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D I A L O G U E

Clemency for Political Prisoners:

Dui Hua Gets an Update

I n mid-November 2004, a delegation of
State Department officials arrived in

Beijing for the second round of talks on re-
suming the human rights dialogue between
the United States and China. The day after
the delegation’s departure, The Dui Hua
Foundation received a fax from the Minis-
try of Justice reaffirming its willingness to co-
operate with Dui Hua in the coming year
and attaching written information on three
prisoners who had received life sentences
about whom Dui Hua had expressed interest.

This marked the first time since China
suspended the official dialogue with the
United States in March 2004 that Dui Hua
had been given written information on pris-
oners by the justice ministry. Beijing sus-
pended the dialogue after the United States
introduced a resolution on China’s human
rights at the meeting of the United Nations
Human Rights Commission held in March
2004 in Geneva. In December 2004, Dui
Hua received two more written communica-
tions—one from a central ministry, the other
from a provincial official. (See page 7 for a
summary of the information contained in
the three communications received in No-
vember and December 2004.)

On January 25, 2005, Dui Hua received
parole and sentence reduction information
on 56 individuals serving sentences for po-
litical offenses in China. The written
information, in the form of four lists, was
compiled by authoritative sources in China’s
central and provincial governments in re-
sponse to requests for information made by

the foundation’s Executive Director, John
Kamm, during visits to Beijing in Novem-
ber 2004 and January 2005.

Nearly all the information provided on
January 25 is new, and most of it concerns
prisoners whose names are unknown out-
side of China. Several of these names have
appeared in Dui Hua’s lists of “obscure”
prisoners—individuals whose names have
been uncovered by Dui Hua’s research and
about whom the foundation has filed re-
quests for information. They include Sonam
Gonpo ( , a Tibetan imprisoned
in Qinghai who is being considered for re-
lease a few weeks before the expiration of
his sentence in March 2005; Zhou
Zhongzuo ( ), sentenced in 2000 by
a Hunan court to 10 years in prison for sub-
version (the prison warden has recom-
mended that he be granted a two-year sen-
tence reduction); and Jiang Yijiao ( )
and Xu Qilin ( ), old counterrevolu-
tionaries first given long sentences in 1982
for espionage who have been recom-
mended for sentence reductions.

Especially significant is that informa-
tion has been provided on prisoners whose
names were unknown to Dui Hua or any
other NGO or government outside of
China. Since the early 1990s, the Chinese
government has replied to inquiries about
its prisoners put to it by the United Nations,
foreign governments, and Dui Hua. Accord-
ing to a Chinese diplomat, last year the
Chinese government provided information
on hundreds of cases either through the
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confidential mechanisms of the
United Nations or in the dialogues
with Western countries. Given the
volume of requests, central ministries
only consider looking for and provid-
ing information about a prisoner if
the full and correct name is known.
The Chinese government often re-
quires more information than just
the name—e.g . ,  age,  place of
residence, province where the trial
took place—before launching a
search.

In a striking departure from past
practice, however, more than half of
the prisoners covered in the infor-
mation provided on January 25 were
not known by name to governments
or NGOs outside of China. This is
the first time that the Chinese gov-
ernment has volunteered informa-
tion about prisoners whose names
are not known in the West. It is also
very unusual for the Chinese govern-
ment to reveal the names of prison-
ers being considered by courts for
sentence reduction or parole.

Sentence Reductions in Fujian
Although the information men-

tions paroles and sentence reductions
in 11 provinces and autonomous
regions, coverage is best for Fujian
and Tibet. Of the 56 cases, most are
from Fujian (20 cases) and Tibet (11
cases). Information is also provided
on two Tibetan prisoners in Qinghai
Province. For the remainder of this
article, a summary of information on
prisoners in Fujian, Tibet, and
Qinghai will be given. Information
provided for cases in other parts of
China will appear in future issues of
the newsletter.

