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With US-China Dialogue Suspended, 
Other Channels Thrive

helped organize China’s large delegation to 
the opening session of  the Human Rights 
Council in Geneva. With such a workload, 
MFA officials are not necessarily unhappy 
that the dialogue with the US is on ice.

Role of  Nordic Countries Increases
The Nordic countries have played a 

special role in the area of  human rights 
dialogues, and with Finland assuming the 
rotating EU presidency for the remain-
der of  2006, the region’s importance is 
set to increase. To better understand how 
Norway, Sweden, Finland, and Denmark 
handle their exchanges with China on hu-
man rights, two directors of  The Dui Hua 
Foundation—John Kamm and William 
McCahill—visited the capitals of  the four 
countries from May 27 to June 8. Kamm 
and McCahill also wanted to thank the for-
eign ministries of  the four countries: Dui 
Hua currently receives grants supporting 
its work from all of  the Nordic countries 
except Iceland. (Switzerland, another key 
dialogue partner for China, is a long-term 
supporter of  Dui Hua as well.)

Directors Kamm and McCahill held 
discussions with senior foreign ministry 
officials and those of  other ministries in-
volved with China, members of  parliament, 
staff  of  the respective national human 
rights institutes, and leaders of  prominent 
non-governmental organizations (NGOs). 
The visits served to bolster cooperation be-
tween Dui Hua and the Nordic countries in 
the area of  promoting international stan-
dards of  human rights.

A nother major event in US-China re-
lations—this time, the visit of  Presi-

dent Hu Jintao to the United States—has 
come and gone without the anticipated an-
nouncement regarding resumption of  the 
two countries’ human rights dialogue. As 
the summer of  2006 began, talks between 
the United States and China remained in 
deep freeze. Ten weeks after Hu’s visit, 
promised prisoner releases had yet to take 
place, and China’s Ministry of  Foreign Af-
fairs (MFA) was declining to provide infor-
mation in response to US queries on the 
status of  individual cases. (A reliable source 
reveals that, of  more than 100 queries sub-
mitted by the US embassy since the middle 
of  2005, fewer than 10 had been met with 
a response.)

In this atmosphere, China’s rights dia-
logues with countries other than the United 
States have assumed greater importance. 
According to China’s pledge in advance 
of  its election to become a member of  the 
new UN Human Rights Council, China has 
official human rights dialogues with nine 
countries—all of  which, other than the 
suspended US dialogue, are currently ac-
tive. In addition, China holds consultations 
on human rights with a number of  other 
foreign countries and has in recent years 
increased its cooperation with the human 
rights mechanisms of  the United Nations.

In under six weeks beginning in late 
May, the Human Rights Division of  the 
MFA’s International Department held four 
sessions of  official rights dialogues (with 
the EU, Norway, the UK, and Australia) and 
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thus denying the NGO an opportu-
nity to participate in an increasingly 
lively and substantive non-govern-
mental forum.

There was a public outcry, and 
some newspapers all but demanded 
that the dialogue be canceled. Sup-
port for cancellation was not strong, 
however, with most other NGOs 
deciding to go ahead and participate 
in the Beijing program. Rather than 
fashioning an ultimatum, members 
of  parliament and foreign ministry 
officials in Oslo pondered how to 
get China to reverse its decision or, 
failing that, how to respond most 
appropriately without damaging the 
dialogue. In the end, the crisis was 
averted when Beijing—which rarely 
backs down from its frequent use of  
visa-bans to prevent individuals and 
organizations it does not like from 
traveling to China—relented and is-
sued the visa.

Focus on Capital Punishment
Public support for the rights 

dialogue with China in the Nordic 
countries (and Europe in general) 
has much to do with the broad op-

position to capital punishment in the 
region. The dialogues are seen as one 
of  the only ways to pressure Chi-
na—the world’s top executioner—to 
reduce and eventually end the use of  
the death penalty. 

