
rights in China. China is unlikely to abol-

ish the death penalty anytime soon, but it 

should be possible to cut the rate of  execu-

tion signifi cantly over the next several years. 

The international community should sup-

port China’s legal reformers for taking steps 

that could result in large reductions in the 

number of  executions in that country. 

The Toll of  Executions

It has been more than two decades 

since China’s provincial courts were fi rst 

allowed to carry out executions without 

fi rst securing approval from the SPC. Part 

of  the fi rst “Strike Hard” anti-crime cam-

paign in 1983, the decision was aimed at 

combatting serious crimes such as murder, 

rape, drug smuggling, and robbery. Courts 

liberally handed down the death penalty 

during the early 1980s in cases involving 

reactionary sects and superstition, although 

such cases—as with all cases of  “counter-

revolution”—were still subject to fi nal SPC 

review. The last known execution for sect 

crimes alone took place in 1987, although 

there have since been several executions of  

religious leaders convicted of  committing 

murder or rape. Over the years, the num-

ber of  crimes subject to the death pen-

alty has expanded to more than 60 differ-

ent crimes, many of  which are economic 

crimes such as tax fraud, taking bribes, or 

embezzlement. Since the late 1990s there 

has also been a signifi cant rise in the ex-

ecution of  those convicted of  membership 
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A t the National People’s Congress ple-

nary session in March 2004, China’s 

constitution was amended to include a clause 

stating that “the state shall respect and pro-

tect human rights.” In one of  the most im-

portant steps yet taken toward fulfi lling that 

constitutional promise, on January 1, 2007, 

China’s Supreme People’s Court (SPC) fi nal-

ly took back the power of  fi nal review over 

all death sentences and brought the practice 

of  trying capital cases back in accord with 

China’s criminal procedure law.

Restoration of  SPC authority over the 

ratifi cation of  death sentences had been un-

der consideration since the late 1990s. Pro-

ponents have argued that permitting provin-

cial courts to handle both the appellate and 

review processes created too many opportu-

nities for wrongful convictions and resulted 

in inconsistent application of  capital pun-

ishment in China. The move was brought 

up again by SPC President Xiao Yang on 

the sidelines of  the 2004 meeting of  China’s 

legislature, and a greater sense of  urgency 

was felt in 2005, when Chinese media began 

exposing several cases in which misconduct 

in the criminal justice system had led to the 

execution of  innocent people.

With the changes to the law governing 

its courts, China’s machinery of  death will 

fi nally be placed under the supervision of  

a single authority. Though there are many 

remaining problems with respect to imple-

mentation of  the SPC’s review of  capital 

cases, the decision is good news for human 

Death Penalty Reform Should Bring 

Drop in Chinese Executions
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in “splittist, terrorist organizations” 

in the Xinjiang Uyghur Autonomous 

Region.

It is impossible to document the 

rise and fall in the number of  execu-

tions in China, since these fi gures 

are considered sensitive enough to 

be classifi ed as state secrets. A Na-

tional People’s Congress delegate 

stated publicly in 2004 that about 

10,000 people were executed each 

year. (This is actually believed to re-

fl ect a reduction from the numbers 

executed in the late 1990s and early 

this century.) Based on information 

provided by offi cials and judges, Liu 

Renwen, a criminal law expert at the 

Chinese Academy of  Social Sciences, 

publicly estimated in March 2006 

that 8,000 executions were carried 

out in 2005—equivalent to roughly 

20 times the number of  executions in 

all other countries combined. In Au-

gust, veteran defense attorney Zhang 

Sizhi told the South China Morning 

Post that SPC President Xiao Yang 

had privately told him the number, a 

fi gure he said was “so appalling that 

it sent a chill down my spine.” Sourc-

es state that the number dropped to 

around 7,000 in 2006, despite a year-

end surge as provinces carried out 

their last unfettered executions.

There is no question that restor-

ing the SPC’s authority to review death 

sentences is intended to sharply reduce 

the rate of  executions  in China. The 

SPC has ordered provincial higher 

courts to hold full and open hearings 

to review death sentences passed by 

lower courts, rather than simply mak-

ing decisions based on documents. 

Xiao Yang has spoken of  the need to 

give defendants in capital cases more 

opportunities to have their opinions 

heard and to hand down death sen-

tences only under exceptional cir-

cumstances—to “kill rarely and kill 

carefully” (shao sha, shen sha), in the 

blunt phrasing of  the current slo-

gan. It should be possible to cut the 

rate of  executions in half  over the 

next two or three years, from 7,000 

in 2006 to fewer than 3,500 in 2009. 

