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THE PRESIDENT’S VISIT TO VIETNAM: A
MISSED OPPORTUNITY TO ADVANCE
HUMAN RIGHTS

WEDNESDAY, JUNE 22, 2016

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

SUBCOMMITTEE ON AFRICA, GLOBAL HEALTH,
GLOBAL HUMAN RIGHTS, AND INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS,

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS,
Washington, DC.

The subcommittee met, pursuant to notice, at 2:00 p.m., in room
2200 Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. Christopher H. Smith
(chairman of the subcommittee) presiding.

Mr. SMITH. Subcommittee will come to order and good afternoon
to everyone.

Over the past 20 years, much has changed in Vietnam. Some Vi-
etnamese are a little richer, but universally recognized human
rights remain elusive for most.

The Vietnamese Communist Party has opened up a bit to the
outside world but remains closed to the idea of democracy and the
rule of law. U.S.-Vietnamese relations have warmed because of
Vietnam’s fears of China’s increasing economic power and its incur-
sions into the South China Sea.

But human rights improvements have not come from so-called
better relations. The administration has included Vietnam, a dicta-
torship, among several democracies in the Trans-Pacific Partner-
ship, granted potentially lucrative trade benefits to Communist
leaders.

Shockingly, during his recent trip, President Obama gave up the
U.S. arms embargo. In other words, the U.S. is poised to provide
leghal weapons to a brutal dictatorship that jails and tortures dis-
sidents.

Where are the background checks, Mr. President, of those sol-
diel;s and secret police who will have access to sophisticated weap-
ons?

Who will monitor the use or abuse of these lethal weapons? What
is triggered if U.S.-supplied weapons are used to commit atrocities?

The reality is that the administration chose to reward one of
Asia’s most repressive regimes with the region’s most worst human
rights record without getting any tangible progress on freedoms
and liberties.

We did hear the administration touting the bilateral labor con-
sistency plan. It’s signed as part of the TPP. But as the submitted
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testimony by Jackie Bong Wright states, as of today independent
labor unions remain prohibited. Labor activists are in jail and labor
organizers are severely beaten.

That the Vietnamese also detained and prevented civil society ac-
tivists from meeting President Obama during his visit was not just
an insult to the President, it is a bare-fisted demonstration of Viet-
nam’s repressive government.

His visit was an epic failure of diplomacy. The President has said
repeatedly that he wants to rise above history and heal wounds
with America’s old adversaries.

But that is not done by signing bad deals with dictators, giving
them lethal weapons, and getting nothing in return.

This is shortsighted, misguided, and driven by an ideological
agenda more than a clear assessment of long-term U.S. interests.
The end result of the President’s visit is that the American people
now get to subsidize the lifestyles of Communist Party leaders and
underwrite their repression of religious communities and rights ad-
vocates.

Vietnamese-Americans have asked this Congress and the last
three administrations to prioritize human rights concerns with
Hanoi.

But a small group of Vietnam “experts” in Washington veto these
plans, holding on to the mistaken belief that trade, investment, and
engagement will bring about political reform.

Trade, investment, and engagement failed to change Vietnam in
2001, the bilateral trade agreement failed to bring reforms in 2007
when Vietnam joined the WTO, and it will fail now.

Just look at China for what will happen when authoritarian gov-
ernments get rich. They get the resources they need to expand cen-
sorship and repression, to grow their secret police and military ca-
pabilities and, above all, to stay in power.

The President said famously in his inaugural address that if au-
thoritarian countries would unclench their fists the U.S. would ex-
tend an open hand.

But I see no tangible evidence that Vietnam, Cuba, or Iran, for
that matter, have unclenched their fists. In fact, just the opposite
is true.

The President seems more interested in photo opportunities with
dictators than standing up for persecuted individuals who share
our desire for freedom, democracy, and human rights.

This is not smart diplomacy. It is a surrender of U.S. interests
and values. Sadly, the President’s legacy will be the propping up
of a Communist old guard when he should be standing with the
new generation of freedom advocates in Vietnam.

We should stand with the oppressed, not with the oppressor. We
must stand in solidarity with them. Over 100 prisoners of con-
science remain detained in Vietnam, including human rights law-
yer Nguyen Van Dai.

I met with Nguyen Van Dai in Hanoi in 2005 and his courageous
wife, Vu Minh Khanh, testified at a subcommittee hearing several
weeks ago in anticipation of the President’s trip.

Why did the administration not demand the release of Vu’s hus-
band and all of these other prisoners and do so in public? To be
strong and bold yet diplomatic?
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Father Ly was released into house arrest a few months prior to
his sentence ending, and this is not a human rights breakthrough.
Father Ly went into prison healthy and vigorous but emerged sick-
ly and broken.

I met him years ago when he was under house arrest another
time after being released from a long incarceration. He is an amaz-
ing Catholic priest like so many of the leaders of the religious com-
munities including the Venerable Thich Quang Do with whom I
also met with and he continues to be under pagoda arrest.

I have met with a broad spectrum of Vietnam’s rights advocates,
religious leaders, and activists and I know there is a younger gen-
eration of Vietnam—66 percent of Vietnam is under the age of 40—
that looks to U.S. leadership.

They want the United States to push for political reforms and
universally-recognized human rights. They hunger for the type of
liberty and a life they see enjoyed by their relatives in New Jersey,
California, Virginia, Texas, Louisiana, and in many other parts of
this country and around the world—places where the Vietnamese
diaspora have migrated and have flourished and have been great
citizens.

It is for this reason that I am asking and making another push
to pass legislation that I have authored known as the Vietnam
Human Rights Act. This bill has passed four times only to be
blocked in the Senate—first time back in the year 2004.

The bipartisan Vietnam Human Rights Act will restore the right
priorities to U.S. policy toward Vietnam and will limit U.S. non-hu-
manitarian assistance that goes to Vietnam until there are con-
crete human rights protections.

The bill also says that Vietnam should be designated as a Coun-
try of Particular Concern (CPC) for its religious freedom violations.
Just last week, I chaired a hearing, and Dan will remember it well.