China recently completed its 
long-awaited reform of  the death 
penalty, resulting in all death sen-
tences passed by lower courts being 
reviewed by the Supreme People’s 
Court in Beijing. European pressure 
played an important role in bring-
ing about this reform: seminars on 
capital punishment organized by the 
Danish Institute for Human Rights 
in Chinese provinces three years ago 
are often cited by Chinese scholars 
as having had an impact on the deci-
sion to undertake death penalty re-
form, widely expected to reduce the 
number of  executions—now well in 
excess of  10,000 a year—by as much 
as one-third. 

The national human rights in-
stitutes of  Norway, Sweden, and 
Denmark all have strong programs 
in China. (Finland’s national human 
rights league focuses exclusively on 
domestic human rights problems, 

though it has participated 
in meetings with China as 
part of  the EU dialogue.) 
In addition to its focus 
on curtailing and abolish-
ing capital punishment, 
the Danes have worked 
with a local Chinese 
procuratorate to imple-
ment criminal procedure 
reforms. The Norwe-
gian Center for Human 
Rights has focused on 
human rights education, 
supporting programs in 

Broad Commitment to Dialogue
An interesting feature of  the 

Nordic countries’ rights dialogues 
with China is the relatively high de-
gree of  commitment to engaging the 
emerging Asian power on the subject 
of  human rights. Such dedication to 
engagement reflects a broader sup-
port in the region for promoting 
human rights issues through coop-
erative, multilateral dialogue. This 
commitment takes a long view of  the 
dialogue process and has been large-
ly independent of  particular political 
parties in power at a given time.

For example, the Ministry of  
Foreign Affairs in Norway, which has 
one of  the most successful rights dia-
logues with China, devotes consider-
able energy to each dialogue round, 
preparing materials (including cases 
to raise and issues to discuss) and 
putting forth suggestions for visits 
and programs. Government support 
for the dialogue with China has re-
mained strong: Norway’s parliament 
in May debated the human rights di-
alogue and concluded for the second 
year in a row that it should continue. 

Norwegian support for the dia-
logue was put to the test 
just as Dui Hua directors 
were visiting Oslo in late 
May. As final prepara-
tions were being made for 
the next round of  the of-
ficial dialogue to be held 
in China during the first 
half  of  June, Norwegian 
officials suddenly learned 
from China’s MFA that 
a representative of  the 
Norwegian chapter of  
Amnesty International 
would not be given a visa, 

Dui Hua Executive Director John Kamm gave a presentation at the 
Swedish Ministry of Foreign Affairs in Stockholm, June 1, 2006. 
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human rights law at a number of  
Chinese universities and publishing 
a three-volume Chinese textbook on 
human rights law. The Raoul Wal-
lenberg Institute, which functions 
as Sweden’s national human rights 
institute, is likewise focused on edu-
cational programs and operates an 
office in Beijing.

These Nordic institutes seem to 
have avoided the fate of  many other 
Chinese and foreign NGOs affected 
by the government clampdown aris-
ing from the “anti-color-revolution” 
campaign launched in mid-2005. Like 
the countries they come from, the 
institutes are apparently not viewed 
by the Beijing leadership as threats 
to China’s national security. Instead 
of  being seen as bent on the over-
throw of  the regime, a country like 
Norway is studied by Chinese offi-
cials and scholars as an example of  
a country with a capitalist economy, 
marked by large state holdings in key 
sectors, that manages to provide a 
high level of  welfare for its citizens 
while also being strongly committed 
to human rights and intervention in 
humanitarian crises.

The combination of  a non-
threatening posture, broad popular 
support at home, and strong, on-
going governmental support has al-
lowed Nordic countries to introduce 
new features to rights dialogues with 
China. Norway’s dialogue now has 
four “working groups” focused on 
worker rights, prisoner rights, de-
tainee rights, and minority rights. 
This model is believed to have influ-
enced American plans to introduce 
“working groups” once the official 
US-China dialogue resumes. There is 
also a strong multilateral element to 

the Nordic dialogues. Norway’s an-
nual symposium on rights with Chi-
na includes Canada, and diplomats 
of  Nordic countries have formed 
joint delegations to parts of  China 
like Tibet, during which they have 
made unprecedented visits to places 
rarely opened to foreigners, includ-
ing, most recently, pre-trial detention 
centers and reeducation through la-
bor (RTL) facilities.

