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A wheel turns

And so Tibet has erupted in violence. News reports have announced, “Tibetan protests spread to Chinese
provinces”. But to Tibetans, the regions of Sichuan and Gansu and Qinghai where protests, and violence,
have occurred are not Chinese provinces; they are Tibetan. Chinese policies in those areas have generally
been more liberal than in the Tibet Autonomous Region, making the rapid spread of the protests beyond the
TAR all the more significant, indicating the level of frustration that has seethed for ethnic Tibetans across a vast
region that was once called “Tibet”.

Tibet has a violent history. Tibetan soldiers defeated the armies of the Chinese emperor and captured his
capital in 763. The fifth Dalai Lama took the throne of Tibet in 1642 with the assistance of Mongol troops.
When the current Dalai Lama instructed the Tibetan guerrillas who had long hounded the Chinese to give up
the fight, some committed suicide. This Dalai Lama has urged Tibetans not to resort to violence against the
Chinese, explaining that a deer cannot fight a tiger. He knows the suffering that has resulted from resistance in
the past (see Tubten Khétsun, Memories of Life in Lhasa Under Chinese Rule [Columbia University Press,
2008]).

Is there anything to do but wait? Latvia regained its independence with the collapse of the Soviet Union. It
would seem that Tibet could only regain its independence with the collapse of the Peoples Republic of China.
In Buddhism, time is measured not in centuries, but in cycles of creation, abiding, destruction, and vacuity,
then creation again.

Tackling Tibet
Thomas Laird

Since 2002, a little-known academic ritual has taken place each year at Harvard University. Academics of
every stripe, from historians to constitutional lawyers, gather to discuss Tibet’s past, present and future.
Uniquely, these intellectual debates have brought together Chinese and exiled Tibetan scholars. In the real
world, the simplest facts about Tibet are so divisive that dialogue is impossible. Chinese speak of the 1950
peaceful liberation of the Chinese province of Tibet, and of its subsequent modernization; Tibetans speak of
the invasion of an independent nation, and the suppression of its religious and cultural traditions. The polite
rules established at Harvard, however, at least allow the two sides to exchange views. In fact, a senior
Chinese scholar attending the first Harvard event met with the Dalai Lama’s envoy. That secret meeting
birthed the official Sino-Tibetan dialogue between the Dalai Lama’s representatives and the Chinese government,
which still takes place annually in Beijing.

The most recent Harvard Tibet conference, late last year, occurred amid a hurricane of news events. The
Dalai Lama met the leaders of Germany, the U.S. and Canada in quick succession. Headlines trumpeted
Beijing’s angry response. In Tibet, 4,000 armed police confronted monks at Lhasa’s venerated Drepung
Monastery when they tried to celebrate the Dalai Lama being awarded the U.S. Congressional Gold Medal.
Then the Chinese government announced that it must certify all new reincarnations of Tibetan Buddhism’s top
clerics, signaling its firm intention to select and control the next Dalai Lama when the current 14th Dalai Lama
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Olympics of shame
Ramin Jahanbegloo

professor at the University of Toronto

The refusal to participate in the Beijing Olympics in protest at China’s
repressive policies in Tibet is an ethical imperative, says Ramin Jahanbegloo

“Holding an Olympic Games means evoking history”, affirmed Pierre de Coubertin, the founder of the

passes away. He, in turn, announced that he was considering the idea that he might select his successor before
he died. At the Harvard conference, you could see these news events landing like mortars amid the polite
dialogue. The scholars carried on, reflexively, trying to peel away each other’s assumptions, looking for any
sliver of space where a beachhead of shared meaning might be established.

Can reconciliation ever be achieved? Beijing first needs to give Tibetans, in exile and in Tibet, at least a hint of
mutuality in their relationship. China could start by listening to Tibetans like Phuntso Wangye. He founded the
first Communist Party in Tibet in 1940, which he merged with the Chinese Communist Party in 1949, and then
helped lead Chinese troops into Tibet in 1951. Mao Zedong trusted Wangye so implicitly that he selected him
as the translator for his 1954-55 meetings with the Dalai Lama. Today, the 85-year-old Wangye lives in
Beijing. He believes that those Tibetan leaders collaborating with Beijing are misleading the Chinese leadership
by claiming the Dalai Lama no longer has much sway over Tibetans. Wangye has urged Beijing to invite the
Dalai Lama to China. Only the Dalai Lama has the standing among Tibetans to convince them to give up their
hope for independence (it’s self-deceiving to think such feelings do not exist). The Dalai Lama has clearly
indicated that he wants to negotiate meaningful autonomy, not independence, for Tibet. Yet the hawks in
Beijing refuse to deal with him; they believe China can solve its Dalai Lama problem by letting the current one
die in exile. However, history proves no power has ever successfully imposed a fake Dalai Lama on the
Tibetan people.

Harvard’s professor emeritus Ezra F. Vogel — who has enjoyed good relations with many of China’s leaders,
past and present — chaired several sessions during the Tibet conference. Beijing might want to consider
Vogel’s opinion regarding the 15th Dalai Lama: “If the Dalai Lama passes away without agreement with
China, then you could have someone Beijing selects, who would not be acceptable to Tibetans. Then China
could be in for a long-term problem, like Russia has in Chechnya.”

Today’s sporadic Sino-Tibetan dialogue continues not because China wants to use it to reach some
accommodation with the Dalai Lama, but because China does not want to be blamed for ending it. Yet Beijing
needs to engage the Dalai Lama because only he has the legitimacy among Tibetans to negotiate, and sell,
genuine autonomy to the Tibetans. Inviting the Dalai Lama to China would do more to burnish the country’s
international image in this Olympic year than any other single step. When the Dalai Lama departs the scene,
things will become harder, not easier, for China to deal with Tibet.
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modern Olympic games. The Olympic games scheduled for Beijing on 8-24 August 2008 certainly evokes
the name “Tibet”, including its cinnamon-robed Buddhist monks and a peace-loving and non-violent Dalai
Lama seeking freedom for his repressed people. However, the Chinese authorities have a totally different
view; they regard Tibet as a historical part of China and consider the Dalai Lama and his followers as
obscurantist reactionaries opposed to the economic and social progress that the Chinese government has
brought to a backward culture since it established control in 1950.
The official Chinese version of recent history is that, after Chinese troops imposed rule from Beijing fifty-eight
years ago, the Dalai Lama led a violent uprising with the help of the CIA. The subversion campaign failed, and
the Dalai Lama was forced in 1959 to flee to India, where he has lived in exile for half a century. So for Beijing
officials, the Dalai Lama is less a devout non-violent Buddhist than a secessionist rebel. The authorities in
Beijing attribute all protests by Buddhist monks and other Tibetans to a conspiracy mounted by the Dalai
Lama from his exile headquarters in Dharamsala, India

But today, after the crackdown on Tibetan protestors in Lhasa - amid the most tumultuous events in the region
since 1987 - Beijing is being closely scrutinised and broadly condemned by the international community,
particularly since the Olympics are around the corner (see Wenran Jiang, “Tibetan protest, Chinese lens” [7
April 2008]). Now China is worried that protests in Tibet may draw the world’s attention to Tibet and away
from the Olympic games. The Tibetan issue is now on the minds of all people across the world.

A higher aspiration

It is true that in theory, the Olympic Games are meant to be about sport rather than politics, but the promotion
of the Olympic spirit includes upholding ethics in sport and encouraging respect for human rights. The continuing
evidence of persecution and human-rights abuses by the Chinese government in Tibet cannot be reconciled
with the Olympic spirit set out in Article 1 of the Olympic charter, which seeks “respect for universal fundamental
ethical principles.”

The choice of Beijing to host the 2008 Olympic games, without concerns about the human-rights situation in
China, already transgresses the ethics of a tournament based on “the spirit of humanism, fraternity and respect
for individuals which inspires the Olympic ideal” and which requires “the governments of countries that are to
host the Olympic Games to undertake that their countries will scrupulously respect the fundamental principles
of the Olympic Charter” (see the International Olympic Committee’s code of ethics).

It is time now for nations planning to attend the Beijing Olympics to address the Tibetan problem and encourage
the Chinese government to honour its Olympic pledges to improve human rights in China. The Olympic games
may be a sporting event; nonetheless the event involves international norms and shared ethical values which
are the foundation of global ethics. Disillusionment with the Olympic games mirrors the disenchantment with
the perceived ethical values of the international community.

Thus, to revitalise the credibility of the Olympic Games requires a reconceptualisation of the games as a
platform for building a framework of global ethical values to counterbalance current naked economic and
political priorities. In making the Olympic charter relevant to the 21st century, and in making the Olympics
more than just a spectacle of sport and commerce, there is a strong case for the games to include an ethical
imperative of encouraging, promoting and educating human rights.

The Oly mpic charter and the Olympic code of ethics explicitly refer to the concept of human rights; they
speak of the “preservation of human dignity”, the “harmonious development of man”, “respect for fundamental
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Tibet: questions of revolt

Robert Barnett April 04, 2008

Research Scholar and Adjunct Professor, Program Coordinator in Modern Tibetan
Studies

The charred bodies and pulped faces of Chinese migrants murdered during the riots in Lhasa on 14 March
2008 are likely to become a new and terrible image of Tibet. Just as those Tibetans who have died in ethnic
violence or at the hands of the security forces, those killed in the latest struggle over Tibet’s future died what
should have been unnecessary deaths.

universal ethical principles” and “dignity of the individual”. The Chinese government’s record on universally
defined human-rights standards such as the death penalty, torture, freedom of expression and repression in
Tibet stand in clear contrast to these principles should not be forgotten that the goal of “Olympism” is everywhere
to place sport at the service of the moral development of man, with a view to encouraging the establishment of
a non-violent society concerned with the preservations of human dignity. It is, therefore, time to begin shaming
China - demanding that if the Beijing government is going to host this premier international event, they must
become responsible and accountable international partners.

The right to say “no”

The Chinese leadership must understand that if they refuse to respect human rights in Tibet, then they will face
an extremely vigorous, unrelenting, and omnipresent campaign followed by the boycott of the Olympic games
to shame them over this refusal. Such boycotts have a long history. In 1976, twenty-five African countries
boycotted the Olympics held in Montreal due to the participation of New Zealand (which at the time still had
close ties to the South African apartheid regime). In 1980, the United States led a boycott against the Olympics
held in Moscow, in protest against the Soviet invasion and occupation of Afghanistan (the US was joined by
Japan, Taiwan, West Germany, Canada and sixty-one other nations).

So far, no significant state has turned talk of a boycott of the Beijing games into a firm commitment to do so.
However, many people around the world would support their governments if they did call for one. In 1936,
the totalitarian nature of the Adolf Hitler regime was already evident to those who allowed Berlin to host the
Olympics in what became a Nazi propaganda showcase; Avery Brundage, then president of the United States
Olympic committee (later of the International Olympic Committee as a whole), responded with scepticism to
reports of concentration camps in Germany, and scorned what he regarded as rumours spread by Jewish
groups.

Today, citizens around the world know - as many did not know in 1936 - what is happening behind the scenes
in Tibet, and what has happened during the last six repressive decades. It is time for all the world’s leading
public figures to make their dissentient voices heard on behalf of those in Tibet who are denied this selfsame
basic right of speaking out in protest. It is time to say “no” to the Olympics of shame.
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The desperation of Tibetans living on the Tibetan plateau has been documented for several decades by scholars
and journalists, as well as in repeated appeals by exiles and their leader, the Dalai Lama. Major grievances
include

* elaborate restrictions on religion

* an undisguised encouragement of Chinese migration to Tibetan towns

* the ban on criticism of most Communist Party policies

* the imposition of ethnic Chinese leaders to run the region

* the forced settlement of 100,000 nomads without prospect of future livelihood

* the obligatory moving of 250,000 farmers in 2006 from their villages to new houses along major roads,
often largely at their own expense.

Underpinning all of this is the deeper issue of Tibetans’ continuing recollection of themselves as a separate
nation that has been forcibly annexed.

China has shown some flexibility and good intentions. In 2002 Beijing began, with impressive initiative, a
dialogue process with the Dalai Lama after twenty years of little contact. In 2003, Hu Jintao - reconfirmed as
China’s president for another five-year term on 15 March 2008, as the Tibet protests exploded - called for
development policies based on ultra-rapid GDP growth to be replaced by a focus on developing human
resources. He began to refer to the positive role of religion in a “harmonious society”, especially in reference
to Buddhism.

But these important policy signals were not applied in Tibetan areas. Little effort was made to justify these
renewed restrictions, some of which did not apply to ethnic Chinese in Tibet or exist in inland China. The Dalai
Lama’s call in 2005 on exiles to stop protesting against Chinese leaders was not matched by confidence-
building measures from Beijing. By 2006, the talks with exiles had slowed down to the point of virtual non-
existence, waiting for any sign of commitment from the Chinese side.

A shadow world

In Lhasa, there was nothing subtle about the hardening of policy. In May 2006, Hu Jintao appointed Zhang
Qingli as the new party secretary for the Tibet Autonomous Region. Zhang spearheaded an intensification of
the anti-Dalai Lama campaign first imposed on Tibetans ten years earlier. He will be remembered for such
choice remarks as “the Central Party Committee is the real Buddha for Tibetans” (though he did at least deny
that he was himself a Buddha); for stepping up the semi-secret ban on students and government employees
engaging in any form of religious practice (a ban that is illegal under Chinese law); and for pushing through the
construction of the first railway line in Tibet without introducing policies to address Tibetans’ fears - since
proved correct - that it would accelerate Chinese migration to the region.

Today, Tibetans exist in a shadow world, where criticism of Chinese policies can rarely be spoken for fear of
political and professional suicide, or worse. No one who has lived in Tibet and speaks Tibetan will have been
unaware that Tibetans were hiding deep and unexpressed discontent and fear. Random people would approach
me in Lhasa alleyways, sometimes weeping, whispering and begging me to tell the world that the Chinese
were denying them freedom, or some such phrase. The only surprise is that after twenty years they dared to
take to the streets in such numbers (see Lhasa: Streets with Memories [Columbia University Press, 2006]).
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China’s Olympic Shame

Simon Elegant April 10, 2008

Why didn’t they see this coming? Despite more than seven years’ worth of meticulous, down-to-the-last-
detail planning that has gone into the Beijing Olympics, China’s leaders have seemingly been caught off guard
by the most predictable of challenges: discontent in Tibet and international condemnation of Beijing’s record
of repression. The extent of their surprise can be gauged by their reaction—a brutal crackdown on dissent at
home and a deaf ear to criticism from abroad—which is more reminiscent of the heavy-handed communist
regime of old than the modern, moderate Beijing that the Olympics are meant to showcase

China’s response to the mid-March riots in Tibet has galvanized its critics around the world, who intend to use
the run-up to the Olympics as a showcase of their own. The Olympic-torch relay has been hounded at
practically every step—in London, Paris and San Francisco—by pro-Tibet activists. In the French capital,
security officials were obliged to turn off the flame on several occasions to protect it from protesters. Even
before it arrived in the U.S. on April 8, activists unfurled FREE TIBET banners from the cables of the Golden

All sides have made mistakes. The west has depicted Tibetans as likeable victims, rather than as agents with
coherent political agendas that needed urgent answers. The Dalai Lama has been accused by the Chinese of
sending mixed signals about his promise to give up independence. The Chinese side has failed to listen to the
warnings of their own advisers, let alone those opinions offered by Tibetans and outsiders.