We had the Ambassador-at-Large for International Religious
Freedom and the former Chairman of the U.S. Commission on
International Religious Freedom and the Commission has made a
very strong and consistent appeal to the IRF office to put Vietnam
in that CPC category.

It had been taken off prematurely during an economic agreement
in the false hope that there would be deliverables that never hap-
pened.

People who came forward including those who signed Bloc 8406,
a wonderful human rights manifesto, found themselves targeted
because they signed on and did so openly in the belief that some-
how after the agreement with the United States there would be a
new era. That era has not happened.

We all know that CPC designation worked when it was used by
the Bush administration but, again, I believe that the Bush admin-
istration lifted it prematurely in anticipation of, but without, con-
crete changes made.

The Communist Party is not Vietnam’s future. That future lies
with the Nguyen Van Dais and many other advocates of political
ref(arm and human rights who seek our freedoms more than our
trade.

U.S. policy must send the unmistakable message to the Govern-
ment of Vietnam that human rights improvements are important
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to better relations critically linked to our mutual economic and se-
curity interests and will not be ignored nor will they be bargained
away.

The President failed to send this message. It is up to the Con-
gress and the next administration, although there are some months
remaining in this one, to restore the right priorities to the U.S.-
Vietnam relations.

I would like to now yield to my friend, Mr. Donovan, for any com-
ments.

Mr. DoNOVAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I would like to yield my time to give the witnesses more time to
testify. I look forward to their testimony and to their insight into
the relations between our country and theirs.

Mr. SmITH. Thank you.

I would like to now welcome our distinguished witnesses to the
witness table, beginning first with Pastor Rmah Loan, who is a
Montagnard pastor with Christian Missionary Alliance and later
became chaplain of a Montagnard church that is affiliated with the
Southern Evangelical Church of Vietnam. His church has 36,000
followers and the authorities often showcase it to foreign missions
that visit central highlands. Pastor Loan was the head of his
church only in title.

The government put in place an administrative committee to
oversee all operations of the church. It made all decisions and Pas-
tor Loan had no say whatsoever. Every statement of Pastor Loan
must be vetted by this committee and preapproved by the proper
security apparatus.

In June 2014, Pastor Loan and his wife came to the United
States at the invitation of a local church but they have not re-
turned under the threat of arrest.

We will then hear from Ms. Katie Duong, who is the overseas
representative of the Popular Bloc of Cao Dai Religion, also a mem-
ber of the Advisory Committee for Religious Freedom in Vietnam.

Until recently, her father, Mr. Duong Xuan Luong, a senior
member of the Popular Bloc of Cao Dai, continued to lead it in
Vietnam, facing increasing threats by local authorities who fled to
Thailand early this year but has continued to lead and advocate for
the Popular Bloc of Cao Dai Religion and has filed multiple reports
on violations of freedom of religion to the U.N. Special Rapporteur
on freedom of religion or belief.

We will then hear from Dr. Nguyen Dinh Thang, who I have
known for 25 years or more. Dr. Thang came to the United States
as a refugee from Vietnam in 1979.

After earning his Ph.D. he began volunteering at Boat People
SOS in 1988. Now serving as head of Boat People SOS, Dr. Thang
has worked for the past 25 years to resettle 20,000 boat people to
the U.S. after they were rescued from Vietnam and also has
worked to rescue more than 4,000 victims of trafficking.

He has received numerous awards for his extensive work on
human rights. He travels extensively to Asia and I would note par-
enthetically on the boat people it was Dr. Thang who alerted this
subcommittee.

It resulted in four hearings including a closed briefing with the
administration in the hopes that they would reform their efforts to
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send so many back who had been found to be real refugees. And
as a direct result of his leadership, those 20,000 people came in
under the ROVR program and had it not been for him that would
not have happened.

So thank you. Those families are deeply appreciative as am I and
this subcommittee for your leadership.

Then we welcome back again Mr. T. Kumar, who is Amnesty
International’s director for international advocacy. He has testified
many times before the U.S. Congress on human rights abuses.

He has served as a human rights monitor in many Asian coun-
tries as well as Bosnia, Afghanistan, Guatemala, Sudan, and South
Africa. He has also served as director of several refugee ships and
camps. T. Kumar was a political prisoner himself for 5 years in Sri
Lanka for his peaceful human rights activities.

Amnesty International adopted him as a prisoner of conscience
and now he, on the leadership side, tried to help many others and
to rescue many others from that cruel fate.

I would like to yield to Chairman Rohrabacher if he has any
opening comments.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. I am upset at this administration but I have
to be fair to this administration when I say that. I have been upset
with other administrations as well, Republican and Democratic,
when it comes to issues like being serious about human rights.

American leaders can sit right next to tyrants and gangsters and
not even bring up the fact that they have a one-child policy, for ex-
ample, in China where millions of babies were being murdered.

And in the case of Vietnam, you know, and we have a President
who can go to Vietnam but can’t go see General Sisi in Egypt. That
tells us something.

The Government of Vietnam is in no way consistent with what
the American people believe is honest government and consistent
with any of the principles of democracy that we believe in.

And this administration has just basically closed their eyes to
those particular fundamentals that are supposed to be the basis of
our own Government. Well, if we don’t believe in it enough to bring
this up and make that a major issue of contention between our gov-
ernments, what does that say about our own beliefs in our own sys-
tem here?

So, Mr. Chairman, again, I always admire your willingness to
spend your time and your effort to focus on the fundamental issue
that really counts and that is whether we respect the human rights
of the people of whatever country it is and whether we expect those
governments to maintain a certain standard.

Vietnam is nowhere near that standard and the United States
needs to say so aggressively and if indeed they want to make
things better we should work with them and try to make it better.

But at this point, they certainly haven’t come close, and thank
you for holding this hearing today.

Mr. SMITH. Thank you, Chairman Rohrabacher.

Pastor Loan.
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STATEMENT OF PASTOR RMAH LOAN (FORMER HEAD, SOUTH-
ERN EVANGELICAL CHURCH OF VIETNAM—DAK NONG
PROVINCE)

[The following statement was delivered through an interpreter.]