With Beijing hosting the 2008 Olym-

pic Games, the opportunity exists to 

accelerate the achievement of  this 

goal sooner rather than later.

The Job Ahead

Responsibility at the SPC for fi -

nal review of  capital cases has been 

given to its Third Criminal Division, 

headed by one of  China’s top legal 

talents, Gao Jinghong. He will be as-

sisted by more than 300 judges, who 

will weigh the life and death of  more 

than 10,000 people annually, including 

not only those sentenced to immedi-

ate execution but those whose death 

sentences are suspended by a two-year 

reprieve. (This suspended sentence—

unique to China’s criminal justice sys-

tem—allows courts to commute a 

death sentence to life imprisonment 

if  no additional crimes are committed 

during the two-year reprieve.) By com-

parison, in 2003 the SPC reviewed a 

mere 300 death sentences, of  which 

retrial or sentence change was ordered 

for 118.

Judge Gao thus faces a daunting 

task. He enumerated the diffi culties 

facing his division in a recent discus-

sion with Dui Hua executive direc-

tor John Kamm. Questions remain 

about how many judges will be need-

ed and how best to train them. The 

fi rst group of  new judges have been 

selected from lower courts through a 

rigorous examination process (more 

than 100 have already started review-

ing cases in one-year probationary ap-

pointments), and the SPC is reported-

ly seeking ways to recruit experienced 

lawyers and law school professors to 

serve as senior judges. There are also 

serious concerns about fi nances and 

logistics. Some convicted of  death 

might have to be brought to Beijing 

to be interviewed, requiring additional 

allocations to the SPC budget and the 

institution of  new security measures.

In UN Special Rapporteur on Tor-

ture Manfred Nowak’s report on his 

2005 trip to China, it was recommend-

ed that foreign observers be permitted 

to attend capital trials in China. Nowak 

felt this was perhaps the best way to 

accomplish a long-term UN goal—de-

termining the number of  death penalty 

cases and gauging their judicial fairness. 

(The UN Committee Against Torture 

has unsuccessfully requested Beijing to 

disclose the number of  executions in 

China since it considered China’s fi rst 

report under the Convention Against 

Torture in 1990.)

However, the SPC has made 

clear that outsiders will not be al-

lowed to attend the reviews, pointing 

out that these are neither trials nor 

even hearings. Reviews will be car-

ried out by three-judge panels rely-

ing mainly on written case fi les with 

opportunities for defendants and 

their attorneys to address the court. 

With no option for outside obser-

vation of  the proceedings, we are 

left with the mystery of  how China 

went from a country executing one 

or two thousand people per year in 

the early 1980s to, in less than a de-

cade, one that was annually execut-

ing more than 10,000 people.  ■
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Statistics Shed New Light on Executions in China

The most recent volume of Dui Hua’s Occasional Publications series presented an update to the series Statistics on Political 

Crime in the People’s Republic of China and included several statistical tables that shed light on China’s application of the death 

penalty. We discuss the most important of these findings below:

Statistical evidence from Maguan County in Yunnan Province reveals the number of executions carried out in that 

county for each year from 1950 to 1999. These figures—the first of their type ever seen by Dui Hua—show the number of 

individuals who depart the county public security detention center each year after their cases have been “handled,” which 

can entail release without charge, transfer to a prison to serve a fixed-term or life sentence, or execution.

Located close to the border with Vietnam, Maguan County has a population of around 300,000 people, mostly Han 

Chinese, and is located in an area known for drug trafficking and human smuggling—both crimes punishable by death. 

The chart below shows the number of departures from detention centers for reasons of life sentences, death sentences 

with two-year reprieve, and death sentences. It shows that executions were fairly rare in Maguan before 1983 and that 

the number of executions effectively tripled in that year, most likely in connection with the launch of the “Strike Hard” 

anti-crime campaign. Over the next 16 years, there were 70 executions in Maguan, including 53 during the 1990s. These 

are staggering numbers: applying Maguan’s per capita execution rate for the 1990s to China as a whole yields an national 

average of 22,000 executions annually.

Such extrapolation is likely to be unreliable, in part because Maguan is in an area where a high number of capital 

crimes are committed. Yet there are other signs that China was executing large numbers of people in the late 1990s and 

early 2000s. In Guangdong Province, for instance, there were 2,864 sentences of life imprisonment, death with two-year re-

prieve, or death handed down in 1998, and 2,394 handed down in 2001. For every death sentence carried out in Maguan, 

there was at least another life sentence or death sentence with two-year reprieve. Even assuming a ratio of only one death 

sentence for every two of the other sentences (life and suspended death), the number of executions in Guangdong during 

this period would have approached 1,000 on at least one occasion.