Attaching Importance to Prisoner Lists
Reform of  the RTL system and 

China’s quick ratification of  the In-
ternational Covenant on Civil and 
Political Rights are, with death penal-
ty reform, the major goals of  Euro-
pean human rights diplomacy in Chi-
na. In addition to addressing systemic 
issues, European dialogue countries 
have continued the practice of  sub-
mitting lists of  individual cases of  
concern. The lists have grown longer 
and are being assembled with greater 
attention to completeness and ac-
curacy. In July, Finland inherited the 
EU presidency from Austria, under 
whose tenure considerable strides 
were made in compiling, presenting, 
and acquiring useful information on 
individual cases of  concern. 

The EU, since the presidency 
of  the Netherlands in 2004, has re-
newed a focus on prisoners serving 
sentences for June 4, 1989-related 
offenses. In May 2004, a list of  14 
representative prisoners was com-
piled and submitted by the Dutch a 
few months later. Recently, Dui Hua 
conducted an inventory of  June 4 
prisoners and discovered that all but 
three of  the prisoners on the Dutch 
list have been released from prison. 
Arguably the two most important 

names on the list—labor leaders 
Chen Gang and Shao Liangchen—
had their sentences commuted and 
were released in the last few months 
of  2004, though news of  Shao’s re-
lease only recently came to light.

In recent years, there have been 
periods when China’s MFA was re-
luctant to accept lists from foreign 
countries or showed little enthusiasm 
for providing information in response 
to the lists. With the arrival of  a new 
director general of  the International 
Department, experienced diplomat 
Ambassador Wu Hailong, there has 
been a change of  attitude, with a se-
nior Chinese diplomat telling a Eu-
ropean official that “China attaches 
importance to the lists.” Information 
recently provided by the MFA has 
revealed several previously unknown 
paroles and sentence reductions for 
long serving prisoners.

Having confidently predicted the 
resumption of  the US-China human 
rights dialogue on several previous 
occasions, Dui Hua is loathe to do 
so again. There are hopeful signs: 
the visit of  papal envoys to Beijing 
in late June means that China 
has honored one of  the specific 
commitments made by President 
Hu to President Bush in Washington 
on April 20. Every time it appears 
that the dialogue is about to resume, 
however, something has happened 
to derail it. Until Washington and 
Beijing can figure out a way to 
resume talking to each other about 
human rights, the Nordic countries 
and China’s other dialogue partners 
in Europe—the EU, Switzerland, 
the UK, and Germany—offer 
some of  the best channels for 
engaging Beijing on human rights.  ■
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Reports: Poor Conditions of Confinement in US Prisons

O n June 8, 2006, the Commission on Safety and 
Abuse in America’s Prisons (CSAAP) released 

“Confronting Confinement,” a report on violence and 
abuse in US jails and prisons. Among the issues ad-
dressed in the report were the impact of  such problems 
on public safety and health and the need for detention 
facilities to become more effective. The report also 
raised concerns about violence, poor health care, inap-
propriate segregation of  inmates, and weak oversight of  
facilities.

A few weeks later, on June 26, 2006, the San Fran-
cisco civil grand jury issued a report entitled “San Fran-
cisco Jails: An Investigative Visit,” detailing the condi-
tions of  San Francisco jail facilities and recommending 
operational improvements. 

CSAAP: Main Issues and Suggestions
According to CSAAP, violence remains a serious 

problem in America’s detention facilities. Gang violence, 
rape, and beatings by officers were cited as grave con-
cerns, while officers expressed a near-constant fear of  
being assaulted by inmates. Overcrowding and decreas-
ing budgets lead to cuts in prison programs and inmate 
idleness, which in turn lead to increased violence. To 
reduce the high level of  violence, the report suggested 
reducing overcrowding, promoting productivity, and 
supporting community bonds.

High rates of  disease and illness among prisoners, 
coupled with inadequate funding for health care, were 
noted as not only endangering prisoners, but also staff  
and the general public. Suggestions for preventing the 
spread of  disease and improving inmate health includ-
ed partnering with healthcare providers, caring for the 
mentally ill, testing for infectious diseases, and extend-
ing medical coverage to eligible prisoners.