Pastor LoaN. The Honorable Christopher Smith, distinguished
Members of Congress, my name is Rmah Loan. I was born on Feb-
ruary 12th, 1950. I have been a pastor for 44 years under the
Southern Evangelist Church of Vietnam.

From 1967 to 1969, I assisted American special forces during the
Vietnam War. Afterward, I went to biblical school in Ban Me Thuot
to study theology.

I worked as a pastor in residence for 2 years until I was detained
by the Communist force in 1975. I was imprisoned for 8 years.

I was in jail for 8 years because of my Christian belief and sup-
port for the United States Armed Forces. After my release from
prison, I remained under house arrest until 1986.

In 1986, I was appointed by the Southern Evangelical Christians
of Southern Vietnam to be in charge of the Evangelical Church in
Budak village where I remained until 2014.

In 2014, I came to the United States for church-related business
but then found out I could return to Vietnam in safety. Now I am
asking this great nation to grant me asylum because if I return to
Vietnam I will be imprisoned again, tortured, and even killed.

Today, I would like to tell you about my church in Budak, Thuan
An, Dak Mil, Dak Nong Province. This church serves approxi-
mately 100,000 followers throughout Dak Nong Province that in-
%ld}(;ls ethnic Bunong, Hmong, Giao, San Chi, Nung, Tay, and

nh.

In 2007, Hanoi allowed the congregation to build the church in
Budak. Even though we have a church, we do not have the freedom
to practice our religion. The Vietnamese Government controls the
executive committee that leads the church.

Any time we want to hold elections for the executive committee,
we have to inform the subdistrict, district, and the Dak Nong Prov-
ince police to request their permission.

The church must provide full names of our candidates for back-
ground checks. To be eligible, a candidate must not have been in
service of the South Vietnam Government or a member of the
FULRO, United Front for the Liberation of Oppressed Races, or
any deemed to be opposed to the Hanoi Government.

On election day, the government authorities preside over the
election process. The government authorities also attend and ob-
serve all ordination ceremonies.

When the church wants to celebrate holidays such as Christmas,
Easter or for a wedding or a funeral service, the pastor must get
prior permission from the authorities—the specific date, time, du-
ration of the service, as well as the number of participants.

The pastor must provide the text of his sermon to the govern-
ment 7 days before the service for prior approval. The government
even controls the words that we can use in our sermon.

It is forbidden to use such words as devil because in Vietnamese
“ma quy” can be flipped around to spell “My qua” meaning that
Americans are coming back. For such absurd reasons, we may not
mention devil in our sermon.
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Similarly, we may not say that Christ is coming again because
the authorities interpret that as meaning Americans will return to
Vietnam.

The Vietnamese Government accused Protestantism to be an
American religion, neither may we use the word freedom because
the government believes that freedom refers to America, as in the
Land of the Free.

The authorities also send their operatives to come and monitor
our services. At the start of the service, the program leader must
recognize and give thanks to the Communist Party and government
officials first and then we can give thanks to the Lord, the guests
and the church, in that order.

In 2014, my wife and I came to the United States at the invita-
tion of a local church. As soon as we were in the country, we re-
ceived notice from a fellow pastor in Vietnam advising me not to
return because the authorities were investigating my children
about our whereabouts.

The authorities suspect that I had disclosed to the world the
death by torture of a Hmong member of my church. In 2013, Hoang
Van Ngai, a faithful and dedicated deacon at our church, was de-
tained and beaten to death.

The authorities ordered me to never mention this incident and
threatened my life if I dare to defy their order. In 2014, news about
Deacon Ngai’s death by torture became known to the world.

The authorities suspect that I was the source of information. I
was not. Regardless, if I return to Vietnam now, I will be detained,
tortured and likely killed the same way they killed Deacon Hoang
Van Ngai.

It has not been easy on me and my wife because our children are
left in Vietnam. I am applying for asylum in the United States but
it can take years for my fate to be decided.

America is the land that was founded in religious freedom. Just
like the immigrants and refugees from hundreds of years ago, I
have reached the shore of America, seeking safety and freedom.

I ask that you, as the leaders of the United States, to never for-
get that millions of people around the world are suffering every day
all because of the god they believe in. I ask that you continue to
protect them and also that you protect my wife and me so we do
not have to face persecution in the hands of Vietnamese authori-
ties.

We believe President Obama and leaders of the free world must
have a road map for peace, freedom and democracy for Vietnam.

We must stand with one voice, one heart, and one task, working
together to defend the rights of religious freedom for Montagnard
Evangelical Christians and all Vietnamese citizens in Vietnam.

Thank you for the privilege to speak freely for the first time in
41 years. Thank you for remembering the Montagnard people and
taking a stand for our survival. May God bless you and the United
States of America.

May God bless you and the United States of America.

Thank you for the time to speak and my chance to be here in
America. I want to stay here so I can save my life.

[The prepared statement of Pastor Loan follows:]



Restrictions on and Repression of Religious Freedom
in Vietnam

Statement of Pastor Rmah Loan
before

The House Foreign Relations Committee
Subcommittee on Subcommittee on Africa, Global Health,
Global Human Rights, and International Organizations

Hearing entitled “The President’s Visit to Vietnam: A Missed
Opportunity to Advance Human Rights” on June 22, 2016

The Honorable Christopher Smith
Distinguished members of Congress

My name is Loan Rmah. T was born on February 12, 1950 and has been a pastor for 44 years
under the Southern Evangelist Church of Vietnam.

From 1967-1969, | assisted American Special Forces during the Vietnam War.
After the war | went to Biblical School in Ban Me Thuot to study theology.

I worked as a Pastor in residence for two years until 1 was detained by the Communist forces in
1975. I was imprisoned for eight years because of my Christian faith and my support to the
United States armed forces.

After my release from prison 1 remained under house arrest until 1986.

In 1986 Twas appointed by the SECV to be in charge of the Evangelical Church at Budak
Village, where I remained until 2014. In 2014 I came to the United States for church-related
business but then found out that T could return to Vietnam in safety. Now T am asking that this
great nation to grant me asylum because if I return to Vietnam, [ will be imprisoned again,
tortured, and even killed.