Source: Maguan County Public Security Records (2001).

Executions Carried out in Maguan County, Yunnan, 1980–99
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punishment laws now in place. 

Still, these sobering realities cannot hide the fact that 

the use of  the death penalty is dropping in the United 

States. In the past fi ve years, there has been a decline in 

executions and death sentences, with executions at their 

lowest point since 1996 and the annual total of  capital 

sentences at its lowest level in 30 years.  Death sentences 

actually dropped by over half  from 1999 to 2006, and 

projections based on 2006 statistics suggest that a further 

reduction is likely in 2007.

There are signs that the American public is growing 

more skeptical about the death penalty as the ideal sen-

tence for the worst crimes and even its acceptability as 

law. For the fi rst time in 20 years, a Gallup Poll in 2006 re-

vealed that respondents favor life without parole over the 

death penalty (48 percent to 47 percent) as the appropri-

ate punishment for fi rst-degree murder. This represented 

a nearly 20-percent increase in those preferring life sen-

tences compared to a 1999 poll. Although the poll found 

that a majority of  Americans still endorse the legality of  

capital punishment, this support dropped substantially 

from 80 percent in 1994 to 65 percent last year.

Executions in the United States, 1976-2006 

I n December 2005, the United States recorded its 

1,000th execution since reinstating the death penalty 

in 1976.  The country marked 30 years of  restored capital 

punishment with 1,057 inmates executed by the close of  

2006. Over two dozen more prisoners are slated for ex-

ecution in the fi rst half  of  this year, including a handful 

likely to receive stays. On the surface, these numbers do 

little to suggest that the death penalty is being re-exam-

ined in the United States. But questions and alternatives 

have been raised that indicate a more open discourse and 

humane direction for US laws on criminal punishment.    

The use of  state-sanctioned execution in the United 

States continues to run counter to judicial and ethical trends 

among developed nations. The United States has the igno-

minious distinction of  being one of  two NATO members 

to allow for the execution of  its citizens, along with Latvia, 

which is believed to be reconsidering its death penalty law. 

In a move further isolating the United States, the Philip-

pines abolished the death penalty in 2006, becoming the 

70th nation to do so in the past 30 years. The number of  

countries that have offi cially eliminated the death penalty 

over this time nearly matches the total number with capital 

US Death Penalty Sentences and Use Decline Amid Questions

Source: Death Penalty Information Center Web Site (www.deathpenaltyinfo.org)
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For US politicians, a pro-death penalty stance is in-

creasingly less attractive to voters. The 2006 elections saw 

staunch death penalty opponents unseat death penalty 

supporters in Maryland and Massachusetts, while Wis-

consin and Illinois voters re-elected governors opposed 

to capital punishment. 

Furthermore, state legislatures in 2006 took strides 

to reassess the death penalty in ways that other states may 

eventually emulate. New Jersey became the fi rst state to 

legislate a moratorium on executions and also ordered a 

review of  its capital punishment system.  In Illinois, the 

moratorium on all executions continued for the seventh 

year, and New York’s death penalty, overturned in 2004, 

failed to be reinstated. 

Execution methods and protocol have entered the 

debate on capital punishment as matters of  civil rights, 

with lethal injection in particular coming under greater 

scrutiny. Research on anesthesiology that was published 

in the British medical journal The Lancet in 2005 showed 

US inmates undergoing lethal injection may have been 

conscious during execution, resulting in pain and suffering 

in violation of  the Eighth Amendment’s prohibition of  

“cruel and unusual punishment.” The authors found that 

88 percent of  executed US inmates in the study received 

lower amounts of  anesthetic than that required for sur-

gery.  In addition, the researchers discovered that guide-

lines for delivering the anesthetic drug are often fl awed 

and that those administering the drug in some states lack 

suffi cient training. The publication of  this research and 

later public hearings on the possible shortcomings of  

lethal injection led to a halt of  individual executions in 

seven states in 2006. 