It is Beijing that chose in 1950 to become the power-holder in Tibet, and it is Beijing that now has to face the
most questions. When the riots broke out on the morning of 14 March, why did leaders fail for several hours
to send in riot squads to hold the city centre, thus allowing the protestors to turn on Chinese migrants rather
than their earlier target, the police? Why were no concessions made to keep the dialogue process alive? Why
was migration not restricted before the railway was opened? Why were Tibet officials not stopped from illegal
bans on religion?

As China’s response to the protests has shown signs of resembling a witch-hunt rather than an investigation -
with little distinction between the thousands of legitimate protestors and the few murderous rioters - the larger
question remains: who was responsible in Beijing for refusing to listen to Tibetans’ deeply held complaints?
Were China’s leaders really unaware of what every tourist knew to be the deep unhappiness and repression
of the populace?

Serious answers to these questions will require a bitter swallowing of pride by China’s leaders and the admission
of terrible failures. There is some ground for hope. In 2007, for example, Phuntsog Wanggyal, a former
Tibetan official now based in Beijing, called openly on President Hu to negotiate with the Dalai Lama; the
same appeal is voiced by some Chinese writers today.

If China’s leaders can rein in the impulse for excessive retribution and listen to the urgent needs expressed,
however viciously, by protestors and rioters across Tibet, perhaps those tragic deaths will not have been
totally in vain.
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Gate Bridge. On April 9, San Francisco police were forced to shorten the relay in the city, citing security
concerns. Beijing vowed to proceed with the relay unchanged, but more protests are expected in the 15
places the torch will visit before returning to Chinese soil on May 4.

So far, Chinese authorities have responded to the clamor by further tightening the clamps on domestic dissent.
On April 3, prominent human-rights activist Hu Jia received a 3 1/2-year prison sentence on charges of
inciting subversion of state power. Hu’s conviction, apparently stemming from articles he wrote and interviews
he gave linking the Olympics with human rights in China, was the latest in what rights advocates in China say
is a string of detentions of activists all over the country. Beijing is also applying pressure on China’s huge online
population of some 230 million, which is often cited as the country’s most powerful force for greater openness.
Thousands of websites have been shuttered, and government control and blocking of sites outside China have
intensified in recent months. As Irene Khan, secretary-general of Amnesty International, put it in a report
released April 1, despite assurances by both the International Olympic Committee and Chinese officials that
restraint would be exercised, “the crackdown ... has deepened, not lessened, because of the Olympics.”

The question is, Why? Given the international scrutiny of Beijing’s actions, the hard line has left many observers
puzzled. The wiser course would seem to be a more measured response: to practice better crowd control,
manage the media better, try negotiation instead of knee-jerk repression. But China’s rulers have shown little
such dexterity. Some of the reasons are straightforward. The Communist Party is deeply secretive and highly
bureaucratic, and its members are steeped in a long-standing culture of self-preservation. “Part of the head-
in-sand problem has to do with entrenched bureaucratic interests,” says China expert Perry Link of Princeton
University. Officials who have devoted most of their careers to defending authoritarian rule “can’t stop chanting
that mantra without puzzlement over what to say instead and without a bit of panic about their own rice bowls
and even, almost, their own identities,” Link says.

Leaders like President Hu Jintao are of a generation that received a Soviet-style education in the 1950s.
“They don’t have the knowledge or imagination to make better decisions,” Link says. They operate under a
system of collective decision-making that constrains the state’s ability to be flexible in the face of new challenges.
“Like the bureaucrats beneath them,” Link says, top officials “are frightened about their own positions and
don’t want to be seen as making ‘mistakes,’ especially mistakes of softness.” This insecurity underlies the
central government’s heavy-handed tactics and rhetoric, even though repression reduces the country’s stature
in the global community. “When the rest of the world looks at China, they see this increasingly powerful and
confident country,” says Wenran Jiang, director of the China Institute at the University of Alberta. “But when
the Chinese leadership looks at the country, they see the exact opposite: weaknesses everywhere, rising
inflation and civil unrest, environmental disasters and corruption. So the overall mentality of the central authorities
is very insecure and nervous.” In the case of Tibet, Chinese leaders are now trapped by their own words,
which have fueled nationalist sentiments among ordinary Chinese, who believe that Tibet is Chinese territory.
Any appearance of compromise by Beijing would likely be intolerable to the public.

China’s problems are not confined to Tibet. There have also been rumblings in the far-western Xinjiang
province, populated largely by the Uighur Muslim minority group. Protests by hundreds of Uighurs over
religious issues were reported by rights groups in late March. The Chinese press has meanwhile reported
several recent clashes with separatist rebels in the province, and in early March the press reported that a
Uighur woman had attempted to bring down a domestic passenger jet with a homemade bomb. Add to that
widespread discontent over issues such as corruption and rapidly worsening inflation (the price of pork has
gone up two-thirds in the past year), and you have the makings of a perfect storm.
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The Washington Post
Our Tibet Protests Won’t Work

Fareed Zakaria April 14, 2008

Editor of Newsweek International, columnist

Public humiliation does not work nearly as well on the regime in Beijing as private pressure. At first glance,
China’s recent crackdown in Tibet looks like a familiar storyline: a dictatorship represses its people. And of
course that’s part of the reality — as it often is in China. But on this issue, the communist regime is not in
opposition to its people. The vast majority of Chinese have little sympathy for the Tibetan cause. To the extent
that we can gauge public opinion in China and among its diaspora, ordinary Chinese are, if anything, critical of
the Beijing government for being too easy on the Tibetans. The real struggle here is between a nationalist
majority and an ethnic and religious minority looking to secure its rights.

In these circumstances, a boycott of the Olympics would have precisely the opposite effect that is intended.
The regime in Beijing would become only more defensive and stubborn. The Chinese people would rally
around the flag and see the West as trying to humiliate China in its first international moment of glory. (There
are many suspicions that the United States cannot abide the prospect of a rising China.) For most Chinese, the
Games are about the world’s giving China respect, rather than bolstering the Communist Party’s legitimacy.

For leaders to boycott the Games’ opening ceremonies alone is an odd idea. Is the president of the United
States supposed to travel to Beijing to attend the women’s water-polo finals instead? (Britain’s Gordon
Brown, for instance, has said he’ll attend the closing, but not the opening ceremonies.) Picking who will go to
which event is trying to have it both ways, voting for the boycott before you vote against it. Some want to
punish China for its association with the Sudanese government, which is perpetrating atrocities in Darfur. But
to boycott Beijing’s Games because it buys oil from Sudan carries the notion of responsibility too far. After all,
the United States has much closer ties to Saudi Arabia, a medieval monarchy that has funded Islamic terror.
Should the world boycott America for this relationship?

China’s attitude toward Tibet is wrong and cruel, but, alas, not that unusual. Other nations, especially developing
countries, have taken tough stands against what they perceive as separatist forces. A flourishing democracy
like India has often responded to such movements by imposing martial law and suspending political and civil

It’s a storm that threatens to blow in just when everyone’s watching—and deciding whether to participate
in—China’s Olympics. The Prime Minister of Poland has already indicated he will boycott the opening ceremony
because of events in Tibet; French President Nicolas Sarkozy has said he wouldn’t rule out a similar move.

The authorities will no doubt make it virtually impossible for journalists to enter Tibet in the months leading up
to the Olympics. But it remains unclear exactly how they intend to deal with the estimated 30,000 foreign
reporters expected to witness the event, all of them eager to take advantage of Beijing’s regulations specifying
that they can interview any Chinese people who agree to talk. “They still don’t have any idea what is going to
hit them,” a senior Western academic with close ties to the upper echelons of the Beijing establishment said
months before the Tibet eruption, “or how bad they will look to the outside world.” They’re already starting
to find out
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rights. The Turks for many decades crushed all Kurdish pleas for linguistic and ethnic autonomy. The
democratically elected Russian government of Boris Yeltsin responded brutally to Chechen demands. Under
Yeltsin and his successor, Vladimir Putin, also elected, the Russian Army killed about 75,000 civilians in
Chechnya, and leveled its capital. These actions were enthusiastically supported within Russia. It is particularly
strange to see countries that launched no boycotts while Chechnya was being destroyed — and indeed
welcomed Russia into the G8 — now so outraged about the persecution of minorities. (In comparison,
estimates are that over the past 20 years, China has jailed several hundred people in Tibet.)

On this issue, the Bush administration has so far followed a wiser course, forgoing the grandstanding taking
place in Europe and on the campaign trail. It has been urging the Chinese government quietly but firmly to
engage in serious discussions with the Dalai Lama. Diplomacy can be scoffed at, but every multinational
business that has had success in persuading the Chinese government to change course will testify that public
humiliation does not work nearly as well on the regime as private pressure.

Negotiating with the Dalai Lama is in Beijing’s interest as well. It faces a restive population that lives in about
13 percent of the land area of China. Many Tibetans want independence. But the Dalai Lama has repeatedly
said that he does not seek independence, only cultural autonomy. Even last week he rejected any boycott of
the Olympics and urged his followers to engage in no violent protests whatsoever. If there were ever a leader
of a separatist group whom one could negotiate with, he’s it. And once the 72-year-old Dalai Lama passes
from the scene, Beijing might have to deal with a far more unpredictable and radical Tibetan movement.

So why doesn’t the Chinese regime see this? Beijing has a particular problem. Now that communism is dead,
the Communist Party sees its legitimacy as linked to its role in promoting and defending Chinese nationalism.
It is especially clumsy when it comes to such issues. Clever technocrats though they are, China’s communist
leaders — mostly engineers — have not had to refine their political skills as they have their economic touch.
In the past they have stoked anti-Japanese and anti-American outbursts, only to panic that things were getting
out of control and then reverse course. They fear that compromising over Tibet would set a precedent for the
unraveling of the Chinese nation. China has grown and shrunk in size over the centuries, and its dynasties have
often been judged by their success in preserving the country’s geography.

In fact, in almost all cases — Turkey, India — granting autonomy to groups that press for it has in the end
produced a more stable and peaceful national climate. But that is a lesson the Chinese government will have
to learn for itself; it is unlikely to take instruction from outsiders. Its handling of the protests in Tibet is disgraceful.
But humiliating the entire country over it would make matters worse.

The Dalai Lama’s Realism
Pico Iyer April 14, 2008

The situation in Tibet cannot be resolved until and unless the future of Chinese individuals is resolved, too; the
majority of the citizens of Lhasa, after all, are already Han Chinese. And one of the Tibetans in exile who
knows China most intimately, and over more than half a century, is the Dalai Lama, who has been working
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with the Beijing leadership since the early days of Communist rule, 58 years ago, and who traveled for a year
across China, against his people’s wishes, in 1954, meeting Mao Zedong, Zhou Enlai and Deng Xiaoping

The fact that so much of the world is rising up in support of the Tibetans, and their rightful need for freedom,
is clearly a wonderful thing, and this may be the one moment when China needs and seeks the approval of the
larger world, and therefore might be moved to be more accommodating. But the fact remains that the Middle
Kingdom, with its great tradition of pride and not taking advice from outsiders, will only respond with more
violence if confronted too violently, and a delicate touch is needed if more suffering is not to descend on
Tibetan and Chinese citizens who have suffered too much already. As the Dalai Lama has been saying for a
long time, the important thing right now is not to focus only on right now, but on what happens after the Games
are over, when the world is looking elsewhere (at Iraq, at the U.S. presidential election, at our many other
problems), and China is free to execute its policies behind a curtain and with maximum ruthlessness

That is part of what moves him to urge the world to speak out on behalf of Tibet, but not lash out at the
Chinese; to call passionately for the restoration of Tibet’s basic rights to freedom of speech and thought, but
not to denigrate the Chinese in the process (in part because so many Chinese individuals live and suffer under
similar restrictions). All the world feels, acutely, the completely understandable human frustration and sorrow
of the Tibetan people, after five decades and more of oppression; but impatience always backfires, and
throwing a stone through your neighbor’s window will only lead to more ill-will and possibly decades of
unwanted and unanticipated consequences — especially if, as in the case of China and Tibet, you are likely to
be living next to one another for many more years to come

It is disingenuous for the Chinese leadership to claim the Olympics is just a sporting occasion (I know, as one
who has covered five Olympiads for Time magazine); the Games are a chance for China to show off its
stunning recent accomplishments to the world, as Japan did in 1964 and South Korea in 1988. But if it opens
its doors truly to the world, it cannot expect the world to look past all that is so egregious and inexcusable in
the Chinese government’s denial of basic freedoms to its people. The world needs China, and China needs
the world, as the Dalai Lama said when I traveled across Japan with him five months ago; freezing China out
might only prompt it to create demons in its head instead of the humans who are waiting to talk tom it.

But tolerance does not mean accepting what is clearly wrong, as he always stresses, and if China indeed
seeks the world’s friendship, that means frank and trusting criticism and suggestions as well as mere approval.
The world can be expected to listen, but not to kowtow to a China that has not shown itself hitherto very
eager to listen to the world. At the same time, though, it is folly for the Tibetans to put their hopes on gestures
and protests alone, when they are outnumbered by 200 to 1, and facing a neighbor who is so easily offended.
The greatest asset Tibet has is a leader who speaks always for dialogue and friendship, who also happens to
be the most seasoned ruler on the planet (head of his people for 67 years) and the most realistic and pragmatic
political leader I have encountered in my 26 years of covering the world as a journalist. The Dalai Lama’s
difficult life has never allowed him to entertain wishfulness or abstraction; he is an empiricist who works in and
with the circumstances of the moment. China must be reminded of its larger responsibilities, but without
excessive force; and those who despair might think of the Dalai Lama’s friend and champion Vaclav Havel,
one day in prison and eight weeks later unanimously chosen president of Czechoslovakia, or his friend and
colleague Desmond Tutu, one day waking up in a land of apartheid, where for 62 years he had never been
allowed to vote, and the next morning in a free (but still troubled) South Africa. “Until the last moment,” as the
Tibetan leader always says, “anything is possible.”
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China’s Crackdown on Tibet Divides Europe

Shada Islam April 14, 2008

Senior program executive at the European Policy Centre

Europe can’t decide if human rights trump trade in relations with Asian
giant

Restricting trade is often a tool for governments that want to show their commitment to human rights. But
Europe is divided over the relative importance of human rights versus economic growth or the value of trade
in promoting those rights. On one hand, trade with China helps to lift millions out of poverty and benefits
European consumers. However, China’s suppression of human rights, as dramatically shown in recent events
in Tibetan-inhabited parts of China, is hard to swallow. China’s record on human rights is also deeply unpopular
with European citizens. “As a result, the EU message on China – and to China – is often confused,” explains
journalist Shada Islam. Mixed signals can be dangerous, inspiring protesters to risk their lives while convincing
China that the EU is not serious on human rights. Moreover, European governments’ inability to speak with
one voice on China, Islam points out, will diminish the EU clout. – Yale Global

European Commission President Jose Manuel Barroso’s three-day visit to Beijing, starting April 24, was
planned months ago to spotlight European Union hopes of upgrading political and business ties with China.
However, the talks will now be dominated by EU concern over Beijing’s crackdown in Tibet and Chinese
anger at the bloc’s plans to invite the Dalai Lama to a European Parliament session.