In September 2003, Kamm vis-
ited Fujian Province (see Dialogue,

Issue 13 for an account of his visit to
Xiamen Prison and a discussion of
parole and sentence reduction prac-
tices there). During the trip, Kamm
was told that there were “about 20”
inmates serving sentences for endan-
gering state security in the province’s
prisons. If that number is accurate,
it appears that a majority of them
were paroled or received sentence
reductions in 2004.

Most “endangering state secu-
rity” prisoners in Fujian are main-
landers serving sentences for spying
for Taiwan. Typical are the cases of
Zhang Bubing ( ) and Zheng
Guojin ( ), residents of a
coastal village where many fisher-
men make their living selling classi-
fied documents to Taiwan intelli-
gence agencies.

Zhang was serving an 11-year
sentence for trafficking in state
secrets when he was given a sentence
reduction in September 2004 and
released in January 2005. Zheng is
ser ving a 15-year sentence for
espionage, 28 months of which were
knocked off in July 2004. Sixteen of
the Fujian cases about which
information was provided on
January 25 concerned espionage or
trafficking in state secrets. Most of
the sentence reductions took place
in the latter half of 2004.

Taiwan spies are not the only
ones who have benefited from clem-
ency in the province. A counterrevo-
lutionary sentenced to 20 years in
prison in 1984, Chen Zhengxiong
( ), was released in June 2004.
Sun Xiongying ( ), the last
prisoner in Fujian serving a sentence
for counterrevolutionary crimes
committed in June 1989, was re-
leased two years early on January 29,

2005. On the same day, Zhan
Gongzhen ( ), a member of a
group of dissidents detained in April
2002 for trying to set up an indepen-
dent trade union, had the remain-
der of his three-year sentence
commuted. A previously unknown
prisoner serving an 18-year sentence
for endangering state security im-
posed in January 2002, Chen Junzhi
( ), was given a 19-month re-
duction in April 2004.

Developments in Tibet
In July 2003, Kamm visited

Lhasa and had discussions with local
prison officials on paroles and sen-
tence reductions for Tibetans con-
victed of counterrevolution and en-
dangering state security. Kamm
brought with him a file of Chinese
government responses to inquiries by
the United Nations and foreign
governments. The information
showed that, in the period from
1989 to 2002, paroles and sentence
reductions for these prisoners were
rare. In some years, none were
recorded. The most reductions
granted in one year was three, in
1994. In some years, sentence exten-
s ions  outnumbered sentence
reductions.

Of the seven Tibetan prisoners
given sentence reductions in 2004
about whom information was pro-
vided on January 25, only two had
names with entries in Dui Hua’s large
database. These were Choeden
Gyatso ( ), sentenced to
eight years in 2001 for inciting
splittism and given sentence reduc-
tions totaling 30 months in 2002
and 2004, and Nyima Choedron (

), one of the founders of the
Gyatso Children’s Home who was
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sentenced to 10 years in 2001 and
given sentence reductions totaling 30
months in 2002 and 2004 (her sen-
tence now expires on February 26,
2007). The identities of the nuns
Thatso ( ) and Thongtso ( ),
both sentenced to 3-1/2 years for
inciting splittism in 2002 and then
given 10-month sentence reductions
and released on July 3, 2004, have
been confirmed by a recently released
prisoner.

Three previously unknown Ti-
betan prisoners are Dawa Tsering (

), sentenced in 2001 to four
years’ imprisonment for “inciting
splittism” (granted a nine-month sen-
tence reduction in 2004 and presum-
ably now released); Dawa Gyatso (

), given an 18-year sentence
in 1997 for organizing and leading a
counterrevolutionary group and
counterrevolutionary propaganda
and incitement (given sentence re-
ductions totaling 25 months in 2002
and 2004); and Wangdu ( ), sen-
tenced in 1997 to 17 years in prison
for “inciting splittism” (given sentence
reductions totaling 25 months in
2002 and 2004).