Today I would like to tell you about my Church in Budak, Thuan An, DakMil, Daknong
Province. This Church serves approximately 100,000 followers throughout Daknong Province.
They include ethnic Bunong, Hmong, Giao, San chi, Nung, Tay and Kinh.



In 2007 Hanoi allowed our Congregation to build the church in Budak.

Even though we have a church, we do not have the freedom to practice our religion. The

The Vietnamese government controls the Executive Committee that leads the church. Anytime
we want to hold elections of the Executive Committee, we have to inform the Sub-district,
District and Daknong Province Police to request their permission. The Church must provide
them the full names of all candidates for background check. To be eligible, a candidate must not
have been in service of the South Vietnamese Government, or a member of the FULRO (United
Front for the Liberation of Oppressed Races) movement or any group deemed to be opposing the
Hanoi Government. On election date, the government authority presides over the election
process. The government authority also attends and observes all ordination ceremonies.

When the church wants to celebrate holidays such as Christmas or Easter, or offer wedding or
funeral services, the Pastor must get prior permission from the authority and specify the day,
time and duration of the services as well as the number of participants. The Pastor must provide
the text of his sermon to the government seven days before the services for prior approval.

The government even controls the words that we can use in our sermons. Tt is forbidden to use
words such as “devil” because in Vietnamese “ma quy” can be flipped around to spell as “My
qua”, meaning that Americans coming back. For such an absurd reason, we may not mention
“devil” in our sermons. Similarly, we may not say “The Christ is coming again” because the
authority interprets that as meaning “Americans will return to Vietnam.” The Vietnamese
government accuses Protestantism to be an American religion. Neither may we use the word
“freedom” because the government believes that freedom refers to America as in the “land of the
free”.

The authorities also send their operatives to come and monitor our religious services. At the start
of the services, the program leader must recognize and give thanks to the Communist Party and
government officials first. Then we can give thanks the Lord, the guests and the Church, in that
order.

In 2014, my wife and | came to the United States at the invitation of a local church. Soon 1
received notices from fellow pastors in Vietnam advising me not to return because the authorities
were investigating my children about our whereabouts. The authorities suspected that 1 had
disclosed to the world the death by torture of a Hmong member of my Church.

In 2013, Hoang Van Ngai, a faithful and dedicate deacon at our church, was detained and beaten
to death. The authorities ordered me to never mention this incident and threatened my life if T
dare to dety their order. In 2014, news about Deacon Ngai’s death by torture became known to
the world. The authorities suspected that I was the source of information. I was not.

Regardless, T return to Vietnam now, T will be detained, tortured, and likely killed the same way
they killed Deacon Hoang Van Ngai.

It has not been easy on me and my wife because our children are left in Vietnam. Iam applying
for asylum in the United States but it could take years for my fate to be decided.
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America is a land that was founded on religious freedom. Just like the immigrants and refugees
from hundreds of years ago, | have reached the shores of America seeking safety and freedom.

I ask that you, as leaders of the United States, to never forget that millions of people around the
world are suffering every day, all because of the God they believe in. I ask that you continue to
protect them and also that you protect my wife and me so we do not face persecution in the
hands of the Vietnamese authorities.

We believe President Obama and leaders of the free world must have a road map for peace,
freedom and democracy for Vietnam. We must not allow the yoke of persecution imposed on
Christians and followers of other faith to continue. We must stand with one voice, one heart and
one task: Working together to defend the right to religious freedom for Montagnard Evangelical
Christians and all Vietnamese citizens in Vietnam.

Thank you for the privilege to speak freely for the first time in the past 41 years. Thank you for
remembering the Montagnard people and taking a stand for our survival.

May God bless you and the United States of America.
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Mr. SMITH. Pastor Loan, thank you for your very courageous and
compelling testimony. It really is extremely helpful that the Amer-
ican public, this subcommittee, the Congress, hear what you just
said as well as our other witnesses. So on behalf of all of us, thank
you so very much.

I would like to now recognize Ms. Duong. Please present your
testimony.

STATEMENT OF MS. KATIE DUONG, OVERSEAS
REPRESENTATIVE, POPULAR BLOC OF CAO DAI RELIGION

Ms. DUONG. Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen, Mr. Chair-
man and distinguished Members of Congress. My name is Katie
Duong Skiba and it is my honor to be here today to present about
my religion, Cao Dai, which is a very small religion founded in
Vietnam in 1926.

Now, we Cao Dai people call for unity, love, peace and respect
for all other faiths and we have our own faith, rituals, and tradi-
tions. However, the Communists—the Vietnamese Communist Gov-
ernment has been trying to change everything.

And my presentation today will have three parts—government
takeover, ongoing persecutions, and request for support.

So the government took over our main temple after 1975 and dis-
banded all the leadership’s organization and they basically told us
to go home. And after that they confiscated our main temple and
all other temples, and after a while they appointed their people—
the Communist people—to control the temple and the whole Cao
Dai Religion.

They changed our rituals and they forced all of us to obey their
disciplines, which we do not agree, and because of that we have
been facing a lot of ongoing persecutions. And then I would like to
show you a few pictures of the recent.

So since 1975, we have been facing, you know, government take-
over and we have been trying so hard to get together and tell the
government that we need religious freedom—give us the right—
give us back the temple.

This happened in May last year when almost 1,000 people went
back to the temple asking them to let us hold a meeting to elect
our own leaders instead of them forcing the Communist leader on
us.

And they basically banned us from approaching the temple, and
I can show you a lot of people who could not get into the premises.
And it’s kind of dark but you can see the man was arrested and
these women have paint on their ao dai, which is the traditional
dress that the Cao Dai people wear.

So these are things that happened and at a funeral if we don’t
let the Communist Cao Dai come to host the ceremony they will
attack us. And you see that this is the funeral—the ceremony that
we had and, you know, got destroyed, basically.

And this is the Divine Eye installation which is a very important
ceremony that people have—religion have to install that at their
house. You see the first picture there’s a picture of the Divine Eye.

