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Recently, the San Jose Mercury News and major Ghilaguage media in the Bay area
reported the case concerning Chinese-American Shde. From those reports, it seems that
there are questions in the following three aspadigther the criminal charges against Shao for
falsely issuing VAT invoices and tax evasion candt Whether Shao’s right of due process
was protected by the Chinese judiciary in the tfahe case; Whether there were questions of

extortion by the tax auditors.

This consulate has inquired China’s justice busesnd would like to report the following
relevant information concerning the case:

1)

2)

3)

Whether the charges against Shao can stand. In #@$hanghai High Court reviewed
Shao’s appeal and concluded that the facts anapplecation of law in the trials of the first
and second instance had been correct. Upon regaiwin<<Legal Opinions>> issued by
some Chinese Legal experts regarding Shao’s des&hanghai High Court again

performed review and verification and believed thatoriginal verdict had clear facts, solid
evidence, and applied laws correctly. Presently ctburt has not received the three pieces of
new evidence which were mentioned in the <<Legahidops>>. If Shao provides these
three pieces of new evidence and also make an laglipecly to the court, the court will
adjudicate in accordance with the law. In the m&ar, according to the Criminal

Procedure Law of China, the execution of the odbugrdict can not stop.

Shao’s right of due process was protected. This tofethe first and second instance by
Shanghai No.1 Intermediate People’s Court and Stendjgh People’s Court, respectively,
were conducted strictly in accordance with the lmanifested by the delivery of the
indictment to Shao, informing Shao to hire an aiggr and Shao’s family members and

U.S. Consulate officials in Shanghai attendingdpen trials of the case. The court also
guaranteed Shao’s right to provide new evidenceosimer such rights during the trial,
investigated and verified the criminal facts, exaea the evidence under the guidance of the
court, listened to Shao’s appeal reasons and aft@rdefense arguments, etc.

Regarding the questions of extortion by taxitaus, Shao’s case was discovered during the
Grand Tax Auditing Campaign of Shanghai City. ha® believes that there existed
guestions of extortion by the tax auditors, he regoort them to China'’s procuratorial bureau.
If found true upon examination, the justice buredllpunish those involved in the case in

accordance with the law.