In addition to the possibility of
parole for Sonam Gonpo (see above)
and a sentence reduction for the
“splittist” Kelsang Dondrub (

) in Qinghai in the first quarter of
2005, the long-serving monk Jampel
Changchub ( ) might be re-
leased from Tibet’s Drapchi Prison a
few weeks before his current prison
term ends on April 7, 2005.

Parole Review Underway?
It is not known whether the rela-

tively large number of paroles and
sentence reductions in Fujian Prov-
ince and Tibet Autonomous Region

is the result of local action or arises
from a national investigation into
parole and sentence reduction for-
mally launched in April 2004 by the
Supreme People’s Procuratorate.
(The fact that so many of the pris-
oners are serving sentences for spy-
ing for Taiwan raises another
possibility: that China has been qui-
etly releasing Taiwan agents as part
of an effort to improve cross-strait
relations.)

The parole and sentence reduc-
tion review was slated to end in Janu-
ary 2005. The principal focus of the

investigation has been to rectify pa-
role and sentence reduction prac-
tices in the country’s prisons. By the
end of September 2004, more than
15,000 instances of “illegal” grants
of parole and sentence reductions in
the country’s prisons had been
rectified.

While the procuratorate and its
partners in the investigation—the
Ministry of Public Security and the
Ministry of Justice—focused on cor-
recting instances of grants of clem-
ency that violated regulations, they
also examined other problems in the
parole and sentence reduction
system, including how to handle
prisoners serving sentences for
counterrevolution, endangering
state security, and “using a heretical
organization to sabotage implemen-
tation of the law.”

A judicial conference on parole
and sentence reduction held in

Jiangsu Province in the first quarter
of 2004 specifically discussed how to
handle such prisoners. It may be that
China’s increasingly young and asser-
tive procurators and judges have
themselves decided to carry out pa-
role reviews at the local level. In any
event, it is not known whether either
the Supreme People’s Court or the
Ministry of Justice has released any
documents calling for a parole and
sentence reduction review for politi-
cal prisoners. The topic may well be
too sensitive for such an order to be
issued.

An impetus to a nationwide pa-
role and sentence reduction review
for political prisoners, particularly
those serving sentences for crimes
removed from the criminal law in
1997 (i.e., counterrevolution and
hooliganism), came from two rounds
of talks on China’s counterrevolu-
tionaries that were held under the
auspices of the Sino-US dialogue on
human rights. Accounts of the talks
circulated among prison officials,
prosecutors, and judges.

The last round during which Chi-
nese officials discussed policies govern-
ing parole and sentence reductions for
counterrevolutionaries and those con-
victed of endangering state security
took place in March 2004, one month
before the national investigation into
parole and sentence reductions was
launched and shortly before the offi-
cial Sino-US human rights dialogue
was suspended. 

An impetus to a nationwide parole and sentence reduction
review for political prisoners came from two rounds of talks on
China’s counterrevolutionaries that were held under the auspices
of the Sino-US dialogue on human rights.
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T o get information from the
Chinese government about a

Chinese prisoner serving a sentence
for endangering state security, one
submits a request for information,
usually as part of a prisoner list, to
the Ministry of Justice’s Prison Ad-
ministration Bureau or one of its sub-
ordinate bureaus in the provinces.
One must provide the correct char-
acters for the prisoner’s name, and
to increase the chance that a re-
sponse will be given, one should in-
clude as much additional information
about the prisoner as possible. (It is
usually necessary to stipulate the
province where the prisoner is serv-
ing his or her sentence.)  Based on
Dui Hua’s experience in recent years,
a well constructed inquiry has a bet-
ter than 50:50 chance of eliciting a
response.

By contrast, how does one go
about finding information on pris-
oners serving sentences for national
security crimes in the United States?