Barroso, accompanied by seven top aides including EU trade chief Peter Mandelson and monetary affairs
Commissioner Joaquin Almunia, must tread carefully. The EU may be united in urging Beijing to respect
Tibetans’ human rights and hold “constructive” discussions with the Dalai Lama, but the 27-nation bloc is
deeply divided on overall policy towards China, including demands that government leaders boycott the
Olympics opening ceremony in August.

The EU’s inability to forge a united stance on dealing with Asia’s most powerful economy is undermining its
reputation elsewhere in the region. Coming close on the heels of an EU-wide rift on Kosovo, where Europe
is split on recognizing the independence of the former Serb territory, and differences on deploying troops in
the volatile southern regions of Afghanistan, disarray over China dents the bloc’s hopes of becoming a more
powerful – and credible – global actor.

EU divisions over China are not new. Unlike the US which has traditionally viewed China as a competitor, EU
governments have never quite made up their minds over whether China is a rival or partner. EU officials insist
that the bloc’s “fundamental approach to China must remain one of engagement and partnership” but European
governments have long struggled to reconcile their desire for lucrative business deals in China with ongoing
public concern over the country’s human-rights record.

As a result, the EU message on China – and to China – is often confused. Officials in Brussels, for instance,
have a longstanding human-rights dialogue with Beijing and while they also criticize China on the issue, French,
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German and British leaders sweep these concerns aside to clinch multibillion euro contracts in China. Routine
resolutions by the European Parliament condemning Chinese policies in Tibet, Burma and Darfur go hand in
hand with expanding EU-China trade relations and European Commission assertions that China is a “responsible”
international actor.

EU trade chief Mandelson in recent months has both berated Beijing as an “out of control juggernaut” on
trade and recognized that cheap imports from China have helped keep inflation at bay while China’s integration
in the European production chain has boosted EU competitiveness.

Recent events in Tibet risk making the already-difficult EU balancing act even trickier. For one, EU divisions
over the Olympics will be embarrassingly visible if some European leaders stay away from the Games while
others attend. Second, the EU mood on China is souring overall, with many Europeans frustrated at Beijing’s
focus on opening of high-level strategic economic dialogue with the US and, in contrast, its failure to respond
to EU calls for more trade restraint and changes in monetary policy.

Certainly, European public opinion is turning distinctly anti-China. The Olympic torch relay through Europe in
early April sparked protests in Olympia, London and Paris, with protesters condemning China’s occupation
of Tibet, oppressive media censorship, the jailing of dissidents and human rights activists, Darfur and other
causes.

The European Parliament has called on EU leaders to boycott the inaugural ceremonies. Former student
revolutionary Daniel Cohn-Bendit, leader of the parliament’s Green group, compared the Beijing Games with
those hosted by Nazi Germany in 1936.

In addition, European Parliament President Hans-Gert Poettering, a close ally of German Chancellor Angela
Merkel, has invited the Dalai Lama to address the assembly while French Foreign Minister Bernard Kouchner
has suggested the Tibetan spiritual leader should attend a meeting of EU foreign ministers. No dates have been
set for either of these encounters, but China has reacted angrily, accusing the EU of meddling in its internal
affairs.Several European politicians plan not to attend the Olympics opening ceremony. Leaders from former
communist Eastern Europe, who generally take a tough line on China – and Russia – are spearheading the
drive to avoid the August 8 festivities. Polish Prime Minister Donald Tusk and Czech President Vaclav Klaus
have said they will not attend the Olympics.

Significantly, Germany’s Merkel and Foreign Minister Frank-Walter Steinmeier have declined to take part in
the opening ceremonies while French President Nicolas Sarkozy has not made up his mind yet. Britain’s
Gordon Brown will only attend the closing ceremonies and fulfill ceremonial duties, given that London will
host the 2012 Summer Olympics.

Germany’s stance on China is especially confused. The EU’s largest economy relies heavily on exports to
China – worth 27.5 billion euros last year – but members of the ruling grand coalition of Social Democrats and
Christian Democrats are at odds over how to deal with Beijing. Merkel has taken a tougher line on Beijing
than her social democratic predecessor Gerhard Schroeder. Her decision to meet the Dalai Lama in her office
last September cast a chill in German-China relations. Aides say the chancellor has not spoken with Prime
Minister Wen Jiabao in several months.

Germany’s social democrat Foreign Minister Frank-Walter Steinmeier, however, is trying hard to mend fences
with Bejing and has held two meetings with Chinese counterpart Yang Jiechi, making it clear he opposes a
boycott of the Games. German business leaders press for a thaw in Berlin-Beijing ties, but Berlin also recently
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suspended talks with China on climate change and renewable energy because of events in Tibet. As such,
rebuilding trust between the two countries will not be easy.

While Germany blows hot and cold on China, the voice of pro–free trade EU states like Britain and the
Netherlands is drowned out by southern European nations, including Italy, which worry about rising trade
competition from China, and eastern EU newcomers, which add their weight to Nordic concerns over human
rights.

EU officials complain that China’s lukewarm response so far to key EU demands, including Mandelson’s
repeated warnings that the rapid rise in China’s trade surplus with the EU – which grew by 21 percent last
year to reach a record 159.2 billion euros, or US$251 billion – is not making their task of fighting protectionism
any easier.

China must provide the EU with “a good news story” on trade and human rights, they say, to prove that
engagement and constructive dialogue are worth the effort. As such, Brussels is hoping to launch a so-called
“high-level mechanism” on trade at the meeting in Beijing to discuss issues like improved protection of intel
EU Monetary Affairs Commissioner Almunia, meanwhile, wants Beijing to stop focusing on the yuan’s exchange
rate with the dollar and also allow its currency to appreciate faster against an ever-stronger euro. In addition,
the EU has complained about China’s neglect of governance standards in pursuit of energy resources in Africa
while several EU governments, heeding US warnings about the rise in China’s military budget, have indefinitely
shelved plans to lift an EU arms embargo against Beijing.

European governments’ inability to speak with one voice on China diminishes the EU’s clout. The EU says it
demands that Beijing talk to the Dalai Lama are prompted by real concern that discontent in Tibet could
spread to other provinces and a longstanding European belief that a more open society, with better protection
of human rights and the rights of minorities, is in China’s interest. But China is unlikely to pay heed to advice,
however wise and well-intentioned, delivered by a divided and weak Europe.

tibetnews.com
The Way Forward in Tibet

Paula J. Dobriansky April 21, 2008

When I meet with the Dalai Lama today, I fully expect him to reaffirm his strong commitment to engaging
Chinese officials in dialogue. President Bush has repeatedly expressed his own steadfast support for dialogue
between the Dalai Lama and China’s leadership. Meaningful dialogue presents the only viable way forward.

In March, demonstrations in Lhasa that began peacefully escalated into violence and quickly spread to other
Tibetan areas of China. Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice has expressed deep concern regarding these
events, has called on all sides to refrain from violence, and has strongly urged China to exercise restraint in
dealing with the protesters and to respect the fundamental right of all people to peacefully express their
religious and political views. Underlying these tragic events is China’s long-standing repression of religious,
cultural and other freedoms for the Tibetan people, repression that has been extensively documented in State
Department human rights reports and elsewhere. Since 1949, the cycle of protests followed by crackdowns
has repeated itself several times, but the end result has always been the same: Control is restored but only
temporarily, while the underlying causes of Tibetan grievances remain unaddressed.
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haleakalatimes.com
Today we are all Tibetans

Brandon Wilson April 22, 2008

I was astounded and sickened by an article the Maui News ran on April 6, 2008, addressing recent events in
the unraveling crisis in Tibet.

The recent protests are a manifestation of lingering frustration at a lack of progress in addressing Tibetans’
concerns. These ethnic clashes have resulted in fatalities of Tibetans and Han Chinese and in widespread
arrests. The best way for China’s leaders to address Tibetan concerns is to engage in dialogue with the Dalai
Lama, who has advocated a “middle way” that embraces autonomy for Tibet within China and rejects seeking
independence. The Dalai Lama is the only person with the influence and credibility to persuade Tibetans to
eschew violence and accept a genuine autonomy within China that would also preserve Tibetan culture and
identity.

The U.S. government believes there is a basis for dialogue between the Dalai Lama and China’s leadership.
The Dalai Lama has met the preconditions for dialogue called for by China: He does not advocate independence
for Tibet; he does not engage in or advocate separatist activities; and he recognizes that Tibet is part of China.
The Dalai Lama has publicly come out strongly against the violence that erupted recently in Lhasa and other
areas. He even took the extraordinary step of offering his resignation if necessary to convince all parties of his
nonviolent approach to reaching resolution. And he has indicated his support for holding the Olympic Games
in Beijing. The United States has honored the Dalai Lama as a man of peace and a lifelong advocate of
nonviolence by awarding him the Congressional Gold Medal last October. When the Chinese government
uses harsh rhetoric against the Dalai Lama, or steps up “patriotic education campaigns” that include forced
denunciations of the Dalai Lama, it serves only to further enflame tensions. Some in China, however, have
taken a stand against such tactics. In an unprecedented move, prominent Chinese intellectuals are circulating
a petition that calls on the Chinese government to end its “one-sided” propaganda campaign and initiate direct
dialogue with the Dalai Lama.

Since 2002, the Dalai Lama’s representatives have conducted six rounds of talks with Chinese officials, in a
major departure from the previous 20 years of no engagement. These discussions, while substantive, have not
yet produced concrete results. If continued in good faith, this dialogue could build trust and provide the long-
term basis for political and economic stability in Tibet. As Secretary Rice has noted, while Beijing has missed
opportunities to engage the Dalai Lama directly, there is still hope, and it is not too late to do so.

In addition to engaging in meaningful dialogue, China should immediately cease the repressive measures
directed at Tibetans seeking to practice their religion and preserve their cultural identity, and should release
those detained for peacefully protesting or expressing their views. Although the Chinese government recently
arranged official trips to Lhasa for journalists and diplomats, we continue to call for unfettered access for all
media and foreign diplomats into Tibetan areas. We hope that the current generation of Chinese leaders —
who have shown that they can pursue enlightened economic policies and who aspire to make China a respected
global and regional stakeholder — recognize that the resumption of a serious and direct dialogue with the
Dalai Lama offers the best hope for resolving long-standing problems and achieving worthy goals in Tibet.
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For those who aren’t aware by now, Communist Chinese Army forces and police recently clamped down on
what began as a peaceful demonstration by monks marking the 49th anniversary of the Tibet National Uprising
in Lhasa. This peaceful protest in the Himalayan capital swiftly escalated into widespread riots after police
fired live ammunition into the crowd. It was a brutal crackdown reminiscent of the atrocities of Tiananmen
Square, complete with tanks and troop carriers. CNN reports 140 protestors were killed at the hands of the
army, with nearly 1,000 arrested.

Those events have snowballed into worldwide demonstrations against the oppressive occupation of Tibet by
China for fifty years. Truth be told, it’s hardly an image the world’s emerging superpower, China, likes to
convey, especially while it’s trotting the Olympic torch around the world on a “Journey of Harmony” not
unlike Hitler first did in the days preceding World War II.

Besides the reporter’s blind eye to what is visually documented on Lhasa’s streets, I especially take exception
to their way of equating the construction of a road, a railroad, or a few high-rise buildings or schools to
progress and a better life for Tibetans.

To suppose that the Tibetan people are better off today because of their invasion and near-extermination is
colonialist at best. At its worst, it reeks of 18th and 19th century imperialism. One can well imagine politicians
and industrialists spouting the same twaddle in 1860s America as Native Americans were either rounded up
onto reservations or exterminated. Sure, they could boast they’d brought them the railroad, schools, and a
new religion, along with haircuts and high button collars. All it cost the indigenous people was their land, their
culture, their lives… their freedom.

Today the same thing is happening in Tibet. When the Communists invaded in 1950, they killed over 1.2
million Tibetans. They destroyed over 6,000 Buddhist temples. Over the past fifty years, there have been
massive resettlement programs. Hundreds of thousands of Han Chinese have moved into Tibet, set up
businesses and intermarried. In exchange, they receive the best jobs, exclusion from the one-child policy and
preferential treatment in China if and when they return.

The touted completion of the railroad from Beijing to Lhasa has only accelerated Tibet’s annihilation. The
former annual invasion of a hundred thousand tourists has recently increased to several million. Old Lhasa, the
capital my wife and I once knew, has been ravaged and replaced by strip clubs, karaoke bars, pool halls and
brothels. A garish park featuring a Chinese fighter plane now surrounds the Potala Palace, one of the world’s
architectural gems and traditional home to the Dalai Lamas.

Should the Tibetans be grateful?

At school, lessons are taught in Chinese – not Tibetan. The currency is Chinese. The best jobs go to the
Chinese or Chinese-speakers. Traditional Tibetan clothing and food is being replaced with Chinese goods.
Many villages have loudspeakers that broadcast music and news from China several times a day. The remaining
temples have been turned into museums, while the atheistic Chinese decide who may even join monastic life.
Their ranks now decimated, a would-be monk has to profess love of the Communist Party.

Today, even as you read this, over a hundred monks and nuns suffer torture and imprisonment in the worst
conditions imaginable: most are there for small infractions such as having a picture of the Dalai Lama or singing
songs of freedom.
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Is this progress?

The Panchen Lama, second in the hierarchy of Tibetan Buddhism, was kidnapped as a six-year-old boy ten
years ago and hasn’t been seen since. He remains the world’s youngest political prisoner. Shortly after his
disappearance, the Communists had the excuse, as well as the audacity, to appoint their own Panchen Lama,
a task normally reserved for the Dalai Lama.

The invasion and rape of Tibet has been highly successful while much of the world looks the other way. Today
the Tibetan people are a minority in their own country and most are not permitted to legally leave its borders
– although thousands risk their lives every year, escaping each winter in severe conditions, to walk over the
high Himalayas to India.

Yet this is just a brief summary of the many injustices they suffer. These conditions are not imaginary or
fabricated. Their misery is very real and has been documented by the Red Cross, Amnesty International, the
UN, International Campaign for Tibet, and human rights groups worldwide.

My problem is not with the Chinese people, as many of them are just as oppressed. It is with the Communist
Chinese government, the five percent who control the country.

As someone who personally has walked across Tibet and stayed each night with peasant families or former
monks, I have seen much of this with my own eyes. I have heard the conditions and despair whispered around
their fires over a cup of yak butter tea. What is happening today is nothing less than what the Nobel Peace
Prize winning Dalai Lama called “cultural genocide.”

So, I must ask, “Is this progress? Should the Tibetan people be truly grateful the Communists have ‘liberated’
them?” Or perhaps I should ask, “Isn’t fifty years too long to suffer – even while the Dalai Lama repeatedly
calls for tolerance, patience and a middle path of nonviolence?”