Some who have served as elected offi cials now also 

doubt the humanity of  lethal injection after backing the 

practice in the past. Following a poorly administered le-

thal injection in Florida, Jeb Bush halted all executions in 

his fi nal weeks as governor of  the state with the second-

most death row inmates. Perhaps the most striking voice 

to emerge in opposition to lethal injection is Bill Wise-

man, the former Oklahoma legislator who introduced the 

method in the United States in hopes of  making execu-

tions more humane. Now an Episcopal priest who has left 

political offi ce, Wiseman is publicly opposed to the death 

penalty and has said that he regrets helping to revive capi-

tal punishment in his state, calling executions “wrong and 

self-destructive.”

Recent reports and studies have focused on states’ 

administration of  the death penalty, including a four-state 

review conducted by the American Bar Association’s 

Moratorium Project. The assessment team concluded 

that Georgia has failed to meet legal standards for fair-

ness and accuracy of  the death penalty. Prior to the sus-

pension of  executions in Florida, the panel proposed 

extensive changes to the state’s administration of  capital 

punishment. Among its recommendations were a unani-

mous jury verdict in order to sentence an inmate to death 

and commissions to investigate why Florida has issued 

22 wrongful convictions in capital cases. The team found 

that Alabama and Arizona failed to provide effective legal 

representation for their overwhelmingly poor and under-

served defendents sentenced to death, and it called for a 

moratorium on executions in Alabama along with greater 

assurance of  proportionate sentencing in capital cases.

Academic research on the death penalty conducted 

in South Carolina, Colorado, Texas, and North Carolina 

came up with results and recommendations that mirror 

the Moratorium Project’s fi ndings. The research offered 

suggestions on imposing moratoriums on executions and 

alerted states to racial bias and wrongful convictions in 

capital sentencing.  In 2006, North Carolina and Califor-

nia, which has the largest death row in the nation, also 

began legislative studies of  their capital punishment sys-

tems.

Even with indications that evolving ideas on the 

death penalty may increase legislative review, the United 

States may only be slowly rethinking the use of  capital 

punishment. And such signs are by no means sprouting 

up across the entire spectrum. Some states still maintain 

an uninhibited pace of  executions—Texas, for example, 

increased its number of  executions from 19 in 2005 to 

24 in 2006—and executions nationwide could rise in the 

near future if  the lethal injection litigation is resolved.  

As the practice of  the death penalty in the United 

States goes on, what might changes in attitude and action 

against capital punishment really mean? Concerns over 

treatment of  prisoners during execution and basic due 

process at least comprise a mounting ledger of  questions 

that has led to fewer death sentences and executions. 

With the death penalty receding in the public’s mind as 

the punishment-of-choice for the most serious crimes, 

US courts and citizens are left, as before, holding delicate 

issues of  law and justice in their own hands. ■
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L i Junmin ( ), a former army lieutenant and 

military intelligence offi cer from Taiwan, was re-

leased from Shanghai’s Tilanqiao Prison on December 

8, 2006. Dui Hua has followed Li’s case for many years; 

Executive Director John Kamm made the case a priority 

when he visited Tilanqiao in December 2000. The foun-

dation has previously reported news of  Li’s sentence 

reductions in Dialogue and elsewhere. Imprisoned since 

1980, Li, now 48 years old, had been the longest-serv-

ing counterrevolutionary known by Dui Hua to be still 

incarcerated in China.

Li Junmin was fi rst arrested by mainland authorities 

in 1980, just a few months after setting off  on his fi rst 

mission at the age of  22. After escaping from custody, 

he made his way back to Taiwan just in time to wit-

ness the birth of  his son. Only a few weeks later, Li was 

sent back to the mainland and was arrested in Shanghai 

in December 1980 while trying to purchase a grain ra-

tion book. Police charged that he had been actively en-

gaged in intelligence-gathering throughout the country 

and had attempted to recruit agents in Guangzhou and 

Shanghai.

Li was convicted of  espionage and “instigating a 

mutiny” and sentenced in May 1982 to life imprison-

ment. While serving his sentence in Tilanqiao Prison, 

Li is alleged to have repeatedly recruited other prison-

ers whose sentences were about to expire, asking them 

to transmit secret messages to intelligence agents back 

in Taiwan. The authorities also charged Li with incit-

ing other prisoners to turn against the Communist Party 

and the government.

Faced with these new charges, the Shanghai Inter-

mediate People’s Court sentenced Li to death in Decem-

ber 1983, but during its review of  the death sentence in 

February 1984, the Supreme People’s Court determined 

that Li had been cooperative in confessing his activities 

and granted him a two-year reprieve. His sentence was 

commuted fi rst to life imprisonment in June 1986 and 

then to 18 years in prison in 1994—meaning that he 

would be due for release in 2012.