Open Sources in the US
In addition to searching for in-

formation about national security
cases in open-source media reports,
there are a number of publicly avail-
able electronic resources that one
might find helpful. As part of the
Federal Justice Statistics Program
(FJSP), a program of the US Depart-
ment of Justice’s Bureau of Justice
Statistics, comprehensive data about
criminal suspects and defendants pro-
cessed each year in the federal crimi-
nal justice system are compiled and
made public. The datasets obtained

National Security Crimes in the United States:

A Look into Open Sources
by the FJSP from a number of fed-
eral agencies and courts, once stan-
dardized and “sanitized” of identify-
ing information, allow researchers to
track anonymous offenders through
trial, sentencing, and imprisonment.

Because the datasets collected by
the FJSP are derived from different
agencies with different internal re-
quirements for the collection and re-
porting of information, one of the
first steps in collating the data is to
create standard categories transcend-
ing all datasets. One example is the
construction  of  a  uniform offense

hierarchy, whose categories either
correspond directly to specific statu-
tory offenses or to groups of closely
related offenses.

Under this hierarchy, crimes in-
volving national security (or “na-
tional defense”) include espionage,
treason, sedition, sabotage, possession
and/or use of biochemical weapons
and/or weapons of mass destruction,
violations of the Neutrality Act, and
acts of terrorism. The category “Na-
tional Defense and Security Laws –
Other” (into which the largest num-
ber of these prisoners actually fall) is
not clearly defined.

The FJSP datasets are intended
to be used by researchers interested
in following trends or exploring par-
ticular aspects of the criminal justice

system. They are not intended to be
used to find information about indi-
viduals whose cases are contained
therein, although the detailed data
collected sometimes makes this
possible.

For example, one can look at
data provided by the Administrative
Office of the US Courts (AOUSC)
to find case filing dates, specific
charges, and sentencing information
for individuals tried by each of the
district courts. Through the use of
record-linking data, one can then
turn  to  the  data  provided  by  the

Bureau of Prisons (BOP) to view, for
example, the offense category,  sen-
tencing date, expected release date,
and the name of the prison where
the person is being held.

Nowhere in the FJSP database
are prisoner names recorded.
However, with the use of open
sources such as newspapers or the
Internet, it is sometimes possible to
correlate data with known cases and
identify individuals. One could use
the Public Access to Court Electronic
Records (PACER) system, a fee-based
online database, to search docket in-
formation and retrieve court docu-
ments from a given district court.

One could also check the corre-
lation using the BOP’s “inmate
locator,” a web-based database that

The datasets obtained by the FJSP from a number of federal
agencies and courts, once standardized and “sanitized” of
identifying information, allow researchers to track anonymous
offenders through trial, sentencing, and imprisonment.
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allows one to look up any individual
by name or BOP ID number. Using
the first and last names of an inmate
(exactly as recorded by the BOP), one
can learn the individual’s age, race,
sex, projected release date, and the
name of the facility where he or she
is being held.

Useful Information?
Although the US government

provides statistics and other informa-
tion about national security cases, this
is often done at the aggregate level
and is not particularly useful for iden-
tifying individuals. Reflecting con-
cerns about privacy, all dates stored
in the FJSP database—such as the date
of arrest, the date the sentence was
imposed, the projected date of
release, and even the individual’s
date of birth—are deliberately
obscured. This makes it extremely
time-consuming to identify individu-
als from any but the most well known
cases.

As with any large database, par-
ticularly one that draws its data from
many sources at once, the chance of

clerical errors or erroneous or arbi-
trary classifications is always present.
Finally, one must not rule out the
possibility that, as an extra measure
to safeguard privacy or due to bu-
reaucratic reluctance to provide in-
formation about sensitive cases, data
may be deliberately and randomly
altered.

Increase in Cases
BOP statistics show a marked in-

crease in the number of individuals
found guilty of committing national
security crimes in the US in recent
years. According to FJSP statistics,
there were 56 individuals serving sen-
tences for committing national secu-
rity crimes in 2000.  As of Septem-
ber 2004, based on the most recent
monthly census figures, the number
had risen to 97. The increase is partly
due to the events that took place on
9/11.