No, the western world has been all too silent. For a while the U.S. aided Tibetans with smuggled arms through
the CIA, until Nixon took office and went courting Chinese business. Since then, especially after Clinton
granted China “most favored nation” trade status – worth billions of dollars – our dollars have spoken louder
than words. Our stores have been flooded with their cheap exports. Meanwhile, our workers have lost their
jobs. Then, by selling the Communist Chinese party billions of dollars of treasury bonds, we have made the
world’s largest violator of human rights our friendly banker.

But there is still hope – and the time has never been better. The worlds’ eyes are upon China. Call or email
Congress to insist the Communist Chinese sit down to negotiate autonomy for Tibet with the Dalai Lama. This
is a simple act they have resisted for over a decade. Pressure President Bush to personally boycott the
Olympic ceremonies, as other conscientious world leaders plan to do. (One might think he’d have better
things to do these days anyway.) Pressure China to cancel the Olympic torch relay across Tibet, as it will only
result in more violence and death. Demand that the Panchen Lama be released. Pray for peace.

Finally, I would hope the enlightened people of Hawaii and especially native Hawaiian people would be
sympathetic to the Tibetan cause. After all, these islands know all too well the problems wrought by the ill-
conceived notion of “manifest destiny.” Let us not wish the same fate on any other sovereign nation.

Today, we are all Tibetans. And no man is free – until all men are free.
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The Washington Post
The Question of Tibet

Jayshree Bajoria April 2008

Staff Writer, Council on Foreign Relations

Introduction

The recent anti-government clashes in Tibet and other regions in China demonstrate the depth of historical
disagreement over the territory. Tensions between China and Tibet have persisted since People’s Republic of
China was founded in 1949. China says Tibet has been a part of China for many centuries now, a claim
refuted by many Tibetans. Chinese authorities use this claim to support their sovereignty over the territory
while proponents of the Tibetan independence point to periods in Tibetan history when it enjoyed self-rule.
Meanwhile, Chinese government policies in Tibet have fed the conflict. These include restrictions on cultural
and religious freedoms of Tibetans, attempts to change the demographics of the region through migration of
ethnic Chinese, and an unwillingness to open dialogue with Tibet’s exiled spiritual leader, the Dalai Lama.
Experts believe the dispute over Tibet will persist as long as China refuses to speak to the Dalai Lama, who
has been in exile in neighboring India since 1959. China, however, has sought to bypass the 73-year-old Dalai
Lama and concentrated instead on efforts to control the process that will determine his successor.

Unresolved Political Status

The contemporary dispute over Tibet is rooted in religious and political disputes starting in the thirteenth
century. China claims that Tibet has been an inalienable part of China since the thirteenth century under the
Yuan dynasty. Tibetan nationalists and their supporters counter that the Chinese Empire at that time was either
a Mongol (in Chinese, Yuan) empire or a Manchu (Qing) one, which happened to include China too, and that
Tibet was a protectorate, wherein Tibetans offered spiritual guidance to emperors in return for political
protection. When British attempts to open relations with Tibet culminated in the 1903-04 invasion and conquest
of Lhasa, Qing-ruled China, which considered Tibet politically subordinate, countered with attempts to increase
control over Tibet’s administration. But in 1913, a year after the Qing dynasty collapsed, Tibet declared
independence and all Chinese officials and residents in Lhasa were expelled by the Tibetan government. Tibet
thenceforth functioned as a de facto independent nation until the Chinese army invaded its eastern borders in
1950.

But even during this period, Tibet’s international status remained unsettled. China continued to claim it as
sovereign territory. Western countries, including Britain and the United States, did not recognize Tibet as fully
independent. After founding the People’s Republic of China in 1949, the new communist government in China
sought reunification with Tibet and decided to invade it in 1950. A year later, in 1951, the Dalai Lama’s
representatives signed a seventeen-point agreement with Beijing, granting China sovereignty over Tibet for
the first time. The agreement stated that the central authorities “will not alter the existing political system in
Tibet” or “the established status, functions and powers of the Dalai Lama.” While the Chinese government
points to this document to prove Tibet is part of Chinese territory, proponents of Tibetan independence say
Tibet was coerced into signing this document and surrendering its sovereignty.

Experts also point to the years from 1913 to 1950, a time when Tibet behaved like a de facto independent
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state, to argue that Tibet was not always part of China. But China blames the British influence at the time for
provoking the idea of Tibetan independence and refuses to be bound by any treaties signed between Tibet
and Britain during that period. This includes the 1914 Simla convention where the British recognized Tibet as
an autonomous area under the suzerainty of China.

The political status question is also complicated by uncertainty about what constitutes Tibet’s borders. The
Chinese only accept the term Tibet for the western and central areas, the area which is now called the Tibet
Autonomous Region (TAR). This area was directly ruled by the Lhasa government when the Chinese invaded
in 1950. But Tibetan exiles have been demanding a Greater Tibet which includes political Tibet in modern
times (TAR) as well as ethnic Tibetan areas east of TAR, most of which Tibet had lost in the eighteenth
century. These areas, earlier known as Amdo and Kham, are now scattered among parts of Chinese provinces
of Sichuan, Qinghai, Yunnan and Gansu. The March 2008 anti-government protests, which started in Lhasa,
soon spread among the ethnic Tibetan areas in these provinces.

Experts say there is no document in which the Tibetan people or their government explicitly recognizes Chinese
sovereignty before the invasion of 1950. But Robert Barnett a Tibet specialist at Columbia University, says
the importance of this argument lies not in its role in the legal debate, but in what it indicates in terms of the
political realities on the ground. “The fact is that most Tibetans seem to have experienced themselves and their
land as distinct from China,” he says.

Conflict with China

Since China’s invasion, Barnett says, “China’s policies towards the Tibetans can perhaps best be described
as a mix of brutality and concession.” The first Tibetan uprising of 1959 resulted in the flight of the Dalai Lama
and about 80,000 Tibetans. During these years thousands of Tibetans were allegedly executed, imprisoned,
or starved to death in prison camps. So far no Chinese official has publicly acknowledged these atrocities.
This period also included a policy of induced national famines that resulted from tenets of the so-called Great
Leap Forward, when Beijing set up communes in agricultural and pastoral areas. The Cultural Revolution, the
next phase of Mao’s revolutionary politics, followed in 1966 and continued in effect until 1979 in Tibet.
During these years, all religious activities were prohibited and the monastic system in Tibet was dismantled.
The campaign included an attempt to eradicate the ethnic minority’s culture and distinctive identity as a people.

Deng Xiaoping’s rise to power in China in 1978 brought forth a new initiative to resolve the Tibet question.
Besides reaching out to the Dalai Lama in exile in India, the Chinese authorities also initiated a more conciliatory
ethnic and economic development policy. Tibetans were encouraged to revitalize their culture and religion.
Infrastructure was developed to help Tibet grow. But pro-independence protests in Tibet that started in 1987
led to the declaration of martial law in the region in 1989. After martial law was lifted in May 1990, Chinese
authorities adopted a more hard-line policy with stricter security measures, curtailing religious and cultural
freedoms. At the same time, a program of rapid economic development was adopted which included much
resented incentives encouraging an influx of non-Tibetans, mostly Han Chinese, into Tibet. This, Beijing hopes,
will result in a new generation of Tibetans who will be less influenced by religion and consider being part of
China in their interest, wrote Tibet expert Melvyn C. Goldstein in Foreign Affairs in 1998. “Even if such an
orientation does not develop, the new policy will so radically change the demographic composition of Tibet
and the nature of the economy that Beijing’s control over Tibet will not be weakened.”
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Government-in-exile in India

When the Dalai Lama sought exile in Dharamsala in northern India in 1959, India arguably became a key
player in the conflict. India now is home to about 120,000 Tibetans, the world’s largest Tibetan community
outside of Tibet. But since 1952, India has always regarded Tibet as an integral part of China and does not
encourage overt criticism of China by Tibetans in exile. Sumit Ganguly, a professor of political science at
Indiana University, is openly critical of the Indian policy. “If India is indeed a liberal democracy,” he says, “it
must be willing to speak out about gross Chinese human rights violations.”

Ganguly believes India’s administration can exert pressure on China by allowing Indian Tibetans to demonstrate
peacefully without interference, and by treating the Dalai Lama as a head of state instead of a spiritual leader.
But there are many Indian analysts who believe otherwise. “There is interest on both sides, very deep interest,
to see that what is happening is not allowed to upset the apple cart — the present momentum of India-China
relations” says Mira Sinha Bhattacharjea, former director of the Institute of Chinese Studies in New Delhi.
Relations between India and China, long fraught with resentments including a short border war in 1962,
recently have warmed. China became India’s biggest trading partner in 2007. The two countries have also
seen a thaw in diplomatic relations.

The United States and the West

Experts say U.S. policy has done little to help resolve the Tibet issue. According to A. Tom Grunfeld, a
professor of history at Empire State College, Washington’s policy is inherently contradictory. “While officially
recognizing Tibet as part of China,” he writes, “the U.S. Congress and White House unofficially encourage the
campaign for independence.”

Goldstein writes Washington has been opportunistic in its dealings (PDF) with Tibet. During the Cold War in
the 1950s and 1960s, the U.S. Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) covertly funded and armed Tibetan guerilla
forces to fight against communist China. But even during this period of covert support, Washington’s official
position on Tibet did not change. It continued to recognize it as a part of China. CIA’s covert funding stopped
in 1971 as U.S. interest in Tibet waned due to warmer relations with China. But pressure from the Tibet lobby
complicated the policy environment, argues Grunfeld. In the 1980s, Tibetans in exile launched a new strategic
initiative with an aim to secure increased political support from the United States and the West to exert
pressure on China.

An important element in this new strategy was visits and speeches by the Dalai Lama in the West. In September
1987, the Dalai Lama spoke before the Congressional Human Rights Caucus in Washington. The following
June, he made another important address at the European Parliament in Strasbourg. For the first time publicly,
he laid out a willingness to accept something less than independence for Tibet. Calling for genuine autonomy
for Tibet within the framework of China, the Dalai Lama proposed that Tibet have full control over its domestic
affairs but that China could remain responsible for Tibet’s defense and foreign affairs. He reiterated this
“middle-way approach” in a 2001 address to the European parliament. The Tibet issue has also won popular
sympathy in the west including interest of Hollywood actors like Richard Gere who actively lobby for the
Tibetan cause. But the success of the international campaign for Tibet has bolstered hard-liners within the
Chinese government, experts say, thereby worsening conditions for the Tibetan people.
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Tibet’s Legal Right to Autonomy

Paul Harris May 2008

Barrister in Hong Kong and founding chairman of the Hong Kong Human Rights
Monitor. This essay is adapted from an article originally commissioned and
approved by the magazine of the Hong Kong Law Society, and then rejected as

too sensitive after an extraordinary meeting of the society’s editorial board.

The Chinese government claims Tibet as an “inalienable” part of its territory, and anyone who questions this
is subject to vitriolic attacks by the official Chinese media. If they are themselves Chinese and live in China,
they are “splittists” and liable to be imprisoned. Those from outside China are “anti-China” and “interfering in
China’s internal affairs.”

However, to the Tibetans and most people in the world outside China who are familiar with Tibet’s situation,
this is an international problem crying out for a mediated solution. Therefore one must start with how international
law might support Tibetans’ rights to self-determination.

Nobody disputes that the Tibetans are a distinct people with their own language and culture, who form a large
majority of the population of Tibet. Moreover, Tibet is controlled by the Chinese government by means of
military occupation for the benefit of the Chinese state. Tibet is a country “under foreign military occupation,
and its people are subject to alien subjugation, domination and exploitation” within the meaning of the United
Nations Resolutions on Colonial Peoples and on Friendly Relations. The severity of the repression the Tibetans
have undergone, combined with the threadbare nature of China’s territorial claim to Tibet, mean that if the
universal right of peoples to self-determination has any meaning, it must extend to Tibet.

Self-determination

By the time the U.N. was set up after World War II, it was generally recognized that peoples had the right of

A Difficult Solution

Tibet is very important to China’s sense of nationhood, says CFR’s China expert Adam Segal “There is a fear
that if Tibet gets independence, Uighurs and Taiwan will want independence.” Segal notes that Chinese authorities
have frequently suggested that they are just waiting for the Dalai Lama to die, expecting Tibetan nationalism to
disappear after his death, but says this may be a miscalculation. “I think the more radical Tibetans would direct
the movement for independence after Dalai Lama’s death.”

Experts agree that unless there is political reform within China, the resolution of the Tibetan question remains
bleak. “The historical question was never unsolvable,” says Barnett. “It would not have been a problem
necessarily if China had been able to develop policies for Tibet that were acceptable to most Tibetans.”
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self-determination. Article 1.2 of the United Nations Charter states that the purposes of the United Nations
include the development of friendly relations among nations based on respect for the principle of self-
determination of peoples. It can therefore be said that all states which have become members of the U.N. by
ratifying the United Nations Charter—including China—have accepted the principle of respect for the self-
determination of peoples.

The United Nations Charter was followed by the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. The rights in the
Universal Declaration were elaborated in two more detailed international covenants which, unlike the Declaration
itself, are treaties intended to have legal force. Article 1 of the International Covenant on Civil and Political
Rights states: “All peoples have the right to self determination. By virtue of that right they may freely determine
their political status.” The ICCPR has been ratified by 161 of 192 United Nations member countries. Five
other countries, including China, have signed but not ratified. A nation which is a signatory of a international
treaty, such as the ICCPR, is obliged under international law to “refrain from acts which would defeat the
purpose and object of the treaty.” China is therefore bound, both by its adherence to United Nations Charter
and by its signature of the ICCPR, to respect the principle of self-determination of peoples.

However, there was no consensus about what the right to self-determination meant when it was included in
the ICCPR. Western countries were generally reluctant to include it, but felt obliged to do so in response to
the aspirations of recently independent countries to end European colonialism in those places where it still
existed.

Since the ICCPR came into effect in 1976 there has been widespread concern that if the right to self
determination in Article 1 is applied literally, it would lead to the break-up of many existing states. This applies
particularly to Africa, whose national boundaries are mostly colonial-era constructs, but also to numerous
other states with ethnic minority populations who form a majority in particular regions. A consensus emerged
that the right to self-determination for the purposes of ICCPR Article 1 applies only to entire populations living
in independent states, entire populations of territories yet to receive independence and territories under foreign
military occupation.

This is a restrictive definition which excludes numerous groups who would in ordinary language be regarded
as “peoples.” It gives no encouragement to some peoples with a long history of struggle for independence,
such as the Kurds.

China’s present control over Tibet dates from 1950 when the People’s Liberation Army invaded Tibet and
defeated the Tibetan Army at Chamdo. China claims that Tibet was already part of China when it invaded,
based on a claim to sovereignty over Tibet by the Qing imperial dynasty dating from the 18th century. More
recently China has claimed that its rule over Tibet can be traced to the rule of Tibet by the Mongols—known
in China as the Yuan dynasty.

There are at least three major historical difficulties with China’s claim. Firstly, it is doubtful whether the relationship
between the Qing and the Yuan on the one hand, and Tibetans on the other, was really one of sovereign and
subjects. The Kangxi Emperor occupied Tibet in 1720. After his death in 1722 this occupation continued
under his successor the Yongzheng Emperor until 1728, and there were further Chinese invasions in 1750 and
1792. However, after the end of the occupation in 1728, and after each of the later invasions, the Chinese
armies withdrew and Tibet had virtually complete independence in practice.