The CSAAP also criticized the increased use of  high-
security segregation as counterproductive, contributing 
to increased violence inside facilities and recidivism. It 
was noted that it is not uncommon for mentally ill and 
non-violent prisoners to be placed in solitary confine-
ment and released to the street without first reintegrat-
ing them into society while they are still in prison. To 
avert issues that arise from such segregation, the com-

mission suggested that the practice be made a last resort 
and that facilities pay special attention to protecting the 
mentally ill from such conditions.

 
Need for Improved Institutional Culture

In addition to the recommendations detailed above, 
CSAAP noted that safety inside prisons and jails depends 
on changing the institutional culture, which in turn re-
quires enhancing the corrections profession at all levels. 
Promoting a culture of  mutual respect between inmates 
and staff, recruiting and retaining a qualified corps of  
officers, and cultivating future generations of  officers 
are some of  the steps recommended by the commission 
for improving the atmosphere in prisons.

The report also suggested that strengthening the 
current oversight and accountability mechanisms would 
improve conditions in detention facilities. Establish-
ing NGOs to perform independent oversight, increas-
ing access to courts, developing an internal complaint 
system, monitoring officer’s behavior towards inmates, 
and encouraging public visits to facilities are all possible 
steps towards increasing transparency.

Overcrowding Problem in SF Jails, Too
In late June 2006 the San Francisco civil grand jury, 

a 19-member panel of  citizens tasked with investigating 
the operations of  the various government departments, 
agencies, and officers in San Francisco County, issued a 
report detailing the conditions in jails. In its report, the 
grand jury found a number of  problems, namely limited 
budgets, staffing shortages, antiquated facilities, over-
crowding, and high recidivism rates. Among its more 
pressing suggestions were to address the overcrowding 
situation, increase staff, and develop programs for re-
leased prisoners in order to reduce recidivism.

The report noted that although the exterior condi-
tion of  the facilities was satisfactory, some of  the pris-
ons were overcrowded and lacked proper ventilation, 
making them unpleasant for both inmates and staff. 
In some of  the female facilities, for example, four or 
more cots were crowded into extremely small cells and 
lacked a common area, depriving inmates of  much per-
sonal space. Overcrowding, coupled with serious under-
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I n late May 2006, Dui Hua hosted Li Shian, a Renmin 
University professor and council member of  the Chi-

nese Association for Human Rights Studies, to a program 
and exchange of  views on the human rights situations in 
China and the US. One of  the highlights of  the program 
was a tour of  a federal prison and the court and jail facili-
ties at the San Francisco Hall of  Justice. The visits were 
intended to provide Prof. Li with exposure to different 
aspects of  the US criminal justice system, and Dui Hua 
staff  also benefitted from the opportunity to view these 
facilities up close.

FCI Dublin
On May 22, Dui Hua staff  members Joshua Rosen-

zweig and Nevenka Mattenet accompanied Prof. Li on 
a tour of  the Federal Correctional Institution (FCI) at 
Dublin, California, located about 40 miles east of  San 
Francisco. This low-security prison for female prison-

staffing, could lead to an increase in violence among pris-
oners, as is the case in the Los Angeles County, where 
violence has nearly doubled in the past three years due 
partly to cramped conditions and staffing shortages.

The report also cited the high rate of  recidivism 
as a major concern. Although there are several educa-
tional, vocational, violence prevention, and substance 
abuse recovery programs, all of  which are aimed at eas-
ing inmates’ re-entry into society and reducing recidi-

vism, the report states that more than 40 percent of  the 
prisoners are repeat offenders. Pre-release rehabilitation 
programs are available, but budgetary restraints have 
hindered the development and implementation of  post-
release programs, which are geared to keeping ex-cons 
out of  trouble and are said to reduce recidivism rates by 
more than 8 percent. Reducing recidivism would also 
benefit taxpayers, who on average pay approximately 
$12,000 annually for each inmate.  ■

Dui Hua Tours Federal and County Facilities in Bay Area
ers also includes a federal administrative detention cen-
ter housing pre-trial male detainees. A minimum-security 
camp for female inmates is located off  site. FCI Dublin is 
one of  only three federal facilities for women in the US.