But the second picture of the Divine Eye portrait was taken
away by those people. That is a very insulting action and they basi-
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cally came in and we closed the door and they tried to get in. They
attacked us and this has been, like, ongoing.

It is not one incident. It has been going on and on and on. We
got hurt. People got imprisoned and vandalism and people got ar-
rested in the van or truck.

Do you see that? In the last picture on the bottom right corner,
people was arrested to the government offices just because we are
practicing our religion.

And these documents show that these people could not get out
of the country because they are trying to go to Thailand to attend
their Asian Religious Freedom Forum.

So we have all different kinds of persecutions and ongoing viola-
tions for religious freedom. A personal example would be my family
and my father.

He was arrested and put into jail when I was 15 and my younger
sister was only 10. My mother had to take care of the whole family
of four children by herself and with a lot of difficulty financially
caused by the government.

And then after getting out of prison, my father continued to fight
for religious freedoms and then—and they continued to harass him.
In 2008, they tried to arrest him again to put him in jail.

But, luckily, he was not at home and they have been trying to
arrest him since then, and recently they have been given threats
again. So my father has to, you know, get out of the country. As
a U.S. citizen I have sponsored my father and my mother to come
with me to the United States.

My mom could come with me but my father, unfortunately, the
Vietnamese Government refused to give him a passport or any doc-
umentation to go through the visa process.

My last section will be our request for support. If possible, we
would love to remain independent from the government control.

We don’t want any interference from the government and we
want to reserve our culture the unique way that we practice our
religions. In order to do so we have to have freedom of, you know,
movement, freedom of assembly, association, freedom of speech,
and information.

We want the Vietnamese Government to respect human rights,
especially religious freedom rights that they have signed for the
universal agreement with the United Nations.

And with the growing bilateral development connection between
the U.S. Government and the Vietnamese Government, the U.S.
Government has solid ground to remind the Vietnamese Govern-
ment to respect that and that is a value that the U.S. has been liv-
ing on. So we look forward to that and I appreciate your time.

I appreciate your concern and we, the Cao Dai people, really
need and appreciate it.

Thank you.

[The prepared statement of Ms. Duong follows:]
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Statement of Katie Duong
Overseas Representative
Popular Council of Cao Dai Religion

Before

US House of Representatives. Committee on Foreign Affairs. Subcommittee on Africa, Global
Health, Global Human Rights, and International Organizations.

Hearing entitled “The President’s Visit to Vietnam: A Missed Opportunity to Advance Human
Rights” on June 22, 2016.

CAODAISM: ESTABLISHMENT AND GOVERNMENT TAKEOVER

Third Amnesty of God or Bai Dao Tam Ki Pha B4, also known as Caodaism or Cao Dai Religion, is
an endogenous religion founded in South Vietnam in 1926. Caodaism calls for unity, love,
justice, peace, freedom, democracy and respects for all faiths. Our faith also requires that we
follow and obey our religion’s code or rules, but the Viethamese Communist Party has forced
Caodaist disciples to follow its policies and to abandon our Religious Constitution established by
God, including our laws, traditional rituals and our organizing bodies and institutions.

Prior to the fall of the Republic of Vietnam in April 1975, all religious activities of Caodaism
were managed by three Councils: Popular Council, Sacerdotal Council and Superior Council.
They had the power to make or modify religious laws/rules, and the combined power of the
three Councils was equal to God’s power. All laws/rules must be ratified by the three Councils,
who then submit them to the Supreme Being for final approval -- all positions of Caodaist
dignitaries must be approved by God and Divine Spirits through spiritist séances.

In 1979, the Communist regime disbanded the Sacerdotal Council of the Caodai Tayninh Holy
See; dissolved all Cao Dai Religious Administrations from the central to local levels; and
established the Governance Council (Hoi Dong Chuong Quan), an entity under the
government’s control. Forty of the forty-six religious properties belonging to the Tayninh Holy
See were confiscated. Some of the properties were demolished, some were misused, and some
were left vacant. The government appointed the Cao Dai Governance Council and Communist
Party members to run all confiscated properties. In 18997, the government-created Governance
Council modified Caodai’s canonical laws and traditional rituals to allow them to take control of
all religious activities of Cao Dai religion. We independent Cao Daiists call them the “Cao Dai
1997 Sect”. Cao Dai followers who do not submit themselves to this sect are banned from
practicing their religion.

I am a member of the Popular Council of Cao Dai Religion. We re-established the Popular
Council of Cao Dai Religion in 2008 in order to eventually restore the true Cao Dai religion that
was founded in 1926. We do not accept the leadership of Cao Dai 1997 Sect. We have been
asking the government to let us elect our own leaders and restore our religion. Repression and
persecution is the answer that we received.

DIFFICULTIES FACED TODAY: KEY INCIDENTS SINCE 2015

Below are some examples illustrating the ongoing persecution against independent Cao Dai
followers.
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CaoDai Tayninh Holy See, Tay Ninh — May 2015

More than 900 members of Cao Dai Popular Council signed a petition to the government to
hold a general assembly meeting at the Cao Dai Holy See in Tay Ninh on May 27, 2015 for
independent Cao Dai members to elect their own religious leaders. When these members
gathered for the meeting, police officers and authorities barricaded the gates, blocking them
from entering the temple’s premises. The police attacked some members, arrested some
others, and dispersed the rest. The meeting did not materialize because of so many
interruptions and obstacles put in place by the government.

Cu Chi, Ho Chi Minh City — June 2015

Cao Dai Popular Council members gathered to discuss the articles published in a Viethamese
state-run magazine related to the failed May 2015 meeting; the article described the meeting
as an illegal act of rebels. The meeting was held at the house of Mr. and Mrs. Vo in Ca Chi
County, HCMC. The People's Committee of Cu Chi County sent its agents to disband the
meeting. Later that day, it delivered a “Notice on prohibition of illegal propaganda” to the
residence of Mr. and Mrs. Vo.

Trang Bang, Tay Ninh — July 2015

Cao Dai members gathered at the home of Mrs. Nguyen Thi Kim Thoi in Trang Bang District, Tay
Ninh Province to attend the private ceremony to install the Divine Eye portrait at her home’s
altar. A Commune police officer in uniform came to the site to direct a mob assault against the
attendants. They smashed the furniture and demolished the Divine Eye portrait.