Secondly, neither dynasty made Tibet a part of metropolitan China. If it was a political relationship at all, it was
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one of dependency—what today we call a colonial relationship. It is therefore a basis for concluding that Tibet
is a colony and so entitled to self-determination.

Thirdly, and most importantly, there was no relationship—either similar to that between Tibet and the Qing
dynasty, or similar to the modern concept of sovereignty—between Tibet and the Chinese Republic, which
succeeded the Qing dynasty in 1911. In 1912 the 13th Dalai Lama made a formal declaration of Tibetan
independence. Although the Chinese Republic responded by laying claim to Tibet, it never exercised any
control over it, save for certain far eastern regions where there had always been an ill-defined borderland.
Tibet was entirely independent of foreign control between 1911 and 1950.

Even if China’s historical claim was much stronger than it is, this would not provide a justification for invasion
of an independent country. Most countries were at one time under alien rule. In 1911 Ireland was under
British rule, as it had been for centuries, Finland was ruled by Russia and Korea was ruled by Japan. The
setting up of the United Nations was expressly intended to prevent the kind of aggressive wars, based on
spurious or doubtful claims to historical rule or cultural identity, pursued by both Nazi Germany and Imperial
Japan.

China has frequently attempted to justify its invasion on the basis that Tibetan society was feudal and backward,
and that China therefore brought liberation to the Tibetan peasantry from feudal domination. Scholars agree
that the pre-1950 Tibetan regime was backward. One aspect of its backwardness was its failure to appoint
ambassadors to other countries or to apply to join the United Nations until invasion by China was imminent.
However this failure was not due to lack of independence but due to the absence of a clear sense of the need
for a modern state to maintain relations with other states.

At the risk of stating the obvious, the fact that a country is backward cannot justify invading it. Backwardness
was often advanced as a justification for 19th century colonialism, what Rudyard Kipling called “The White
Man’s burden” when he encouraged the United States to colonize the Philippines. The fact that China relies
on the “backwardness” argument to support its occupation of Tibet is a further indication of a classic colonial
occupation.

One month after China invaded Tibet on Oct. 7, 1950, the Tibetan government appealed for help to the U.N.
No assistance was forthcoming, and Tibetan forces were easily overwhelmed by the Chinese, with the bulk of
the Tibetan Army surrendering at Chamdo.  After the surrender the Chinese Government embarked on what
would now be called a “charm offensive” in Tibet. Tibetans were given money by People’s Liberation Army
representatives, and encouraged to accept Chinese occupation on the understanding that their traditional way
of life would be unchanged and that Tibet would enjoy a high degree of autonomy.

In 1951, China and representatives of the Dalai Lama signed the “17 point agreement for the Peaceful Liberation
of Tibet.” It provides that “the Tibetan people have the right of exercising national regional autonomy under the
unified leadership of the Central People’s Government” (Article 3); that “the Central People’s Government
will not alter the existing political system in Tibet” (Article 4), and “will not alter the established status, functions
and powers of the Dalai Lama” (Article 4).

These autonomy provisions were never observed. The Chinese Communist Party rules Tibet, as it rules
China, through a centralized party organization, whereby each organ of government is shadowed by an organ
of the party. These party organs are accountable only to the Chinese Communist Party headquarters in
Beijing. In Tibet the new Chinese authorities insisted on taking all important decisions and interfered on an
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increasing scale with the daily life of Tibetans. In response to the harshness of Chinese rule, the Tibetans rose
in revolt in 1958. The revolt was easily crushed by China, and in 1959 the 14th Dalai Lama and some 80,000
other Tibetans fled into exile in India.

The severity of Chinese repression in Tibet since that date is well-documented. There is severe repression of
Tibetan Buddhism, which in 1997 was labeled as a “foreign culture.” Virtually all classes in secondary and
higher education are taught in Chinese, not Tibetan, resulting in a high drop-out rate among Tibetans. Urban
development has generally benefited Chinese immigrants, large numbers of whom have moved to Tibet and
now comprise about 12% of the population. Tibetans are routinely detained for long periods without charge
or sentenced to long prison sentences for peacefully advocating independence or maintaining links with the
Dalai Lama. Torture and ill-treatment in detention is widespread. Freedom of expression is severely restricted.
Peaceful political demonstrations are invariably broken up and their participants arrested. Tibetan culture is
treated as inferior to Chinese culture, and most key posts in the government and the economy are held by
Chinese. Those few Tibetans who are able to enter Chinese government service do so at the cost of alienation
from their own people and culture. Tibet’s environment and natural resources are ruthlessly exploited in the
interests of China. Overall the situation bears marked similarities in all these respects to the situation of Algeria
under the French or of Uzbekistan and Kyrgyzstan under Soviet Russian rule.

Tibet’s status has been given renewed topicality by the recent independence of Kosovo. The recognition of
Kosovo would seem to extend the right of self-determination beyond the traditional colonial or foreign
occupation situation. Kosovo was never a colony, and the Serbian Army had withdrawn long before the
independence issue was determined. The only coherent legal basis for recognizing the exercise of self-
determination by the Kosovo people in the form of an independent state is that, prior to that independence
and while under Serbian rule, the Kosovar Albanians were subject to “alien subjugation, domination and
exploitation.”

If Kosovo has a right to self-determination, the right of Tibet is infinitely stronger. The catalogue of gross
oppression, the second class citizen status of Tibetans under Chinese rule, and the identity of Tibet as a
country are all much clearer than in Kosovo’s case.

Autonomy and independence

Self-determination need not mean independence. In many situations, autonomy within a larger nation state
offers the best of both worlds, combining the benefits of being part of a large state in terms of defense, foreign
relations and economic opportunity, with preservation of local laws, customs and culture from outside
interference. Hong Kong is a good example.

The Dalai Lama has repeatedly said that he favors autonomy for Tibet within China, provided that it is meaningful
autonomy. Such is his authority with the Tibetan people that they would probably support autonomy in any
referendum in which he expressed support for it. However unless there is a change in Chinese government
thinking, real autonomy does not appear to be on offer. This is shown by the continuing aggressive denunciation
and misrepresentation of the Dalai Lama by Chinese official spokespersons.

Unless real autonomy is offered, self-determination in Tibet is bound to mean independence. China may hold
down the Tibetans by force for a long time, but, as the example of Ukraine and Russia shows, even hundreds
of years of repression is unlikely to extinguish the longing for self-determination among what are, incontrovertibly,
a people.
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Tibet through Chinese Eyes

Kishore Mahbubani May 05, 2008

Dean of the Lee Kuan Yew School of Public Policy in Singapore and the author
of “The New Asian Hemisphere”

The recent crisis over the Olympic torch and Tibet represent an epic clash: not just between Tibetans and
Beijing, but between a self-congratulatory Western worldview and the very different vision of a billion-plus
Chinese. Until Western leaders start trying to understand the Chinese perspective, friction is likely to grow,
and the victims will include the Tibetans themselves—the very people Western leaders say they want to
protect.

According to the current U.S. and European narrative, the popular protests in Tibet and elsewhere were
entirely justified. The demonstrators pushed a moral cause: to free the poor Tibetans from an oppressive
communist government. And the European leaders who decided to boycott the Olympics’ opening ceremonies,
like Germany’s Angela Merkel, deserved nothing but praise for their courageous stance.

The Chinese view could not be more different. Before describing it, however, it is vital to dispel a major
Western misconception. Many Americans and Europeans think that China’s furious reaction to the protests—
a reaction that has now inspired a massive boycott of Western goods and businesses in China—has been the
result of media manipulation and information control by Beijing. If only the Chinese public had access to real
facts, Westerners think, their attitudes would be different. This is a huge mistake. The reality is that some of the
strongest anger toward the West at the moment is coming from liberal Western-educated Chinese intellectuals
who have access to accurate information. China today enjoys the most competent governance it’s ever had,
and its elites are intelligent, well educated and sophisticated—the exact opposite of the “goons and thugs”
described by CNN’s Jack Cafferty.

The Chinese are so angry because virtually all of them believe that the Western protests have had little to do
with human rights, Tibet or Darfur. Instead, the Chinese think, the West’s real motivation is to deny China the
triumph it deserves for its enormous successes. According to this view, Westerners cannot stomach the thought
that China is poised to hold the best Olympics ever. Such a spectacle would vividly demonstrate how power
has shifted from West to East. This would be intolerable, and thus Americans and Europeans are dead set on
finding some way to disrupt the Games—and if Tibet or Darfur won’t suffice, they’ll find some other method.
As several Western-educated Chinese friends have whispered to me, “Kishore, this is pure racism. The West
cannot bear the thought of China’s succeeding.”

Chinese skepticism about the Western commitment to human rights is well founded. Indeed, there is something
ironic about those who have committed genocide against American Indians or Australian Aborigines now
castigating China on Tibet. Furthermore, Guantánamo—which Amnesty International has described as “the
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gulag of our times”—plus Abu Ghraib and European complicity in Washington’s extraordinary rendition program
have badly damaged the West’s credibility and legitimacy.

Most Chinese also believe that Tibetans have received special treatment from Beijing. After the disastrous
Cultural Revolution, in which all Chinese suffered, Deng Xiaoping adopted a more pragmatic approach to the
region. Ruined religious sites were repaired, monasteries were reopened, new monks were allowed to join
orders and the Tibetan language was permitted to be used more extensively than before. Chinese leaders
believe that China has exercised sovereignty over Tibet for 700 years now, ever since the Yuan dynasty—one
reason the “Free Tibet” slogan angers them so much. Then there’s the recent territorial disintegration of the
Soviet Union and memories of how the West seized Chinese territory in the 19th century: still more reasons
why Chinese suspicions run deep

What really frustrates Beijing is the West’s apparent lack of comprehension of China’s aims for the Olympics.
In 2005, World Bank head Robert Zoellick called on China to become a “responsible stakeholder.” The
Beijing Olympics were meant to symbolize China’s willingness to do just that, and the Chinese expected their
efforts to be welcomed enthusiastically. But now most Western leaders seem intent on slamming the door in
Beijing’s face instead. The tragedy is that this will only stoke angry Chinese nationalism, which has already
begun to surface. A fire-breathing Chinese dragon will clamp down on Tibet even harder than the current
government has, which would serve no one’s interests. The West’s failure to recognize this fact demonstrates
a serious failure of long-term strategic thinking.

If Europe’s leaders really want to show political courage, they should attend the Olympics’ opening ceremonies.
Doing so would encourage China to open up further and engage the world. Over time, this will liberalize
Chinese society and even lead to greater political and cultural autonomy for the Tibetans. So far, only one
major Western leader has shown the requisite courage and foresight: George W. Bush. It is hoped numerous
leaders from other continents will join him in Beijing. When that happens, it will only underscore Europe’s
growing irrelevance: a tragedy that Europeans are bringing upon themselves.

China’s hard-line policy towards Tibet creates more problems than it solves.
Beijing’s recent crackdown on Tibetan protesters has attracted
condemnation from around the world, but did nothing to address the
underlying problems in Tibet itself. If Beijing is serious about securing Tibet’s
long-term future as part of China, it needs to put aside its past enmity
towards the Dalai Lama – and Michael Davis, law professor at Chinese
University of Hong Kong, offers a strategy for China to pursue. Only by
acknowledging that the human-rights issue cannot be separated from the
country’s unity and negotiating with the Dalai Lama will Beijing achieve the
goal that both Beijing and the Dalai Lama claim to share: an autonomous
Tibet that remains part of China while retaining its own Tibetan identity. –
YaleGlobal
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For Talks to Succeed, China Must Admit to a
Tibet Problem

Michael C. Davis May 16, 2008

Professor of law at Chinese University of Hong Kong. For further analysis of this
issue see Michael C. Davis, “Establishing a Workable Autonomy in Tibet, Human
Rights Quarterly

China should view the Dalai Lama as a partner, not an opponent

HONG KONG: Under the glare of the Beijing Olympics, China’s failed policies in Tibet have moved to the
front pages of newspapers worldwide. Under international pressure Chinese officials resumed their dialogue
with the representatives of the Dalai Lama on May 4. The parties agreed to continue the ongoing dialogue that
began in 2002 and included six rounds of meetings. Chinese officials emphasized that they’ll approach these
renewed meetings with “great patience and sincerity.” Chinese officials have long promised that anything can
be discussed if the Dalai Lama stops seeking independence, which the Dalai Lama has repeatedly said is not
his goal. The talks can succeed if China proves its promised sincerity by first acknowledging that there is a
Tibet issue and the Dalai Lama’s representatives are the best interlocutors to resolve it.

The depth of Tibetan anger about Chinese policies, expressed during March demonstrations, shocked the
world. Tibetans who took to the streets faced certain Chinese crackdown. The world was disappointed by
the toxic Chinese official reaction and by the rather nationalistic popular demonstrations that followed the
Olympic torch around the world. High Officials labeled the Nobel Peace Laureate Dalai Lama a “wolf in
monk’s robes,” a “serial liar” and a “slave owner.” Is sincerity likely in the face of this continuing vilification?

For the Chinese, hosting the Olympics symbolizes China’s emergence on the world stage as a responsible
great power, and indeed, people expect a high standard of behavior from an Olympic host. While the Tibet
issue is generally seen as posing a serious challenge to Beijing, it can also offer an opportunity for China to
prove its sincerity and responsible behavior. China has historically set up obstacles to successful dialogue on
Tibet, yet can now take steps to demonstrate its sincerity.

First, China should accept at face value the Dalai Lama’s repeated statements that he does not seek
independence. A protracted discussion about the “true intentions” of this highly respected Tibetan leader
serves no purpose. Both sides have long conceded that Tibet should remain part of China and that it should be
autonomous. The Dalai Lama has proposed “genuine autonomy” under what he calls the “middle way” approach.
The Chinese side has not offered a response through six years of protracted discussions.

Second, China should drop its attacks on traditional Tibetan governance. The Chinese side has long accused
the Dalai Lama of formerly running a feudal theocracy, as if this is what awaits an autonomous Tibet. Surely
China was equally feudal before the founding of the People’s Republic of China. But these accusations are
irrelevant since the Dalai Lama proposes to step down from any temporal role and to establish democracy,
human rights and the rule of law under his “middle way” approach.

Third, in these discussions China should avoid its oft-stated historical title claim. Chinese officials are fond of
arguing that Tibet has for centuries been “an inseparable part of China” as a strategy to deny that there is a
Tibet issue. If independence is off the table and the goal is autonomy, this claim is irrelevant. Even if such
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history were taken seriously, it is not clear it would work in China’s favor. China’s claim of 700 years of
imperial patronage offers little that would justify a modern state’s claims to territory. Of more relevance to
autonomy, China never directly governed Tibet until the PRC took over in the 1950s. It is uncontested that
through these long centuries Tibet remained largely Tibetan. Chinese census data reports that the Tibet
Autonomous Region, the largest Tibetan area, is still 92 percent inhabited by ethnic Tibetans today.