As Dui Hua has previously reported, Li’s sentence 

was reduced by a total of  34 months on three occa-

sions—eight months in 2001, 14 months in 2003, and 

one year in 2004. In 2006, it was decided to commute 

the remainder of  Li’s sentence and release him.

In October 2006, the PRC’s Association for Rela-

tions Across the Taiwan Straits informed its counterpart 

in Taiwan that Li’s sentence was about to expire and 

asked it to arrange for Li’s family to come to Shanghai 

to meet him. Because Li did not possess the necessary 

identifi cation papers, it was impossible for mainland au-

thorities to process his return to Taiwan, so Li’s family 

was also asked to apply for documents on his behalf  as 

quickly as possible.

News of  Li Junmin’s imminent release came as a 

great shock to Li’s wife and son, because Li had been of-

fi cially declared “killed in action” by the Taiwan govern-

ment in 1999. Offi cials at Taiwan’s Bureau of  Military 

Intelligence, which originally dispatched Li Junmin to 

China in the early 1980s, were reportedly reluctant to 

reprocess Li Junmin’s identity papers, expressing doubt 

that the person being released from prison was really Li 

and urging Li’s wife not to bring him back to Taiwan.

After Li’s wife and son held a press conference with 

a member of  Taiwan’s legislature, intelligence offi cials 

backed away from their initial concerns and made the 

necessary documents available for Li Junmin’s return 

to Taiwan. Days later, fl anked by security offi cers who 

prevented him from speaking to the assembled media, 

Li Junmin passed silently through customs at Taiwan’s 

Taoyuan International Airport and was reunited with 

the wife and son he had not seen for 27 years. 

In an exclusive interview published on the web site 

of  Hong Kong’s Phoenix Television, Li said that after 

27 years of  almost constant isolation, he feels uncom-

fortable in crowds of  people and has received few visi-

tors. It is as yet unclear what, if  any, arrangements will 

be made for Li and his family by the Taiwan govern-

ment. For now, he must wait for the excitement to settle 

and reacclimate himself  to life outside of  prison.

Longest-Serving Counterrevolutionary Released

NEW RESEARCH & PRISONER INFORMATION



7Winter 2007

G ao Qinrong ( ), a reporter for the Shanxi 

Youth Daily whose exposé of  corruption in a major 

irrigation project in Shanxi’s Yuncheng County attracted 

national attention but earned him the enmity of  local of-

fi cials, was released from prison on December 7, 2006, 

four years before his original sentence was due to expire.

Gao, whose 1999 conviction on charges of  graft, 

fraud, and “introducing into prostitution” was widely 

seen as retaliation by Yuncheng offi cials for the damage 

his reports caused to their reputations, served most of  his 

12-year sentence in Shanxi’s Jinzhong Prison. As Dui Hua 

reported in the Fall 2006 issue of  Dialogue, Gao’s sentence 

had already been reduced by a total of  45 months in 2002 

and 2004 for “showing genuine repentance.”

Unusually, Gao Qinrong’s release from prison was 

covered in the Chinese media via two interviews pub-

lished in the Guangzhou-based newspapers Southern Me-

tropolis Daily and Southern Weekend. Through these inter-

views, we learn that news of  Gao’s imminent release had 

been kept a secret up until the date of  his release out of  

concerns for his safety. The local offi cial who fi rst tipped 

Gao off  about the sham irrigation project in Yuncheng 

also ended up serving time in Jinzhong Prison and on the 

day of  his release in 2003 was beaten savagely just beyond 

the prison gates by three thugs carrying steel poles.

Gao says he was generally treated well in prison, par-

ticularly after guards and other inmates realized the role 

he had played in exposing offi cial corruption. He claims 

to have sent nearly 1,000 petitions to courts and govern-

ment offi cials seeking a rehearing of  his case, which he 

insists was based on fabricated evidence.

Gao denies ever confessing guilt, despite offi cial jus-

tifi cations of  showing “genuine repentance” for his sen-

tence reductions. His most recent sentence reduction was 

due in part, he says, to the regional awards he won for 

two articles he contributed to the Jinzhong Prison News, 

the prison newspaper he was assigned to run beginning 

in 2000.

Ironically, Gao’s days as a reporter came to an end 

the moment he was released from prison, as the 2004 reg-

ulations governing the licensing of  journalists bar those 

with criminal records from obtaining credentials. Before 

Gao can become a professional reporter again, he must 

fi rst have his conviction overturned by a court. 