Hoa Thanh, Tay Ninh — November 2015

Cao Dai members gathered at the house of Mrs. Pham Kim Anh in Hda Thanh District, Tay Ninh
Province for the ceremony marking the final period of mourning for an adherent. Members of
the Cao Dai 1997 Sect came to the site with the commune police. They used megaphones to
order Cao Dai worshippers to leave the ceremony area. They then proceeded to overturn tables
full of food, vandalize ceremony decorations and furniture, and damage part of the house. They
also forced the homeowner to follow them to People’s Committee office, where he was
detained for several hours. The victim was let go only after many Cao Daiists showed up to
demand his release.

Go Dau, Tay Ninh — November 2015

Cao Dai members gathered at the household of Mrs. Cao Thi Chinh, in Go Dau District, Tay Ninh
Province to attend the rite of installing the Divine Eye portrait at her home’s altar. The Cao Dai
1997 Sect sent its members and thugs to interrupt the ceremony. They destroyed furniture and
decorations, trashed the food, confiscated phones and cameras of attendants, and ordered
them to end the rituals.

Binh Duong, Tay Ninh — March 2016

Cao Dai member Duong Xuan Luong (who has been under warrant arrest since 2008) received a
threat from the police that he would be arrested anytime unless he cooperated with the
government and stopped advocacy for religious freedom. The threat was real and imminent
because he had been imprisoned before for 30 months. He had to flee to Thailand for safety
and is seeking refugee status with the United Nations. He is my father. As U.S. citizen, |
sponsored him and my mother to come to the United States. However, only my mother could
leave Vietnam to join me. The Vietnamese government refused to issue my father a passport or
any travel document in order to go through the immigrant visa process.
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Vinh Long, Tien Giang, Long An — Vietnam — May 2016

Seven members from Cao Dai Popular Council in 3 provinces were threatened by the
government authorities and ordered to stop all contact and cooperation with Dr. Nguyen Dinh
Thang, President and CEQ of BPSQOS, or they will be arrested. The government officers falsely
accused that Dr. Nguyen Dinh Thang aims to overthrow the Vietnamese government, and
therefore whoever connected with him will be arrested. These Cao Dai members attended the
Conference on Freedom of Religion or Belief in Southeast Asia in Bangkok, Thailand last
September and/or participated in training sessions on how to report violations of religious
freedom to the United Nations. Both activities were organized by BPSOS.

ONGOING PERSECUTION

Cao Dai members who do not submit themselves to the government-controlled Cao Dai 1997
Sect face the following forms of persecution:

- Loss of freedom of movement: Prominent Cao Dai members such as Tran Quoc Tien, Vo Van
Quang, Tran Ngoc Suong, Nguyen Xuan Mai, Nguyen Van Thiet, and Luong Thi No have been
placed under travel ban.

- Impending arrest: At least one Cai Dai follower, my own father, has not been able to stay in
any one place for long due to personal safety since an arrest warrant was issued against him
in 2008. He had to get out of Vietnam and currently seeks refugee status in Thailand.

- Threats to livelihood: Local authorities have used different ploys and obstacles to negatively
affect the businesses, employment and income-earning activities of Cao Dai practitioners
deemed to be non-compliant to the Cao Dai 1997 Sect.

- Harassment: Many Cao Dai followers receive multiple “invitations to work” with the
commune police officers, which practically constitutes arbitrary short-term detention, and
are monitored by the police on a daily basis regarding what they do, where they go, and
who they meet.

PLAN OF ACTIONS AND REQUEST FOR SUPPORT

As Cao Dai followers, we wish to retain our independence from government control and be able
to practice our religion as we see fit. To do so, we aim to hold a Popular Meeting to elect our
leaders and to reform our own religious organization. In order to achieve this ultimate goal, we
need freedoms of movement, assembly and association. We also need freedoms of speech and
information, and the right to retain and practice our unigue culture and traditions. These are
rights stated in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and further enshrined in the many
legally binding treaty bodies to which Vietham is a party. Freedom of religion includes these
other rights and the Viethnamese government must not only allow us to exercise these rights but
promote and protect them.

In pursuit of our goal, we are seeking support from independent religious communities and civil
society organizations in Vietham to pressure the government to uphold its binding human
rights obligations and not interfere with our Popular Meeting to elect our own leaders.

We are also seeking international support, especially from the U.S. government. With
expanding bilateral relations with Vietnam, the U.S. government has solid ground to demand
that the Viethamese government live up to its obligations to respecting and protecting human
rights, including our right to religious freedom.
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We ask civil society around the world to endorse and support our efforts to re-establish the
organizational structure of our religion as established in 1926, and to raise their voice of
concern to the Viethamese government on our behalf so that we can enjoy freedom of religion
in the near future.

Thank you for your time and support. We, independent Cao Dai followers, urgently need and
highly appreciate it.

Sincerely,
On behalf of

The Popular Council of Cao Dai Religion in Vietnam — Washington DC June 22, 2016.
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Mr. SMITH. Ms. Duong, thank you very much for your testimony,
for detailing in your written submission seven specific instances
which give greater detail as to the pervasiveness of these actions—
and these were instances in 2015—which, of course, continue to
today.

And without objection, your full statement and that of all of our
distinguished witnesses will be made a part of the record. But
thank you for your witness.

Ms. DUONG. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. SMITH. Dr. Thang.

STATEMENT OF NGUYEN DINH THANG, PH.D., PRESIDENT AND
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER, BOAT PEOPLE SOS

Mr. THANG. Mr. Chairman and distinguished members of the
committee, thank you for holding this hearing at this very critical
time about missed opportunities to advance freedoms for 93 million
Vietnamese people.

As the previous speakers have said very well, the situation of re-
ligions in Vietnam remains very dire and deplorable. President
Obama could have used his recent state visit to Vietnam to at least
try to curb the backsliding in human rights in that country.

He could have insisted that Vietnam release a significant num-
ber of prisoners of conscience before announcing the lifting of the
arms embargo. That didn’t happen.