Fourth, China should accept that the Tibet issue is one of human rights rather than insist that the only issue is
national unity. A superficial examination of reality refutes this claim. In the heady days after the Chinese
revolution, the Chinese failed to live up to their obligations, imposing repressive radical leftist policies. China’s
former party leader, Hu Yaobang acknowledged this in the 1980s and apologized. Human-rights violations
continue, and the Dalai Lama recently asked China to end repressive policies, release prisoners, open Tibet
up to the media and stop the “patriotic reeducation” campaign which denigrates traditional Tibetan culture.

Fifth, China should avoid using its own constitution as an obstacle to settlement. On its face, the Chinese
constitution allows greater flexibility than Chinese officials concede. The Chinese Constitution allows for two
forms of autonomy, including the type of national minority autonomy now applied to Tibetan areas and the
more substantial autonomy reflected in the creation of special administrative regions, as now applies in Hong
Kong. The former, applied nationwide to implement Communist Party control in designated minority areas,
offers little genuine autonomy and does not seem to allow the level of autonomy proposed under the “middle
way” approach. Chinese officials have argued that the Hong Kong model cannot be applied in Tibet because
Tibet has not involved the regaining of sovereignty and has already undergone democratic and socialist reform.
Tibetan efforts to push forward their genuine autonomy model under either approach have proven futile. Even
a superficial look at Tibetan history refutes the claim that sovereignty has never been an issue and that Tibet
has always been an inseparable part of China. The failure of democratic and socialist reform in Tibet and
nationwide is equally obvious.

Sixth, China should stop viewing genuine autonomy as “splittist.” Officially the country has 55 national minorities.
Would other minorities demand the same treatment or would Tibetans use autonomy as a platform for
independence? That Tibetans have long been considered distinctive among these groups is evident in the
1951 “17-point Agreement for the Peaceful Liberation of Tibet,” the only agreement of its kind entered with
a so-called national minority. Practically, only one other minority in China poses such risk – the Uighur Muslims
in Xinjiang. Because of assimilation or location, other minorities are not likely to seek independence. A peaceful
and fair Tibetan settlement, in fact, would offer a positive example for the Uighurs.

Seventh, China should abandon the constant suspicion of foreign interference. China is too big and powerful
a nation to wallow in this victim mentality. In an age of ethnic wars and terror, the treatment of a domestic
indigenous minority is increasingly a matter of international concern. With the September 2007 passage of the
UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, standards for the autonomy of indigenous ethnic groups
have become more concrete. While China claims not to have any indigenous peoples, these standards may
still provide a useful guideline. Tibetans are clearly distinctive as to their land, history, language, culture, religion,
customs and traditions.

Eighth, China should simply enter into negotiations with the Tibetan side over the boundary of an autonomous
Tibet. Historically dividing Tibet into 13 areas, China has objected to the Tibetan request that all contiguous
Tibetan-populated areas be united into one autonomous Tibet. Tibetans argue that since they are not seeking
independence this should not be a problem. Compromise that considers current ethnic distribution and the
protection of Tibetan culture should be possible.
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The suggested actions offer a yardstick by which China can prove its sincerity and win the confidence of the
Tibetan people and the world. The Dalai Lama is the rare negotiating partner with the capability to win over
even the more skeptical segment of the Tibetan community. China should take advantage of this opportunity.

‘GORKHAPATRA DAILY’
People in Nepal should support Tibet

Ang Dawa Sherpa May 18, 2008

Elected Legislature, CPM, Nepal. She is also the section editor of the regional
language of the newspaper.

We, the people of Himalayan region of Nepal such as Sherpa, Tamang, Lhopa, Yolmo, Manang, Dolpo,
Lemi, Mukumpa, Gyasumdo, Tsumpa etc and Tibetans share a common religion, culture, spiritual teacher,
costumes, habits, language, ultimate wish for enlightenment and seeking refuge in the same three gems. Although
geographically and politically we are citizens of different countries but we all belong to the same Bhotia race
and no body can separate us.

It is a human nature that whenever your neighbor is in trouble, especially when they belong to the same religion
and culture, we have to extend all possible help. We have generally seen that even animals, if attacked by a
different kind, collectively resists by shouting, by biting, by crying and by all means in order to try to release
from the enemy. We are supposed to be better then animals.

Today we have seen and heard about the situation in Tibet. I cannot say whether people who voluntarily
pretend not to see and hear are being bribed/ paid or not. But if they blindly choose to jump down the cliff in
full sense, I have nothing to say.

We all must know very clearly that the Tibetans are not demanding independence. They are not demanding
the boycott of Olympic. Clearly, they are demanding equal rights as a nationality, freedom of religion, freedom
to promote Buddhism, repair of old monasteries and building new monasteries, freedom to join monasteries
for the spread of Buddhism. In short, what our Buddhist brothers and sisters are demanding are freedom of
religion and culture. We have seen that how in Lhasa they are brutally suppressed for demanding these basic
human rights.

Survival of Tibetan Buddhism will depend on the survival of rich cultural heritage of Tibet. It is absolutely
necessary to strive for the preservation of this rich cultural heritage of Tibet, which is based on Buddhist
philosophy, if we are aspiring for peace and stability in China, Tibet, India, our country Nepal and the world.
This does not mean that we love a particular country and support and that we hate another country and
protest. This is related to our own country’s peace and security.

According to international laws, people have the right to protest peacefully for basic human rights. It is unfortunate
that in Tibet peaceful protesters have been gunned down, brutally suppressed, movements restricted causing
difficulty to earn their livelihood, monasteries locked and thousand of monks and nuns arrested and beaten
brutally. This is a real emergency situation.

Therefore, we all Nepali Buddhist citizens of Himalayan region must stand in solidarity with the Tibetans in
their difficult times. It is our social responsibility to help our neighbor when in difficulty. Although we may not
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be able to help physically and financially, yet even expression of our concerns and our solidarity will contribute
towards reliving some pain and suffering.

I would like to say further that recently our Nepali police have been arresting revered Buddhist monks, nuns
and people with similar faces from Soyambhu, Boudha and Jwalakhel areas in the name of stopping Tibetan
protesters. Even the people of Himalayan region of this country are subjected to this lawlessness act of the
Nepali police which is causing immense harassments to earn their daily livelihood. The police proudly and
easily announce that they have instructions from the government. Such statements are causing great harm to
the image of Nepal internationally. It is time that we must express our concerns seriously.

We do understand that once a protester reaches the venue there must be a prescribed law in dealing with them
according to the nature of protest. However, if the police continue to arrest monks and nuns randomly while
walking on the streets then an unprecedented sectarian violence like in India and many parts of world may
erupt in our country. In such eventuality the concerned authorities in the government including the police will
be held fully responsible.

Finally, I sum up by asking this vital question to all the Nepali citizens of Himalayan region who shares the
same religion and culture with Tibetans, Isn’t this time that we all stand up with the Tibetans in solidarity?

May Buddha and Buddhasatvas give us the wisdom and the courage to distinguish between good and evil and
promote the positive virtues of cause and action? May there be peace and stability in Nepal the birthplace of
Buddha and the world.

Heart of the matter
Laurence Brahm June 05, 2008

This article is reproduced from South China Morning Post. The writer is a political
economist, author, filmmaker and founder of Shambhala.

In Chinese, the word “crisis”, weiji, is made up of two characters: wei (meaning “danger”) and ji (meaning
“opportunity”). So, in each crisis, one simultaneously faces both danger and opportunity. China faces a crisis
over Tibet; its fundamental policies towards this region and its people are being called into question. This has
also accentuated the sharp juxtaposition between Chinese pragmatic, dialectic materialism and Tibetan idealistic,
abstract spirituality. While these two opposite world views may clash, there is no reason for them to be in
conflict. Actually, both are needed.

The Tibetan crisis has brought both danger and opportunity. As with all things in China, one extreme must give
way to another before a “middle” way can be reached. For all its hypergrowth, China now faces its worst
crises since the commencement of its reforms: open and violent ethnic conflict; deadly children’s epidemics;
Olympic protests; and the worst earthquake in a generation. What may be next?

Meanwhile, the Dalai Lama is sitting in Dharamsala waiting for China to signal a breakthrough. That is precisely
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what China needs at this time - the world’s most prominent morally persuasive leader, the Dalai Lama, to give
it a spiritual lift in this sensitive and difficult Olympic year.

Breaking the ice, Beijing did invite the Dalai Lama to send a personal envoy for talks and, on May 4, his
envoys, Lodi Gyari and Kelsang Gyaltsen, met two Chinese vice-ministers in Shenzhen. Both sides agreed to
disagree on many circumstances and events. But it is better to disagree than not talk at all. Then, on May 9,
Lodi Gyari gave a press conference in Dharamsala, outlining some ideas: open Tibet to journalists and tourists
to restore economic normality, and stop criticising, moreover demonising, the Dalai Lama. From this we can
see an emerging road map of what needs to be done by both sides. If Beijing can loosen its tight security grip
over the Tibetan regions, people will feel more relaxed, tourism will revive business fortunes, and income will
return.

Moreover, if it can stop criticising the Dalai Lama as part of its “patriotic education”, China can begin winning
the hearts and minds of Tibetans. In turn, if the Dalai Lama can use his influence to tone down global protests
before the Beijing Olympics, he will be giving the Chinese government the support it so badly craves. Surprisingly,
on May 22, foreign journalists reiterated the Dalai Lama’s recent statement in London that he would be willing
to attend the Olympic opening ceremony in Beijing if China issued an invitation.

A Foreign Ministry spokesman responded: “If the Dalai Lama wants to do something meaningful for the
motherland and the Olympics, then he must take practical action.” That was followed by a list of rhetorical,
separatist accusations. Regardless, this was still quite a new tone.

The Sichuan earthquake struck a region that is home to many ethnic groups, notably Han and Tibetans. It is a
propitious time for the Dalai Lama to once again publicly offer prayers to all. While he has already prayed for
those killed and left devastated by the quake, his message of compassion was not heard by Beijing. If the
meaning of his sincerity was understood in Beijing, that might change the atmosphere.

If China can respond with even a cordial meeting between President Hu Jintao and the Dalai Lama, this would
give China more face than any gold medals its athletes could win, while giving hope to Tibetans and the world.
It would change history.  The entire environment would improve, paving the way for a more grounded policy
rethink. Yes, Tibet needs the economic means that China can provide - specifically education, medical facilities
and equal opportunities.

China, in turn, needs what its own policies of material hypergrowth have failed to deliver - spirituality and a
new-age national ideology. The Olympics can stir nationalism, but it cannot deliver either of those.
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Articles by Chinese Intellectuals

No time to close our eyes
Wei Jingsheng March 17, 2008

A prominent Chinese dissident who spent 18 years in Chinese prisons, now
lives in exile in Washington

If there has been any lesson in all my years as an activist for democracy and human rights in China, it is that
only international pressure coupled with internal pressure will yield solid results.

Now, as what the Dalai Lama has called “cultural genocide” goes on in Tibet, it is wholly unacceptable that the
International Olympic Committee refuses to take a stand against the Beijing government crackdown.

Far more than Steven Spielberg, who quit his advisory role for the Olympic celebration because of the
Chinese government’s unwillingness to pressure the Sudan government over the genocide in Darfur, the Olympic
committee has a special obligation to act.

Improvements in China’s human rights were a quid pro quo for granting the games to Beijing. So how can the
committee proceed as if nothing has happened when blood is flowing in the streets of Lhasa?

If the committee does not act to put pressure on Beijing, as would be consistent with its obligations, it risks this
Olympics being remembered the way the 1936 Games in Berlin were.

Already, the “spirit of the Olympics” in Beijing has become associated with genocide by two of the world’s
top spiritual and cultural leaders. Indeed, if the IOC and the rest of the world community does not pressure
Beijing to stop the crackdown and improve human rights now, a boycott of the games will be seen as widely
justified.

The Tibetans have long chafed under the oppression of the Chinese Communist Party. In 1959, when the
Dalai Lama fled to exile in India, the protest of the Tibetans was harshly suppressed in a crackdown that
lasted more than a year. Almost a million Tibetans reportedly lost their lives.

In 1989, the current Chinese party leader, Hu Jintao, then in his capacity as a provincial leader, suppressed
yet another revolt in Lhasa by bringing in the military to kill people in the streets.

And, of course, the whole world knows about Tiananmen Square in that same year. Clearly, without human
rights and the rule of law, neither Tibetans nor the majority Han Chinese are safe from persecution at the whim
of the Communist authorities.
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China Digital Times
Tibet: Her Pain, My Shame

Tang Danhong March 26, 2008

Poet and documentary filmmaker from Chengdu, Sichuan. She has made several
documentaries in and about Tibet since the 1990s. She wrote the following
essay this week and published it on her own blog (hosted outside of China),
partially translated by CDT:

For more than a decade, I have frequently entered Tibet and often stayed there for a long time, traveling or
working. I have met all kinds of Tibetans, from youngsters on the streets, folk artists, herders on the grasslands,
voodoo doctors in mountain villages, to ordinary cadres in state agencies, street vendors in Lhasa, monks and
cleaners in monasteries, artists and writers…Among those Tibetans I have met, some frankly told me that
Tibet was a small country several decades ago, with its own government, religious leader, currency and
military; some stay silent, with a sense of helplessness, and avoid talking with me, a Han Chinese, afraid this is
an awkward subject. Some think that no matter what happened, it is an historical fact that Chinese and
Tibetans had a long history of exchanges with each other, and the relationship must be carefully maintained by
both sides. Some were angered by the railway project, and by those roads named “Beijing Road,” “Jiangsu
Road,” “Sichuan-Tibet road,” but others accept them happily. Some say that you (Han Chinese) invest millions
in Tibet but you also got what you wanted and even more; some say you invest in the development but you
also destroy, and what you destroy is exactly what we treasure….. What I want to say here is that no matter
how different these people are, they have one thing in common: They have their own view of history, and a
profound religious belief.

For anyone who has been to Tibet, he/she should sense such a religious belief among Tibetans. As the matter
of fact, many are shocked by it. Such attitude has carried on throughout their history, and is expressed in their

The old lies and propaganda don’t work anymore. In the past, many Han Chinese didn’t know about the
sufferings of the Tibetans. Now thanks to travel, tourism, cell phones and the Internet, the majority Han
understand that the Tibetan struggle against tyranny is the same as their own.

Of course, the Chinese authorities have expressed their willingness to resolve the Tibetan issue through
negotiation. But, just as with the case of Darfur, there is no sincerity behind this peaceful face unless international
pressure is brought to bear.

The IOC’s unwillingness to pressure Beijing at this moment is tragic because these Olympics are a turning
point in modern Chinese history.

By acting as host to the Olympics, the Communist Party’s rulers have turned their palace into a global glass
house. They can no longer show the smiling face of the “peaceful rise” of China to the world and the stern face
of brutal suppression at home.

The Olympics will force China to show its true face. Only international pressure, by the IOC and others, will
make sure it is the face we all want to see.
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daily lives. This is a very different value, especially compared with those Han Chinese who have no beliefs,
and now worship the cult of money. This religious belief is what Tibetans care about the most. They project
this belief onto the Dalai Lama as a religious persona.