According to the Department
of State, in 1994 there were a total
of 66 terrorist attacks against the US.
In 2001, there were 219 such attacks.
Since the BOP provides information

on individuals who have already been
tried and convicted, this number is
bound to increase in the coming
decade, when information is made
available on those arrested and tried
under the Patriot Act. According to
the Department of Justice’s Over-
view of the Patriot Act, one of the
ways in which the legislation im-
proves US counterterrorist efforts is
by increasing the penalties for those
who commit and support terrorist
crimes and operations, both at home
and abroad. In particular, the act “en-
hances the inadequate maximum
penalties for various crimes likely to
be committed by terrorists [and] en-
hances the number of conspiracy
penalties.”

The Patriot Act also created a
new offense that prohibits knowingly
harboring persons who have com-
mitted or are about to commit a va-
riety of acts of terrorism, an offense
that previously did not exist. The US
is not only getting tougher on
terrorists, it is also seeking to find
more of these criminals and punish
them before they commit a crime. 

Source: Federal Justice Statistics Resource Center (fjsrc.-urban.org)

National Security Prisoners in the US: 1997-2002
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NEW RESEARCH & PRISONER INFORMATION

Factory Protest Leader in Chongqing
Sentenced to Three Years

On October 22, 2004, the first draft of the Public
Order Management Punishment Law was submitted
for deliberation at the 12th session of the 10th National
People’s Congress Standing Committee. The law is
intended to be a major improvement over the 1986
Regulations on Public Order Management, last revised
a decade ago in 1994. In addition to giving firmer legal
basis to the management of public order (in law, rather
than statue) and updating the types of offenses covered
therein (adding, for example, punishments for football
hooliganism, establishing illegal Internet cafés, and use
of cell phones on airplanes), the draft also reveals an
effort to enact measures to safeguard certain human
rights.

 One important provision of the draft legislation
places a new limit on a certain type of administrative
detention. Under current regulations, there is a 15-day
limit on the length of time that one can be held in
administrative detention, but no limit on how long one
can be held in administrative detention for commit-
ting multiple offenses. The new law would maintain
the 15-day limit for administrative detention, but would
also impose a 30-day limit on administrative detention
for those who commit two or more violations of public
order management. In other words, the new law would
set 30 days as the maximum time that one may be held
under administrative detention, regardless of the
circumstances.

Another provision of the legislation would prohibit
police from using torture to extract confessions during
the investigation of public order management cases.
Any evidence obtained through torture, threats,
inducements, deceit, or other illegal methods would
be inadmissible. The proposed law would stipulate that
if interrogations of individuals who violate public or-
der management law exceed 12 hours, the public secu-
rity organ must notify the individual’s family or work

Draft of Public Order Management
Punishment Law Proposed

unit of their whereabouts and the reason that they are
being held for questioning. If this is not possible, the
relevant people’s procuratorate must be notified. Cur-
rent statute allows interrogation of individuals for up
to 24 hours without requiring public security officials
to contact the individual’s family or work unit.

No further discussion of the draft law was reported
to have taken place at the most recent (13th) session of
the 10th National People’s Congress Standing Com-
mittee held in December 2004. The legislation may
receive another review at the next session, scheduled
for March 2005. 

In a recent volume of Dui Hua’s Occasional Publi-
cations (No. 16, September 2004), we included the case
of a factory worker named Du Hongqi ( ) and
his wife, Li Tingying ( ), who were arrested in
December 2003 for leading two factory protests in
Chongqing’s Nan’an District. On October 18, 2004,
the Procuratorate Daily reported that Du Hongqi’s trial
had been concluded on October 15 and that a verdict
had been announced. Du was sentenced to three years’
imprisonment by the Nan’an District Court for “gath-
ering a crowd to disturb social order” (Article 290).

Though Du Hongqi was the leader and organizer
of both worker protests at his factory, it was for the
latter protest in September and October 2003—which
lasted for 15 days—that he was convicted. The court
found that the Mingguang Instrument Plant suffered
losses of more than 290,000 yuan due to the factory
gates being blocked during the protest. The newspaper
report made no mention of Li Tingying’s sentence. 