Upon arrival, the group was greeted by Superinten-
dent of  Industries Sally Swarts and briefed by Warden 
Schelia Clark. Superintendent Swarts accompanied the 
group throughout the tour, which was limited to the main 
women’s prison facility. They met officers and viewed fa-
cilities of  the education and recreation departments, as 
well as various health, food, and other service facilities. 
Many of  the staff  members Dui Hua met were covering 
other duties because of  a shortage of  correctional of-
ficers on staff.

Designed to hold 250 inmates, FCI Dublin currently 
houses more than 1,100 and suffers from an overcrowd-
ing problem known to exist throughout the US prison 
system. Cells were cramped, with three inmates sharing a 
space designed to house only one, and meals were served 
in shifts to accommodate the small size of  the cafeteria. 
Other common areas in the prison, which feels much like 
a college campus, were relatively open and spacious.

Fighting Recidivism at Dublin
Of  particular interest to tour participants were the ef-

forts placed in developing programs to prevent recidivism 
and equip inmates with the necessary skills to thrive in 
society after their release. The prison’s education depart-
ment offers GED and ESL programs, as well as courses 
in parenting and adult continuing education. The prison 
provides legal and leisure library services and training in 

Continued on Page 7

*                              *                              *

From left: Professor Li Shian, Joshua Rosenzweig, Neven-
ka Mattenet, and FCI Dublin warden Schelia Clark.
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A fter Nanjing dissident Yang Tongyan was placed 
under residential surveillance at the Runzhou 

Vegetable Research Institute by domestic security 
police from the neighboring city of  Zhenjiang on 
December 23, 2005, the Zhenjiang Public Security 
Bureau sent a request to the Jiangsu Provincial Public 
Security Department asking it to determine the secrecy-
classification level of  Yang’s case. 

In its January 7, 2006 response, the provincial depart-
ment’s secrecy committee ruled that because Yang’s case 
involved making contacts with overseas representatives 
of  the China Democracy Party and engaging in party-
organizing activities, according to regulations governing 
secrecy in public security work the case should be con-
sidered a “classified” state secret—the second grade in 
China’s system of  three secrecy classifications.

Major Implications of  Secrecy
Such a determination—documentation of  which 

has been seen by Dui Hua for the first time—is com-
mon in political cases and carries significant conse-
quences for the way the case is handled under China’s 
criminal procedure regulations. First, it has implications 
for a lawyer’s ability to meet with a defendant who has 
been detained for police investigation. Under Article 40 
of  the “Procedural Regulations for Handling of  Crimi-
nal Cases by Public Security Organs,” lawyers seeking 
to meet with defendants are required to receive prior 
police approval in cases in which the facts or nature of  
the case involve state secrets. If  approval is not given, 
lawyers are only allowed to meet with defendants after 
the case has been submitted to prosecutors—a period 
which, under some circumstances, can last as many as 
six or more months.

The other implication of  determining a case to in-
volve state secrets is that courts are required to hear the 
case in closed session. As Dui Hua has noted in past dis-
cussions of  trial attendance, all trials of  first instance in 
China are supposed to be open to the public, except for 

cases involving state secrets, personal privacy, or juve-
niles. Clearly the “state secrets” exemption is not limited 
to crimes involving illegal possession or leaking of  state 
secrets; rather, as in this case, entire cases can be, in a 
sense, designated state secrets and, hence, hidden from 
the public eye.

Decisions about secrecy classification in public secu-
rity work are supposed to be made according to regula-
tions promulgated in 1995 by the Ministry of  Public Se-
curity in association with the State Secrets Bureau. These 
regulations—which are themselves classified as secret—
exist alongside dozens of  other sets of  similar provisions 
designed to regulate the classification of  state secrets 
within specific functional areas. Generally speaking, the 
regulations stipulate that secrecy classifications made by 
one government agency carry over to other government 
agencies, so that, for example, a case classified as a state 
secret by the police should, according to the regulations, 
be handled as a state secret in the courts as well.