For anyone who has been to Tibet, it should not be strange to see the “common Tibetan scene”: Is there any
Tibetan who does not worship him (the Dalai Lama)? Is there any Tibetan unwilling to hang up his photo in his
own shrine? (These photos are smuggled back in from abroad, secretly copied and enlarged, not like those
Mao portraits printed by the government that we Han Chinese once had to hang up.) Is there any Tibetan who
wants to verbally disrepect the Dalai Lama? Is there a Tibetan who does not want to see him? Is there any
Tibetan who does not want to present Hada [white welcoming scarf] to him?

Other than those voices that the rulers want to hear, have we ever heard the Tibetans’ full, real voices? Those
Han Chinese who have been in Tibet, now matter if one is a high official, government cadre, tourist or businessman,
have we all heard their real voices, which are silenced, but are still echoing everywhere?

Is this the real reason that all monasteries in Tibet are forbidden from hanging up the Dalai Lama’s picture? Is
this the reason that all work units have officials to check in every household and to punish those who hang up
his picture? Is this the reason that the government has people to stop those believers on the pilgrimage path on
every religious celebration day? Is this the reason for the policy barring government employees from having
their children study in Dharamsala; otherwise, they will be fired and their house will be taken away? Is this the
reason that at all sensitive time, government officials will hold meetings in monasteries, to force monks to
promise to “support the Party’s leadership” and “Have no relations with the Dalai splitist cliques”? Is this the
reason we refuse to negotiate, and constantly use dehumanizing language to humiliate him? After all, isn’t this
the very reason to reinforce the “common Tibetan scene,” making this symbol of nationality more holy? ……

Why can’t we sit down with the Dalai Lama who has abandoned calls for “independence” and now advocates
a “middle way,” and negotiate with him with sincerity, to achieve “stability” and “unity” through him?

Because the power difference of the two sides is too big. We are too many people, too powerful: Other than
guns and money, and cultural destruction and spiritual rape, we do not know other ways to achieve “harmony.”

This group of people who believe in Buddhism because they believe in cause and effect and transmigration of
souls, oppose anger and hatred, developed a philosophy that Han nationalists will never be able to understand.
Several Tibetan monk friends, just the “troublemaker monk” type that are in the monasteries explained to me
their view on “independence”: “actually, we may well have been ethnic Han in a previous incarnation, and in
our next incarnation we might well become ethnic Han. And some ethnic Han in a previous life may well have
been Tibetan or may become Tibetan in their next life. Foreigners or Chinese, men or women, lovers and
enemies, the souls of the world transmigrate without end. As the wheel turns, states arise and die, so what
need is there for independence?” This kind of religion, this kind of believer, can one ever think that they would
be easy to control? Yet there is a paradox here: if one wants them to give up the desire for independence, then
one must respect and protect their religion.

Not long ago, I read some posts by some radical Tibetans on an online forum about Tibet. These posts were
roughly saying: “We do not believe in Buddhism, we do not believe in karma. But we have not forgotten that
we are Tibetan. We have not forgotten our homeland. Now we believe the philosophy of you Han Chinese:
Power comes out of the barrel of a gun! Why did you Han Chinese come to Tibet? Tibet belongs to Tibetans.
Get out of Tibet!”
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Of course behind those posts, there are an overwhelming number of posts from Han “patriots.” Almost
without exception, those replies are full of words such as “Kill them!” “Wipe them out!” “Wash them with
blood!” “Dalai is a liar!” — those “passions” of the worshippers of violence that we are all so familiar with.

When I read these posts, I feel so sad. So this is karma. ……

In the last week, after I put down the phone which cannot reach anyone on the the other end, when I face the
information black hole caused by internet blockage, even I believe what Xinhua has said — strangely I do
believe this part: There were Tibetans who set fire to shops and killed those poor innocent Han Chinese who
were just there to make a living. And I still feel extremely sad. Since when were such seeds planted? During
the gunshots of 1959? During the massive destruction during the Cultural Revolution? During the crackdown
in 1989? During the time we put their Panchen Lama under house arrest and replaced him with our own
puppet? During those countless political meetings and confessions in the monasteries? Or during the time
when a seventeen-year-old nun was shot on the magnificent snowy mountain, just because she wanted to see
the Dalai Lama? ……..

Or during numerous moments which seem trivial but which make me ashamed: I was ashamed when I saw
Tibetans buy live fish from Han fish sellers on the street and put them back in the Lhasa river; I was ashamed
when I saw more and more Han beggars on the streets of Lhasa–even beggars know it is easier to beg in Tibet
than in Han areas; I felt ashamed when I saw those ugly scars from mines on the sacred mountains in the
morning sunlight; I felt ashamed when I heard the Han Chinese elite complain that the Chinese government has
invested so many millions of yuan, that economic policy favors Tibetans, and that the GDP has grown so fast,
so, “What else do these Tibetans want?”

Why can’t you understand that people have different values? While you believe in brainwashing, the power of
a gun and of money, there is a spiritual belief that has been in their minds for thousands of years and cannot be
washed away. When you claim yourselves as “saviors of Tibetans from slavery society,” I am ashamed for
your arrogance and your delusions. When military police with their guns pass by me in the streets of Lhasa,
and each time I am there I can see row upon row of military bases… yes, I, a Han Chinese, feel ashamed.

……

What makes me feel most ashamed is the “patriotic majority”: You people are the decedents of Qinshi Huangdi
who knows only conquering by killing; you are the chauvinists who rule the weak by force; you are those
cowards who hide behind guns and call for shooting the victims; you suffer from Stockholm Syndrome; you
are the blood-thirsty crazies of an “advanced” culture of Slow slicing and Castration. You are the sick minds
waving the “patriotic” flag. I look down on you. If you are Han Chinese, I am ashamed to be one of you.

Lhasa is on fire, and there are gunshots in Tibetan areas in Sichuan and Qinghai. Even I believe this — actually,
I do believe this part of the facts. In those “patriotic” posts which shout “Kill them!” “Wipe them out!” “Wash
them with blood!” “Dalai is a liar!” I saw the mirror image of those Tibetan radicals. Let me say that you
people (“patriotic youth”) are Han chauvinists who destroy thousands of years of friendship between Han and
Tibetan people; you are the main contributors to the hatred between ethnic groups. You people do not really
“highly support” the authority; rather, you people are in effect “highly supporting” “Tibetan independence.”

Tibet is disappearing. The spirit which makes her beautiful and peaceful is disappearing. She is becoming us,
becoming what she does not want to become. What other choice does she have when facing the anxiety of
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being alienated? To hold onto her tradition and culture, and revive her ancient civilization? Or to commit
suicidal acts which will only add to Han nationalists’ bloody, shameful glory?

Yes, I love Tibet. I am a Han Chinese who loves Tibet, regardless of whether she is a nation or a province, as
long as she is so voluntarily. Personally, I would like to have them (Tibetans) belong to the same big family with
me. I embrace relationships which come self-selected and on equal footing, not controlled or forced, both
between peoples and nations. I have no interest in feeling “powerful,” to make others fear you and be forced
to obey you, both between people and between nations, because what’s behind such a “feeling” is truly
disgusting. I have left her (Tibet) several years ago, and missing her has become part of my daily life. I long to
go back to Tibet, as a welcomed Han Chinese, to enjoy a real friendship as equal neighbor or a family
member.

ljworld.comljworld.comljworld.comljworld.comljworld.com
Lawrence resident sees Tibetan divide

on Olympics
Ling-Lung Chen March 30, 2008

A fellow of the Citizen Journalism Academy, co-sponsored by The World Company
and Kansas University’s William Allen White School of Journalism and Mass
Communications. She is working with the Tibetan teachers in Dharamsala,
India, the home of the exiled Dalai Lama, where she has witnessed

demonstrations and candlelight vigils.

Freedom is the common goal for all Tibetans. But a free Tibet may not be, at least not in the short term.

Dalai Lama Tenzin Gyatso, the spiritual leader of the Tibetan people and Nobel laureate, believes that full
autonomy, not independence, is the only realistic, peaceful solution for the Tibet issue. Not all Tibetans agree
with him. In spite of their unshakable respect and affection for him, they openly express their own views. It is
democracy in action.

Whether to boycott the 2008 Beijing Olympic Games is another divisive issue among Tibetans around the
globe. This month, as demonstrators continue to pour into the streets or go on hunger strike in Dharamsala,
New Delhi, London and elsewhere around the world to protest against Chinese brutality in Tibet, the debate
over this issue intensifies.

The Dalai Lama maintains that China should host the Olympic Games. He stands firm on this position even
after Wen Jiabao, the premier of the People’s Republic of China, called him a liar and accused him of being
the “criminal mastermind of recent unrest in Lhasa.”

Elliot Sperling of Indiana University and some other analysts have concluded that the Dalai Lama is politically
naive. Is he, as some have claimed, committing political suicide? Is the Chinese government playing him like a
piano?

Why does the Dalai Lama support the Beijing Olympics? Or rather, with the Dalai Lama being the Dalai
Lama, we should ask: How could he NOT support the Beijing Olympics?
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Tibetans believe that the Dalai Lama is the manifestation of Chenrezig, the Bodhisattva of Great Compassion.
It is called “great compassion” because it is not limited to any particular individual or group of people. It
applies equally to all living beings, without exception, Mao Zedong included. Mao was probably the greatest
enemy of Tibetans and Tibetan culture. It was under Mao that more than 6,000 monasteries in Tibet were
destroyed. It was under Mao that thousands of Tibetan monks and nuns were killed. Furthermore, it was also
under Mao that as many as 3 million Chinese died in the violence in the Cultural Revolution (1965-1975).
Boycotting the 2008 Olympics would be a direct and powerful statement against Chinese brutality and violations
of human rights in Tibet and elsewhere.

On March 24, three days after Nancy Pelosi, Speaker of the U.S. House, and her Congressional delegation
left McLeod Ganj in Northern India, the Dalai Lama was asked by reporters again in New Delhi about his
position on the Beijing Olympics. Despite mounting pressures, he did not alter his position. “There are 1 billion
Chinese!” he exclaimed. He holds that he cannot punish 1 billion innocent Chinese for the actions of their
government. Moreover, the 2008 Games has become a fervent nationalistic issue for the Chinese people.

The politics of the Tibet issue will go on long after the Olympics have ended. Even if the international community
boycotts the Beijing Olympics, as a result, will the Tibet situation really improve or will it become even more
confrontational? Will the boycott become another propaganda tool for the PRC government to wage another
“People’s War” against Tibetans in the Post-Olympic period of history?

However, activists believe that if they don’t bring the Tibet issue to the world stage of the Beijing Olympic
Games, the flame of hope for “Free Tibet” or a “free Tibet” will diminish. It is a life and death battle.

The Dalai Lama cannot give up on humanity. The Olympics dilemma for the Tibetans is, in fact, a dilemma for
all humanity. China wants both the Olympics Games and a Tibet under its control. Tibet wants both freedom
and compassion.

China remains firm that the Olympic torch will pass through Tibet and up Mount Everest as planned, in spite
of disruptions during the lighting ceremony in Greece on March 24. The image of a black flag depicting the five
Olympic rings as handcuffs unfurled next to Liu Qi, president of the Beijing Olympic Organizing Committee,
was seen, just for a few fleeting seconds, on TV screens across the world. This mere fact suggests that
Tibetans and supporters of “Free Tibet” and/or a “free Tibet‚” will not give up, at least not easily. As Beijing
begins to countdown on the 2008 Games, so do Tibetan activists around the globe. There are still some 130
more days to go until it opens in Beijing on Aug. 8. The Olympic dilemma will continue to unfold right in front
of our eyes. Where do you stand?

THE WALL STREET JOURNAL
The Cry of Tibet

By Wang Lixiong March 31, 2008

A Beijing-based writer, was the organizer of the recent 12-point statement on
Tibet by 30 Chinese intellectuals

The recent troubles in Tibet are a replay of events that happened two decades ago. On Oct. 1, 1987,
Buddhist monks were demonstrating peacefully at the Barkor — the famous market street around the central
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cathedral in Lhasa — when police began beating and arresting them. To ordinary Tibetans, who view monks
as “treasures,” the sight was intolerable — not only in itself, but because it stimulated unpleasant memories
that Tibetan Buddhists had been harboring for years.

A few angry young men then began throwing stones at the Barkor police station. More and more joined, and
then they set fires, overturned cars and began shouting “Independence for Tibet!” This is almost exactly what
we saw in Lhasa two weeks ago.

The fundamental cause of these recurrent events is a painful dilemma that lives inside the minds of Tibetan
monks. When the Chinese government demands that they denounce their spiritual leader, the Dalai Lama,
monks are forced to choose between obeying, which violates their deepest spiritual convictions, and resisting,
which can lead to loss of government registry and physical expulsion from monasteries.

From time to time monks have used peaceful demonstrations to express their anguish. When they have done
this, an insecure Chinese government, bent on “annihilating unstable elements” in the “emergent stage,” has
reacted with violent repression. This, in turn, triggers violence from Tibetans.

In recent decades, the Chinese government’s policy for pacifying Tibet has been to combine the allure of
economic development on the one hand with the threat of force on the other. Experience has shown that this
approach does not work.

The most efficient route to peace in Tibet is through the Dalai Lama, whose return to Tibet would immediately
alleviate a number of problems. Much of the current ill will, after all, is a direct result of the Chinese government’s
verbal attacks on the Dalai Lama, who, for Tibetan monks, has an incomparably lofty status. To demand that
monks denounce him is about as practical as asking that they vilify their own parents.

It should be no surprise that beatings of monks and closings of monasteries naturally stimulate civil unrest, or
that civil unrest, spawned in this way, can turn violent.

Why aren’t these simple truths more obvious? Phuntsog Wanggyal, a Tibetan now retired in Beijing who for
years was a leading Communist official in Tibet, has observed that a doctrine of “anti-splittism” has taken root
among Chinese government officials who deal with religion and minority affairs, both in central offices in
Beijing and in Tibet. Having invested their careers in anti-splittism, these people cannot admit that the idea is
mistaken without losing face and, they fear, losing their own power and position as well.

Their ready-made tag for everything that goes wrong is “hostile foreign forces” — an enemy that justifies any
kind of harsh or unreasoning repression. When repeated endlessly, anti-splittism, although originally vacuous,
does take on a kind of solidity. Careers are made in it, and challenging it becomes impossible.

I am a supporter of the Dalai Lama’s “middle way,” meaning autonomy for Tibet in all matters except foreign
affairs and national defense. This arrangement eventually would have to mean that Tibetan people select their
own leaders — and that would be a major change from the way things are now. Tibet is called an “autonomous
region,” but in fact its officials are all named by Beijing, and are all tightly focused on their own personal
interests and the interests of the Communist Party. Tibetans can clearly see the difference between this kind of
government and self-rule, and there is no way that they will support bogus autonomy.

It follows — even if this is a tall order — that the ultimate solution to the Tibet problem must be democratization
of the Chinese political system itself. True autonomy cannot come any other way.
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Tibetan unrest, Chinese lens
Wenran Jiang April 07, 2008

An associate professor of political science at the University of Alberta, Canada,
and acting director of the China Institute (CIUA)

An emerging cybernationalism connecting Chinese people at home and
abroad is an important force in shaping perceptions of the Tibetan and
anti-Olympic protests, says Wenran Jiang.