He could have challenged the leadership of Vietnam to answer
the people’s demand for transparency in the case of 80 tons of dead
fish as a gesture showing commitment to the environmental protec-
tion which, by the way, is a requirement under the Trans-Pacific
Partnership, or TPP, and he didn’t speak out on that issue either.

President Obama could have demanded unhindered access to in-
dividuals he wanted to meet comparable to the level of access ac-
corded to the Vietnamese President when he visited here in the
States. Or President Obama could have called on authorities to
honor the Convention Against Torture, which the National Assem-
bly of Vietnam just ratified by, investigating and prosecuting
known violators, and there are many of them.

President Obama didn’t do any of the above, disappointingly. Of
the hundreds of prisoners of conscience, only Father Nguyen Van
Ly was released and only by 10 weeks in advance of the end of his
term of imprisonment.

Hundreds of peaceful pro-environment protestors were arrested,
detained and some were even beaten the weekend before and after
the President’s state visit to Vietnam. Civil society members in-
vited to meet with the President were confined to their homes or
even kidnapped.

On top of that, two American citizens were abducted and de-
tained, and by the way, one of them is here in this room—Miss
Dolly Khuu. She was one of the American citizens kidnapped and
detained in Vietnam.

The President brought home to America a $11.3 billion deal for
Boeing, which is great. However, nothing for human rights, and the
backsliding has accelerated of late.
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In just 1 week, 3 months ago—in just 1 week, four bloggers and
three land rights activists were sentenced to a total of 33 years of
imprisonment.

Many former prisoners of conscience who were only recently re-
leased from prison or house detention have been rearrested such
as—and you know him very well, Mr. Chairman—lawyer Nguyen
Van Dai, land rights activist Can Thi Theu and pro-democracy ad-
vocate Tran Anh Kim.

Many independent religious communities are facing increasingly
brutal repression. Last August, a Hmong Christian was arrested
the day after his meeting with members of the U.S. Commission on
International Freedom (USCIRF).

He was brutally tortured for 2 days and had to be hospitalized
because he had met with the U.S. delegation and in January of this
year a Montagnard pastor died from injuries caused by torture by
the police.

A fellow Montagnard pastor reported this death at a meeting
with Ambassador David Saperstein last month. He himself was ar-
rested and interrogated for 2 days.

His interrogators threatened him with disappearance and harm
to his wife and children if he did not stop reporting violations and
did not renounce his faith.

Mrs. Tran Thi Hong, the wife of imprisoned Lutheran Pastor
Nguyen Cong Chinh and a human rights defender herself, was also
arrested after her meeting with Ambassador Saperstein.

She was subjected to repeated beatings and torture. Her daily
“working” session with the police was suspended just before the ar-
rival of President Obama to Vietnam but resumed immediately
after his departure.

I am glad to say that now it has stopped, thanks to the very
strong intervention from Ambassador Saperstein himself. And let
me show the picture of Mrs. Hong here.

This is Pastor Nguyen Cong Chinh. He himself was brutalized
several years ago before his imprisonment and this is Mrs. Hong,
after the torture session—she was dumped in front of her house.

She couldn’t walk at all. She couldn’t stand up. The neighbors
passing by found her on the street and dragged her home. And this
is her, Mrs. Hong, and the injuries to her knees and legs and feet
and hands.

And this is another incident of torture and you can see bruises
and red marks on her face, and this is how the Vietnamese Govern-
ment treated people who have met with U.S. delegations.

And I believe it is an affront to our Government that President
Obama didn’t raise that issue, didn’t condemn the Government of
Vietnam to have done such things.

And in the light of all these disturbing trends, somehow our ad-
ministration still hangs its hope on Vietnam’s promise to pass its
first law on religion.

Its latest draft would only cement the status quo and even make
it worse by creating more bureaucratic layers of registration re-
quirements and by completely eliminating the one section that was
good in previous drafts.

That was the section on compliance with international standards.
That section had been removed in the latest draft of that law.
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Unless fundamentally and drastically modified, having no law at
all would be a lesser evil.

In early 2007, the Vietnamese Government launched a brutal po-
litical clamp down against dissidents and religious leaders right
after it had gotten all it wanted, namely accession to the WTO, the
lifting of the CPC designation, permanent normal trade relation
status with the U.S. and playing host to the APEC Summit.

The situation now is strikingly and disturbingly similar to then.
Vietnam just got the U.S. arms embargo lifted, the TPP signed,
and it will host again the APEC Summit next year.

It is therefore critical that Congress now acts so as to avert the
repeat of the 2007 fiasco by demanding that Vietnam be redesig-
nated a Country of Particular Concern and that violators of reli-
gious freedom be placed under a U.S. visa ban, by enacting legisla-
tion which—with stricter monitoring and reporting requirements
and more effective sanctions against human rights abusers, by de-
laying the ratification of TPP to allow for sufficient time to test
Vietnam’s willingness and resolve to honor labor rights, environ-
mental protection and freedom of religion, to end torture and to
combat modern-day slavery, by making any future sale of lethal
weapons contingent on Vietnam’s release of all prisoners of con-
science, by giving Vietnam’s civil society—and this is very impor-
tant—recognition and legitimacy through direct dialogue with its
representatives of civil society networks such as Bloc 8406, Viet-
namese Independent Civil Society Organizations Network, or
VICSON, and Vietnam Multi-faith Roundtable, which was just re-
cently formed, and finally, by coordinating intervention efforts with
parliamentarians of other countries.

There are many of them in Europe as well as in ASEAN who
would be very much interested in working and collaborating with
U.S. Members of Congress.

With that, I thank you again, Mr. Chairman and Members of
Congress.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Thang follows:]
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Mr. Chairman and distinguished members of the Committee:

Thank you for holding this hearing at this time. Exactly a month has passed since President
Obama announced, in Ha Noi, the total lifting of the U.S. arms embargo against Vietnam.
Vietnam offered no human rights concession in return. It is therefore important for Congress to
take action and ensure that further expansion of partnership with Vietnam will promote our core
values of liberty and human dignity.

