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Permission System and Prior-notice System of Assembly and Procession:

On Modification of Assembly Law in Our Country

WANG Jiang-wet

( The Party School of Jiangxi Provincial Party Committee Nanchang 330003 China)
Abstract: Both permission system and prior-notice system are prior restraints for freedom of assembly and

used to identify the character of laws for regulating meetings and parades in all countries and regions. The main

difference lies in the decree of guarantee freedom of assembly

rather than two kinds of opposite system. Be-—

cause the “Law of PRC on Assembly Procession and Demonstration” has limited citizen” s freedom of assembly

so strictly that hardly can people access permission to meetings or parades. Therefore

permission system can

be adopted at present and prior-notice system shall be our target in the future from the perspective of protecting

human rights in the future.

Key Words: assembly and procession; permission system; prior-notice system; legal regulation

57



