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Over the past two decades the number of civil society organizations in China has
exploded to an estimated 200,000, attracting keen interest from foreign funders
eager to contribute to a more vibrant and democratic society.

This issue of CRF examines the challenges and obstacles faced by those inside
and outside of China who are striving for progress while the authorities, ever
aware of the potential for popular social change, deploy legal, procedural and 
systemic roadblocks to limit the autonomy of grassroots organizations.

Funding from foreign NGOs, foundations and governments provides a lifeline for
many Chinese social organizations. But as articles in this issue point out, funda-
mental assumptions, cultural misunderstandings and ideological agendas can
undermine the effectiveness of many worthy projects. These articles suggest a
need to overcome not only the limitations of the Chinese system, but also the 
limitations of foreign funders in addressing the needs and realities of the environ-
ment in which China’s social programs operate.

This issue focuses in particular on two examples of relatively successful social
movements in China. One of them is the Aizhixing Institute of Health Education 
in Beijing, which brought China’s AIDS crisis to world attention and forced the
Chinese government to accept a measure of responsibility in dealing with the 
disease. While Aizhixing has accomplished much on behalf of people living with
HIV/AIDS in China, the progress has been hard won, and the organization 
continues to struggle heroically against official antipathy.

The other example is the mass public action in Hong Kong against proposed 
anti-subversion legislation introduced under Article 23 of Hong Kong’s Basic Law.
In the greatest show of public unity since the handover to Chinese sovereignty 
in 1997, an estimated half a million people took to the streets on July 1 with
exemplary discipline and public order, and on September 5 Chief Executive Tung
Chee-hwa announced that the provisions would be withdrawn. There is now a real 
possibility that the views of Hong Kong people will be taken into account in future
revisions of the controversial legislation. The Article 23 issue has renewed hopes
that Hong Kong might still have a role to play as a model of democratic progress
and freedom for all of China.

We welcome readers’ comments and reactions to articles published in CRF, and
plan to initiate a more formal Letters page in the near future.

— Stacy Mosher, Editor
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