the national security law as justification for their clampdown on dissent. The behavior has led 
to Amnesty International deciding to move its operation to other offices throughout Asia and ceasing its physical 
presence in Hong Kong, as it deems that its workers are directly threatened by the human rights violations taking 
place. Other similar organizations have already done the same, and analysts contend that more will eventually 
follow suit if trends regarding the current civic environment continue. 
 
The concrete number of how many citizens have been arrested or charged under the national security law is hard 
to estimate, but rights monitors believe that at least 10,000 people have been impacted by it, with some of those 
detained being as young as 12 years old. Additionally, some advocacy groups argue that the actual number is even 
substantially higher than that. One of the most problematic elements of the legislation is the purposely vague 
definition of “criminal” activity, with the language opening the door for a loose interpretation that allows security 
officials to use it as the basis for repressive behavior. They often cite protesters and pro-democracy advocates as 
“disruptors” who are a threat to maintaining “peace and order.” What is clear, however, is that the ruling Chinese 
government does not utilize the law to ensure security but rather to enforce an approach whereby peaceful 
dissent and freedom of expression are not tolerated. 