Early Release for Investigative Journalist

Dui Hua Database Continues Steady Increase in 2006

By the end of 2006, Dui Hua’s 

Prisoner Information Database contained 

records for 3,331 individuals who were 

either known or strongly believed to be 

incarcerated in China. This represents a 

24-percent increase over the 2005 year-

end total and a average annual doubling 

of the total for each year since 2002. These 

“active” cases in Dui Hua’s database of 

more than 12,000 total records form the 

basis for the foundation’s human rights 

advocacy program. Thanks in large part 

to the work of Dui Hua’s researchers, 

the prisoner database is recognized 

internationally as the most comprehensive 

source of information about China’s 

political and religious prisoners. 

3331

2696

1790

1164

656

2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

       Prisoner Database Year-End Active Registry Totals, 2002-2006
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Kamm Concludes Trip to Europe, Asia

88 Dialogue

Dui Hua has bid farewell to program associate 

Nevenka Mattenet, who after more than two years 

of  dedicated service has left to pursue postgraduate 

education. Nevenka played a vital role in expanding 

Dui Hua’s relations with foreign governments and the 

United Nations, and she was active in coordinating 

the foundation’s outreach and fundraising. In 2006, 

she represented Dui Hua at fi lm festivals in the west-

ern United States to present the fi lm “Prisonnière à 

Lhassa.” Nevenka translated French content to create 

English subtitles for this documentary that features 

Dui Hua’s work in securing the release of  the Tibetan 

nun Ngawang Sangdrol. She was also a frequent con-

tributor to Dialogue, oversaw updates to Dui Hua’s web 

site, and helped with the foundation’s research.

Following Nevenka’s departure, all program-re-

lated communications should be directed to Mabel 

Ma, Dui Hua’s new executive assistant. Mabel joins us 

after graduating from the University of  California at 

San Diego with an M.A. in Pacifi c International Af-

fairs, where her focus was on Chinese international 

relations. A native of  Beijing, Mabel received her B.A. 

in International Politics before spending several years 

working and studying in Germany, where she also 

earned a master’s degree from Ruhr-University Bo-

chum. Fluent in Chinese, English, and German, Mabel 

will be valuable in developing Dui Hua’s many impor-

tant relationships around the world.

Another recent addition to the Dui Hua team is 

Martin Witte, who joins us as a research assistant with 

responsibility for carrying out our daily research activi-

ties and updating our comprehensive prisoner database. 

Martin comes to Dui Hua with extensive experience 

working in both the nonprofi t and China-related sectors 

and has been involved in many translation and editing 

projects related to China’s development, environment, 

politics, and education. He is a graduate of  the Monterey 

Institute of  International Studies (M.A., International 

Recent Staff Changes at Dui Hua

Executive Director John Kamm ended 2006 by 

traveling around the world for meetings with offi -

cials—Chinese and foreign—involved in human rights 

dialogues and exchanges. He traveled to Brussels to at-

tend a session of  the Berne Process before moving on 

to Geneva, where he was received by UN High Com-

missioner for Human Rights Louise Arbour and at-

tended Dui Hua’s fi rst meeting of  the Human Rights 

Council. Kamm was in Berlin from December 10 to 

13 for discussions with offi cials in charge of  prepara-

tions for the EU-China human rights dialogue in May 

2007. Germany, which has its own bilateral dialogue 

with China, holds the EU presidency during the fi rst 

half  of  2007.

On the way home to San Francisco, Kamm 

stopped in Hong Kong and Beijing. In Beijing, he was 

briefed on developments in the fi eld of  sentencing and 

access to verdicts by a senior judge of  the Supreme 

People’s Court, visited the Beijing No. 2 Intermedi-

ate People’s Court, and was hosted to a lunch by the 

Ministry of  Foreign Affairs. He also met with senior 

members of  the US, Swedish, and Swiss embassies 

and exchanged information and opinions with other 

foreign diplomats. In Hong Kong, Kamm conducted 

research and met with leaders of  the NGO commu-

nity working on human rights issues in China. 

Policy Studies with a Specialization in Chinese Stud-

ies) and Knox College (B.A., English Writing). Martin 

has spent a total of  four years in China teaching Eng-

lish in Wuhan, Chengdu, and Dalian, during which he 

attained advanced profi ciency in Chinese and gained 

fi rsthand knowledge of  Chinese culture and society.

The Dui Hua family welcomes Mabel and Martin 

and thanks Nevenka for her superb contributions. We 

wish her great success as she continues her studies and 

look forward to seeing her in the future as she works 

on special projects for Dui Hua.