Broad Range of  Topics Subject to Classification
According to these regulations, information obtained 

by police investigation about “domestic or overseas hos-
tile organizations, espionage organizations, ethnic split-
tist organizations, gangland organizations, international 
crime syndicates, international terrorist organizations, 
hostile religious powers, reactionary secret societies, or 
domestic illegal organizations” can be labeled either “top 
secret” or “classified,” depending on whether the infor-
mation is “important” or simply “general.”

Also considered “top secret” are details about police 
use of  clandestine locations and operatives in the course 
of  investigation, as well as information about police sur-
veillance methods and technology.

The provision used to classify Yang Tongyan’s case 
refers to “statistical data and overall circumstances for 
counterrevolutionary cases”—not reflecting that the 
crime of  counterrevolution no longer exists under China’s 
criminal law. Also subject to categorization as “classified” 

Documents Shed Light on Use of Secrecy Classifications 
In Handling Political Crime in China
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secrets are specific details about the suppression and 
handling of  major illegal gatherings, demonstrations, and 
riots. “Secret” topics in police work include unreleased 
data about numbers of  individuals formally arrested or 
sent to “reeducation-through-labor” facilities, police 
intelligence about possible sources of  social unrest, and 
the total number of  persons included in the “targeted 

population.”
The broad range of  topics subject to secrecy classifi-

cation in China—some with quite vague and flexible defi-
nitions—is a major impediment to greater transparency 
in the criminal justice system. No state’s presumed need 
for secrecy should be allowed to restrict the procedural 
rights of  criminal defendants such as Yang Tongyan.  ■

various computer software programs. Although these 
programs are in high demand, priority is given to inmates 
who are scheduled to be released within 24 months. 

The Federal Prison Industries (UNICOR) program 
at FCI Dublin provides job training and marketable skill 
development for inmates. Although the types of  factories 
and products produced vary each year, Cut & Sew, a cus-
tom drapery and textile factory, has been producing goods 
at the facility since the 1970s. At the time of  the tour, 
products included blankets and small carrying sacks for 
use in the army and relief  efforts, parachutes, mail bags, 
and curtains. On the opposite end of  the spectrum was 
the UNICOR call center, where inmates sitting at rows of  
computers answer telephone calls to directory assistance.

Visit to the Hall of  Justice, County Jail
On May 23, John Kamm, Joshua Rosenzweig, and 

Prof. Li joined Judge Julie Tang of  the San Francisco Su-
perior Court for a visit to observe many of  the court’s 
various proceedings. First up was a view of  the jury-se-
lection process, which was done through the traditional 
“voir dire” process of  direct questioning of  potential ju-
rors by the judge. The group also observed other stages 
of  the judicial process, including arraignments and a pre-
liminary hearing to determine whether evidence was suf-
ficient to bring a case to trial. Judge Tang also arranged 
for the group to meet with Judge Charles Haines, Judge 
Garrett Wong, and Judge Kay Tsenin. 

In the afternoon, the group was joined by Dui Hua 
Director Magdalen Yum on a tour of  the San Francisco 
County Jail facilities at the Hall of  Justice. Lt. Richard 
Ridgeway of  the San Francisco County Sheriff ’s Depart-
ment first showed the group the intake and release fa-
cility (County Jail No. 9), where arrested individuals are 
held while being processed, fingerprinted, and given a 
preliminary medical examination. Individuals under the 

influence of  alcohol or other drugs are placed in special 
isolation cells where they can detoxify, with medical per-
sonnel on hand at all times. Arrestees with serious medi-
cal or psychiatric issues are transferred to the jail facility 
at San Francisco General Hospital.

During the tour, Lt. Ridgeway told the group that ev-
ery effort is made to release arrestees on bail or through 
other off-site release programs in order to reduce over-
crowding. A mix of  newer and older facilities were ob-
served. One of  the women’s detention areas has a mod-
ern open “pod” architecture that allows for relatively free 
movement while under the direct supervision of  guards. 
Older blocks for men and women, however, were de-
signed according to the more traditional “linear” archi-
tecture of  cells and appeared to be much more crowded. 