Correction: In the last issue of Dialogue (Issue 17, Fall
2004), we mistakenly reported that Tibetan prisoner
Ngawang Oezer was due to be released in April 2006. Tak-
ing into account his two-year sentence reduction, he was
in fact released in April 2004.

* * * * *
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Chinese Government Provides Responses on Seven Prisoners

On November 19, 2004, The Dui Hua Foundation re-
ceived the following two responses from the Chinese
government. This is the first time any information has been
given on Wu Shishen, who was included in one of Dui Hua’s
earliest Occasional Publications (No. 3, January 2000), and
is only the third response ever received on Li Junmin.

Wu Shishen ( ), male, born in December
1961, Han ethnicity. Sentenced on October 5, 1993 to
life imprisonment with deprivation of political rights
for life by the Beijing Higher People’s Court for com-
mitting the crime of illegally providing state secrets out-
side of the country. On March 11, 1996, his sentence
was reduced to 18 years and six months’ imprisonment
with eight years’ deprivation of political rights by the
Beijing Higher People’s Court. Because he truly ex-
pressed regret and a willingness to reform, he received
several sentence reductions and his term is now set to
expire on July 10, 2005. Currently serving his sentence
in Beijing No. 2 Prison.

Li Junmin ( ), male, a.k.a. Cheng Zhizheng,
born in April 1959, Han ethnicity, from Taibei, Taiwan.
Sentenced on February 24, 1984 to death with a two-
year reprieve and deprivation of political rights for life
by the Supreme People’s Court for committing the crime
of espionage. Because he was able to admit his guilt and
obey the law while serving his sentence, and because he
truly expressed regret and a willingness to reform, on
June 18, 1986 his sentence was reduced to life
imprisonment, and on December 21, 1994 his sentence
was reduced to 18 years’ imprisonment with seven years’
deprivation of political rights. After several more sen-
tence reductions, his term is now set to expire on Feb-
ruary 20, 2010. Currently serving his sentence at
Tilanqiao Prison in Shanghai. 

Dui Hua was provided with information on three more
prisoners on December 21, 2004. This is the first time that
Dui Hua has received information about Shi Xuezhi, who
was involved in the June 1989 democracy protests.

Shi Xuezhi ( ), male, born in April 1940,
Han ethnicity, high school education, prior to arrest
was a private entrepreneur. Sentenced on June 26, 1990
to life imprisonment by the Beijing Higher People’s
Court for committing the crime of arson. Currently

serving his sentence in Beijing’s Yanqing Prison. Be-
cause he truly expressed regret and a willingness to
reform, in 1993 his sentence was reduced to 16 years’
imprisonment with five years’ deprivation of political
rights. After subsequent reductions in March 1998,
August 2000, June 2003, and September 2004 totaling
one year and one month, this prisoner’s term will run
from April 26, 1993 to March 25, 2008.

Chen Yanbin ( ), male, 35 years old, sen-
tenced on March 5, 1991 to 15 years’ imprisonment
(sentence to run from September 13, 1990 to Septem-
ber 12, 2005) with four years’ deprivation of political
rights by the Beijing Intermediate People’s Court for
committing the crime of counterrevolutionary propa-
ganda and incitement. Currently serving his sentence
in Beijing No. 2 Prison. Because Chen deeply regrets
his criminal behavior and has earnestly accepted reform,
his sentence was reduced by three months in 1998. His
sentence will be completed on June 12, 2005.

Hu Shigen ( ), male, born in November
1955, prior to arrest was a teacher at the Beijing For-
eign Languages Institute. Sentenced on June 14, 1995
to 20 years’ imprisonment (sentence to run from May
27, 1992 to May 26, 2012) with five years’ deprivation
of political rights by the Beijing Intermediate People’s
Court for committing the crimes of organizing and lead-
ing a counterrevolutionary group and counterrevolu-
tionary propaganda and incitement. Currently serving
his sentence in Beijing No. 2 Prison. Although he has
completed more than half of his sentence, based on
his attitude toward reform he has still not yet met the
requirements for sentence reduction or parole. 