President Obama could have insisted that ending the arms embargo be contingent on the
unconditional and immediate release of political and religious prisoners. That was not the case.
And we saw the rise in the number of arrests and prison sentences in the months preceding his
trip to Vietnam.

President Obama could have used the recent environmental disaster that had resulted in 80
million tons of dead fish to test the Vietnamese authorities’ commitments to the environmental
protection clause of the Trans-Pacific Partnership. That clause requires government’s
transparency and public participation. Responding to popular demand for transparency, the
Vietnamese government arrested hundreds of peaceful protesters the weekends before and after
the President’s state visit. Many of them were bloodily assaulted by the police.

As a public affront to the United States, Vietnamese police blocked or kidnapped civil society
activists who had been invited to a personal meeting with President Obama in Ha Noi. The
following day in Saigon, they arrested a college student while he was waiting in line, with
invitation letter in hand, for a town meeting with President Obama. President Obama could have
insisted on “no interference” as condition of his state visit, but he did not.

President Obama could have spoken out against the persecution of independent religious
communities, especially because such persecution had been intentionally conducted in plain sight
and in the face of our government.

Last August, Mr. Ma Van Pa, a Hmong Christian, was arrested the day after his meeting with
commissioners of the U.S. Commission on International Religious Freedom (USCIRF) in Tuyen
Quang Province. For two days he was subjected to torture — the police wanted to know what had
been shared with the U.S. delegation. He suffered severe head injuries and had to be
hospitalized.

Then in March of this year, Montagnard Pastor Y Nuen Ayun was arrested after having met with
U.S. Ambassador David Saperstein. Thanks to listening devices, the police knew that he had
reported the death by torture of a fellow Montagnard pastor two months earlier. At the end of
two days of interrogation, the police told him that they can make him disappear and harm his
wife and children anytime.

Mrs. Tran Thi Hong, the wife of imprisoned Lutheran Pastor Nguyen Cong Chinh and a human
rights defender herself, fared even worse. Two weeks after Ambassador Saperstein had visited
her at her home in Kontum, the police subjected her to repeated beatings and torture. Her
meeting with the U.S. Ambassador violated Vietnam’s law, she was told. Her daily “working”
session with the police was suspended just prior to President Obama’s arrival and resumed
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immediately after his departure. It stopped in early June, after strong intervention by the U.S.
State Department and our embassy in Vietnam.

I believe it’s not pure coincidence that persecution has increased in recent months. The
government wants to prove to the Vietnamese people, particularly human rights advocates, that it
can get all the benefits it wants from the United States without making any concessions on
human rights in return. Unfortunately, President Obama’s Vietnam visit has lent credibility to
that message.

Testitying before this same Committee last week, Ambassador Saperstein correctly pointed out
that, in the context of Vietnam, promises are meaningless without verifiable implementation.
Problematically, the Vietnamese government only makes vague and unverifiable promises.

As you may remember, Mr. Chairman, in 2006 Ambassador John Hanford recommended lifting
the CPC designation for Vietnam because its government had agreed to a long list of promises.
But Vietnam insisted that these promises be kept confidential, which made verification
practically impossible.

A fiasco ensued. The Vietnamese government issued Ordinance on Belief and Religion and the
implementation decree. Both were designed to manage and control religious activities rather than
to respect and protect the right to freedom of religion or belief. Yet the Bush Administration still
lifted the CPC designation. A few months later, in early 2007, Vietnam turned around and
brutally persecuted independent churches and religious communities. Hundreds of political
dissidents and faith leaders were sent to prison, and the crackdown continues to this day.

It appears that we are setting ourselves up for a repeat of that catastrophic experience. The
Vietnamese government now promises to pass its first law on religion. The current draft,
however, would only cement the status quo and in certain aspects would even make it worse.

According to legal experts who examined this draft law, it maintains the government’s approach
of regulating and controlling religious affairs, lacks the necessary safeguards to protect against
the abuse of power, and contains ambiguous language and administrative burdens. Compared to
prior draft versions, the latest iteration is worse as it creates more bureaucratic layers of
registration requirements and removes the section on compliance with international standards.
Unless it is fundamentally and drastically modified, this draft law should be abandoned.

Fool me once shame on you, fool me twice shame on me. Let us not fall into that trap again.
Congress can act to ensure that U.S. interest in human rights is an integral part of bilateral
relations with Vietnam and improvements are measurable and verifiable, by:

(1) Requesting the Administration to duly enforce existing statutes, including to designate
Vietnam as a country of particular concern and to place under visa ban Vietnamese
government officials who have egregiously violated religious freedom;

(2) Enacting legislations with stricter monitoring and reporting requirements and more
effective sanction measures against perpetrators of human rights abuses — such as the



23

Frank R. Wolf International Religious Freedom Act, the Vietnam Human Rights
Sanctions Act, and the Vietnam Human Rights Act;

(3) Delaying the ratification of the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) to allow time for a
thorough study of Vietnam’s intention to comply with its commitments to the right of
workers to form free and independent unions, the right of all religious communities to
practice their faith without interference or suppression, and environmental protection; and
for the Vietnamese government to demonstrate good faith by freeing all prisoners of
conscience unconditionally;

(4) Reaching out to and dialoguing directly with members of Vietnam’s civil society and
thus giving them the recognition that they deserve but have been denied by the
Vietnamese government. This can be readily done with today’s information and
communication technologies. Tomorrow, as part of this year’s Vietnam Advocacy Day,
we will conference in a dozen of Vietnamese civil society leaders so that they can speak
directly to interested members of Congress;

(5) Supporting civil society networks such as Bloc 8406, Vietnamese Independent Civil
Society Organizations Network (VICSON), and Vietnam Multi-faith Roundtable. These
networks represent Vietnam’s budding civil society and their efforts to form a collective
voice. They need recognition, visibility and protection. The more interactions they have
with the U.S. government, UN agencies and international organizations, the less likely
they will be crushed by the government;

(6) Coordinating intervention with established networks such as International Panel of
Parliamentarians for Freedom of Religion or Belief or ASEAN Parliamentarians for
Human Rights, or directly w