During the tour the group was also introduced to 
some of  the programs run by the San Francisco Sheriff ’s 
Department, including the “Sisters in Sober Treatment 
Empowered in Recovery” project, which provides in-jail 
and post-release services to women seeking substance-
abuse treatment in conjunction with violence-prevention 
and job-placement assistance. This is one of  several pro-
grams that are geared toward reducing recidivism and bet-
ter preparing inmates for successful re-entry into society.  ■

From left: Prof. Li Shian, Lt. Richard Ridgeway, John 
Kamm, Judge Julie Tang, and Madgalen Yum.

Continued from Page 5
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After a period of  approximately one year during 
which Internet users in China were unable to access 
Dui Hua’s web site, since late May the web site’s logs 
were once again showing visitors from China. Dui Hua 
had repeatedly complained to Chinese officials about 
the blockage, but it remains unclear why the appar-
ent ban on access has been lifted or why restrictions 
may have been imposed in the first place. Other than 
routine updates over the course of  the year, Dui Hua’s 
web site has undergone no major content changes that 
could explain the restoration of  access. 

Because of  the way visits are logged, Dui Hua is 
unable to draw strong conclusions about the extent to 
which its site is again available in China. There appears 
to be fairly regular traffic from Beijing and Guang-
dong, with periodic hits recorded from elsewhere in 
the country. Individuals in Shenzhen and Beijing have 
confirmed to Dui Hua by email that all parts of  the 
site appear to be accessible, including past statements 
on prisoner releases and newsletter articles.

Dui Hua welcomes reports by readers in China 
about their ability or inability to access our web site.

On June 28, Dui Hua announced that it had re-
ceived official confirmation of  the early release of  Ny-
ima Choedron, believed to be the last known female 
political prisoner in the Tibet Autonomous Region 
(TAR).

As we have reported in the past two issues of  
Dialogue, Nyima Choedron and husband Jigme Ten-
zin were convicted in September 2000 on “splittism” 
charges for having alleged links to an anti-Chinese 
protest carried out by another Tibetan during the na-
tional minority games held in the TAR in 1999. Nyima 
Choedron was sentenced to 10 years’ imprisonment 
by the Lhasa Intermediate People’s Court, while Jigme 
Tenzin received a life sentence. The Gyatso Children’s 
Home, an orphanage run by the couple, was closed by 
the authorities as an illegal business and the children 
dispersed.

In an email update received from the Ministry 
of  Foreign Affairs, Dui Hua was told that Nyima 
Choedron’s remaining sentence for “splittism,” after 
having previously been reduced by 2½ years, had been 
commuted and that she was released on February 26, 
2006.

(For more details about this release, please visit 
our web site, www.duihua.org.)

Last Known Female Political Prisoner 
In TAR Released early

Spring was a busy season for Dui Hua staff  par-
ticipating in a variety of  outreach events across the 
United States. On April 28, Program Associate Neven-
ka Mattenet traveled to the annual meeting of  Am-
nesty International USA in Portland, Oregon to pres-
ent “Prisonnière à Lhassa,” a documentary by French 
filmmaker Marie Louville that features the role played 
by The Dui Hua Foundation in the release of  former 
Tibetan political prisoner Ngawang Sangdrol.

Executive Director John Kamm was invited to the 

Recent Dui Hua Outreach events

University of  Chicago on May 12 to deliver the key-
note address, entitled “Transparency and the Struggle 
for Human Rights in China,” at the Human Rights 
in Asia conference sponsored by the university’s Hu-
man Rights Program. Kamm was also interviewed on 
the Chicago Public Radio program Worldview, during 
which he spoke on the subject of  US corporate re-
sponsibility with respect to the Internet in China.

On May 17, Manager of  Research & Publications 
Joshua Rosenzweig spoke about the fates of  some of  
China’s “cyberdissidents” during a panel discussion in 
San Francisco entitled “The Internet, Censorship, and 
Political Freedom in Contemporary China,” jointly 
sponsored by the Asia Society and Human Rights 
Watch.

Dui Hua Web Site 
Accessible Again in China