Li Jueming & Chen Gang Released

Dui Hua has also been informed by the rel-
evant departments that two individuals impris-
oned for crimes committed in June 1989 have been
released before the expirations of their sentences.
Guangdong prisoner Li Jueming (  ) was re-
leased on September 11, 2004 from Meizhou
Prison, and labor leader Chen Gang ( ) was
released from Longxi Prison in Hunan Province
on April 23, 2004.
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N E W S  A B O U T  D U I  H U A

Dui Hua’s Executive Director, John Kamm, had
a busy outreach calendar in 2004. One highlight was
the speech entitled “Engaging China on Human
Rights” that he delivered at the Brookings Institu-
tion in Washington, DC. Representatitives from the
US Departments of State and Defense, the House of
Representatives, various US and foreign universities,
foreign embassies, and NGOs attended the event.

In his speech, Kamm emphasized the importance
of engaging China on human rights issues and
pointed to recent developments within China that
suggest the government is working toward transpar-

Dui Hua Receives Grant from Norway

Kamm Speaks on “Engaging China on
Human Rights” at Brookings Institution

The Norwegian Royal Ministry of Foreign Af-
fairs has awarded The Dui Hua Foundation a grant
to support our work promoting respect for human
rights in China.

Dui Hua has worked with the Norwegian gov-
ernment and the Royal Norwegian Embassy in
Beijing since 2002, when John Kamm, Dui Hua’s
Executive Director, made his first trip to Oslo to meet
with Norwegian leaders. Since then, Dui Hua and
Norway have developed a relationship that has helped
many prisoners in China. Like other NGOs, Dui Hua
assisted in the preparation and analysis of prisoner
lists presented by Norway at the 7th and 8th Annual
Sino-Norwegian Round Tables. Several of the pris-
oners on Norway’s lists, such as labor leader Chen
Gang, originally sentenced to life in prison for his
role in organizing a large strike in 1989, have already
been released. Gong Shengliang, a Protestant house
church pastor, was shown clemency in part because
of Norway’s intervention.

Dui Hua is honored to have received the sup-
port of the Royal Ministry and looks forward to an-
other year of continued cooperation. 

ency and increased cooperation. He noted that China
was paying increased attention to its obligations un-
der international human rights treaties and observed
that a sense of competition with the US in the sphere
of human rights was not necessarily a bad thing.

Kamm also noted the willingness of China’s Min-
istry of Foreign Affairs (MFA) to facilitate exchanges
with other organizations on the topic of human rights.
He observed that the MFA has appointed a Special
Representative on Human Rights specifically to man-
age official human rights dialogues and praised the
staff of the MFA’s Human Rights Division as “among
the best and brightest in the diplomatic corps.” These
steps, Kamm argued, show that “China takes talking
about human rights very seriously.” 

To read the full text of Kamm’s speech, please visit our web
site, www.duihua.org.

Dui Hua Welcomes William McCahill
to its Board of Directors

The Board of Directors of The Dui Hua Founda-
tion has elected William C. McCahill, Jr. to a two-
year term as a director, commencing January 1, 2005.

Mr. McCahill had a distinguished 25-year career
in the foreign service of the United States, including
more than 10 years at diplomatic posts in China.
Throughout his Foreign Service career he demon-
strated a strong and abiding commitment to human
rights, and he successfully engaged his Chinese coun-
terparts in a results-oriented dialogue in this sensitive
area.

Bill McCahill is presently Senior International
Business Advisor for Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale
and Dorr LLP, a Washington-based law firm. He trav-
els frequently to China and maintains excellent work-
ing relations with Chinese officials. John Kamm, Dui
Hua’s Executive Director, said, “Bill McCahill knows
China like few Americans, and Dui Hua’s Board has
been greatly strengthened with his election as a
director. We are honored to welcome Bill McCahill
to the Board.” 