Since riots and unrest broke out in March 2008 in Tibet and the surrounding provinces, emotions have been
running high on all sides. On one side, critics of the Chinese government charge that what happened was the
result of a resistance movement by the Tibetan people against Beijing’s longstanding repressive policies in the
region. They call for international attention to the Tibetan situation, organise protests along the routes of the
global torch-relay leading up to the Beijing Olympic Games (as in London on 6 April), and push for a boycott
of the 8-24 August event.

On the other side, the authorities in the People’s Republic of China (PRC) claim that the Dalai Lama and his
separatist forces masterminded this unrest, which turned into violent rampages, looting, burning and killing of
innocent civilians. Beijing insists that law and order be restored and rioters be punished; it will not tolerate
further violence, and has indicated it will do whatever is necessary to fight Tibetan independence, even at the
cost of damaging its reputation as Olympic host.

It is not surprising that such a bitter confrontation has extended beyond China’s borders. Tibetans in exile took
to the streets in India and Nepal. In major European and north American cities, well coordinated demonstrations
have been staged in front of Chinese embassies and consulates as the unrest was spreading in Tibet and
neighbouring provinces.

For their part, many in the Chinese diaspora have exhibited a strong sense of nationalism that opposes any
Tibetan independence movement and resents any form of boycott of the Beijing Olympics. What is surprising,
however, is the very high level of mobilisation of Chinese public opinion (including in the blogosphere) that is
not as much a response to Beijing’s rallying calls for national unity as it is a strong reaction to what many
Chinese perceive as the one-sided reporting of the Tibetan unrest by the western press. Chinese people
everywhere want their side of the Tibet story told.

In 1989, Chinese people all over the world, including scholars and students from the mainland, protested
against the government crackdown on students in Tiananmen Square. This time, by contrast, Chinese people

It is time for the Chinese government to take stock of why its long-term strategy in Tibet has not worked, and
to try something else. The old problems remain, and they are sure to continue, perhaps in places like the
“Uighur Autonomous Region” of Xinjiang, if a more sensible approach is not attempted.
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- in European and Canadian cities, for example - have taken to the streets in support of Beijing.

While many overseas Chinese believe that Beijing’s extremely harsh and hostile words against the Dalai Lama
are neither effective nor well received by the western public, they still see western news media as being
excessively anti-China. (Many noted errors in the reporting, including the mislabelling of photos of Indian and
Nepalese police confronting demonstrating monks as Chinese soldiers cracking down in Tibet.)

They have fed their observations back to Chinese cyberspace instantly, in a process that is part of an emerging
synergy of cybernationalism connecting many Chinese at home and abroad.

A Chinese lens

But what has propelled this strident nationalism? Why has the disdain for Tibet independence and its ambitions
become so highly charged and emotional? Hasn’t the Chinese Communist Party simply been using nationalism
as a tool of legitimacy for staying in power? Aren’t most Chinese brainwashed since childhood?

Three points can be made in response to these questions. First, there is an overwhelming sense among the
Han Chinese (the country’s predominant ethnic group) that Tibet has been part of China for centuries. True,
Chinese control over Tibet was weakened when China was invaded by western powers in the 19th and 20th
centuries. But the Han have not forgotten the earlier ties. In addition, Central Intelligence Agency-funded
Tibetan covert operations against China in most of the cold-war years are well documented, the memory of
which stirs further resentment.

As such, historical memory ensures that in the minds of the Han, any perceived attempts to separate Tibet
from China will be linked with the humiliation the Chinese suffered at the hands of western and Japanese
imperialism. So, to most Chinese, a potential boycott of the Beijing Olympics is viewed as a denial of China’s
moment in restoring its respectable position in the world.

Second, many Chinese deeply believe to this day that the People’s Republic of China has lifted Tibet’s people
out of a medieval serfdom that was degrading to the majority of Tibetans, especially women.

The attitude, felt particularly by communist and socialist idealists, is not unlike that felt some years ago by
many in north America who saw the spread of their European culture as bringing civilisation to the native
people. Just as aboriginal children were put in boarding schools and forced to learn English, many Chinese
thought they were giving emancipation to an oppressed people under the name of socialism and progress.

While not denying Chinese policy failures in Tibet over the years, many reacted angrily to the recent charge
that they were committing “cultural genocide” in Tibet. They argue that what China did in Tibet is generous in
contrast to how native Indians were treated in North America over 400 years.

Third, many Han Chinese also think Tibetans should appreciate the tremendously high level of financial and
other support that has been poured into their region, both from the central government, in the form of subsidies,
and from the market adventurists who have invested heavily in the area in recent years. To the Han, such
economic development is seen as eliminating poverty and bringing prosperity to the ordinary people of Tibet,
as in the rest of China.

That’s why the shocking images of angry young Tibetans violently attacking Han Chinese and other non-
Tibetans made Chinese people recoil in indignation. (Even though they might note that while the gap between
the rich and poor in the rest of China is mostly a distribution issue, the division line between the haves and
have-nots appears to be drawn along ethnic lines in Tibet.
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Survival or Death of the Tibetan Race

Chen Weijian April 14, 2008

The recent protests in Tibet and the resulting bloody suppression by the communist regime once again present
the world with the survival or death of the Tibetan race.

The massacre happening this time is not accidental. There are historical and practical reasons.

The historical reason was Tibet’s resistance against the despotic rule of the Chinese Communist Party (CCP)
in March 1959. The CCP military announced the liberation of Tibet on October 21, 1951. However, on
March 21, 1959, the Tibetans finally realized that the communist Chinese entering Tibet this second time were
different from the Chinese entering Tibet in the past. They not only wanted to rule Tibet in name, but also
wanted to rule Tibet in reality—reforming Tibet in the communist way with blood and violence. Resentment or
resistance would be met with killing. Thus, all regions in Tibet spontaneously formed uprisings against the
CCP.

When the Tibetans learned that the CCP invited the Dalai Lama to watch a show alone in a CCP military
camp, they feared that the Dalai Lama might be kidnapped. So they organized themselves and surrounded the
Norbu Lingka (the summer residence of the Dalai Lama) to prevent the CCP from taking the Dalai Lama
away. Afterwards, the Dalai Lama had to flee his home, because the CCP’s artillery was targeting Norbu
Lingka.

Soon thereafter, the CCP completely unveiled its pretense of “peacefully liberating Tibet and allowing Tibetan
autonomy.” It started an oppression and massacre unprecedented in Tibetan history, which killed nearly one
million Tibetans.

After the massacre, the Tibetan government-in-exile led by the Dalai Lama, was established in Dharamsala,
India. The Dalai Lama started a democratic reform of the government-in-exile, organized by monks and
nobles. Dharamsala established the first National Assembly on September 2, 1960. It started a democratic
system of directly electing the premier of the government by all citizens in 2001.

Meanwhile, the government also built temples, Buddhist colleges, Tibetan language schools, and a Tibetan
medical hospital to preserve Tibetan religions and culture.

Tibet Under CCP Rule

After the CCP takeover, it almost destroyed Tibetan culture, their system of combining politics and religion,
and Tibet’s plantation economy in the name of socialist transformation. The CCP established a so-called Tibet

Taken together, these historically-conditioned perceptions will continue to shape events. A failure to understand
the deep-rooted emotions on both sides will both hinder potential solutions to the complex issues involved,
and may risk generating further divisions.
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Autonomous Region, under the absolute rule of the CCP, and the People’s commune-economy. At the end of
the Cultural Revolution, Tibet was raped and razed. The Tibetan religion and culture were recovered to some
degree after the Culture Revolution, but it was under the tight control of the CCP. The so-called “Establishing
a New Tibet” is aimed to thoroughly change Tibet.

Destroying the Spirit

The most painful issue for Tibetans is the destruction of their faith. Statistics recorded that Tibet had 2,711
temples and 114,103 monks and nuns before 1959. Six years later, only 553 temples and 6,913 monks and
nuns existed. After the catastrophe of Cultural Revolution, only 80 plus temples and about 7,000 monks and
nuns were left.

While the CCP is destroying temples, it also carries out the physical and spiritual destruction of monks. It
forces them to participate in political study, to betray and expose one another, to insult the Dalai Lama, and
even forces monks and nuns to have sex. Disgruntled monks are jailed. The numbers of monks who have
been imprisoned or killed are countless. For monks who believe in reincarnation, the CCP’s destruction of
their spirits is far more unbearable than that of their bodies.

The writer of Fire Under the Snow, Paden Gyatso, said, “What I suffered most in the 33-year prison term
was not hunger, being shackled, being viciously beaten, and undergoing electric shocks, but the torture of
betraying and exposing others. The CCP wanted us to show our loyalty to it, so it asked everyone to report
others. It forces people to sue and even frame their friends a great deal. I feared most the meetings for
denouncing. If I lie, I will harm others; if I don’t lie, I’ll harm myself. Once one starts to harm one person, he’ll
go on harming another 100 people. Although being beaten is awful, the wounds can heal. However, once one
loses his spirit, he will lose it forever.”

Of course, the most difficult thing to accept for the monks is that the CCP forced them to slander and
desecrate pictures of the Dalai Lama, who is respected as a living Buddha for Tibetans, especially for monks.
For them, it is already the greatest crime to disrespect him, not to mention the desecration of the Dalai Lama.

Slandering the Dalai Lama means going to hell for them. Therefore, except for a very small number, monks
will not do what the CCP asks them to do, regardless of the promised benefits provided to them since they
believe in reincarnation.

In Tibet, a true monk will be classified as a political criminal by the CCP, and will either be chased out of the
temple or put in jail. Thus, those Tibetan monks who are still in the temples either have betrayed their consciences
or painfully suffered from their loss of conscience and committed crimes. These monks eventually kill themselves
as those in the recent protests.

Chinese Modernization

Under the CCP’s policy of building a new Tibet, the central government directly invested 50.441 billion yuan
(approximately $7 billion) in Tibet from 1994 to 2004. Zhu Weiquan, vice minister of the United Front Work
Department, said that in the “15th National Development Project” the central government’s project investment,
financial subsidies, and aid from all nations to Tibet was more than 72.2 billion yuan (approximately $10.5
billion).

After the Third Tibet Issue Working Meeting, there are 62 national projects and 716 items for Tibet. However,
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most of them are not what the Tibetans need. The support from Hunan Province, for example, was a 12-
meter-high statue of Mao Zedong. This does not support Tibet, but is a great insult for the Tibetans.

Another instance is that one of the 10 great construction projects in Tibet was a stadium, but the Tibetans do
not use it. There are still some other development projects, such as golf courses, which have nothing to do
with the Tibetans. These tall Western style buildings are not compatible with Tibet’s traditional culture. They
have changed Tibet’s original architectural style.

Presently, the Tibetan capital, Lhasa, is a city quite like other cities in China. There are many modern buildings.
On the streets of Lhasa, it’s hard to take a picture limited to only Tibetan-style buildings.

While building modern buildings in Tibet, the CCP sends many Chinese to Tibet under the name of developing
Tibet, which changes the ethnic population of Tibet. According to an estimate by the Tibetan government-in-
exile, about 7.5 million Chinese immigrants have moved to Tibet, in addition to the police and army stationed
in Tibet. Therefore, presently, the population of Chinese exceeds that of the Tibetan people.

Moreover, the population growth of Tibetans remains a major problem for the Tibetan race. Many Tibetans
are monks and nuns, so the Tibetan population cannot grow. Under such a special cultural background, it
should not carry out the one-child policy of birth control as in China.

Although the CCP allows them to have a two-child policy on the surface, in reality, it enforces the one-child
policy in Tibet as in China. With the development of the economy, more and more Chinese enter Tibet to
make a living. According to the Tibet Autonomous Region Government, about 50,000 people immigrate to
Tibet every year.

After the Qinghai-Tibet Railway was launched, more Chinese entered Tibet to find jobs. And there are many
tourists. According to the estimate from the tourism sector, about 2.5 million people will travel in Tibet every
year after the launching of the railway. The number of tourists is almost equal to the population of Tibet.

Communist Party Culture Assimilation

Since the CCP has ruled Tibet, although Chinese-Tibetan bilingual education was initially implemented in
school (Tibetan ceased to be used in school during the Cultural Revolution), since 1997, in name of facilitating
Tibetans’ future life and work, Chinese was made the main language in schools. The remaining Tibetan curriculum
has been primarily Chinese culture and communist party culture related, such as the contribution of Princess
Wencheng (a Chinese princess who married Gongtsen Gampo of Tibet in 635) to Tibet and Jiang Zemin’s
“Three Represents” (communist ideology), and other such material.

Chinese has been used in higher-education classes because the Tibetan language does not lend itself to modern
technology. In area of TV, broadcasts, newspapers, magazines, and others, Chinese is also the main language
while Tibetan is secondary. Tibetan has been only started to be used in TV programs since 1999, and is
limited to12 hours daily.

In summary, in real life Tibetans are unable to find work without knowing Chinese. All businesses and state
enterprises in Tibet require the Chinese language. Tibetan employees have to be able to speak Chinese to
communicate with others. In the Lhasa protest this time, many participating Tibetans are ones who are unable
to find work. The unemployment rate in Tibet is as high as 40 percent. In such a reality, many Tibetans only
learn Chinese and not Tibetan at all.
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When large numbers of Chinese rushed into Tibet, Chinese customs were brought into Tibet and affected
Tibetan culture. The Tibetans also started smoking and drinking, wearing fashionable clothes, going to karaoke,
pursuing a modern lifestyle, and frequenting brothels, which became numerous in Lhasa. Even more ridiculous
is that erotic fashion shows have been conducted in front of the Potala Palace.

Even the peaceful Buddha sect is unable to avoid the wave of worldly customs. Regardless of how splendid
the restored temples are, they are temples in name only, and function as tourist sites. They have become the
CCP’s cash cows that require expensive entry fees. The famous Jokhang Monastery used to be a place for
Tibetans to worship Buddha, and many Tibetans traveled far kowtowing and kneeling all the way to Lhasa,
but they could not enter the temple because of the high ticket prices.

Ecological Devastation

The CCP’s construction in Tibet is actually ruining Tibet. While destroying Tibetan culture, it has also caused
a major calamity to Tibet’s ecology. The Tibet’s Government-in-exile researchers have discovered that the
CCP’s exploitation of Tibet’s rich mining resources and the large emigration of Chinese have caused the
vulnerable Tibetan ecological system to go out of balance.

Half of the more than 4,000 lakes in Tibet have dried up. The water level of the famous Anto Lake Qinghai is
continuously declining, the Huang carp in Qinghai have died in large number, prairies became deserts, large
forests were cut down, all causing serious damage to Tibet’s ecological environment.

According to the statistics from 1955 to 1985, the timber shipped inland from the Aba Tibetan autonomous
prefecture alone can, if laid out end to end, circle the globe 13 times.

Mining has also led to serious destruction of the environment. Since working the Nima county gold mine,
47,025 acres of high quality pasture was destroyed, and the mining vehicles have destroyed 25,500 acres of
pasture. In a recent CCP report, the potential value of iron ore in Golmud City alone may be as much as 4.7
billion Yuan (about $670 million). Mining will begin in 2008, and the estimated annual production will reach
five million tons.

Since the Qinghai-Tibet railway opened, the CCP will further expand the mining of Tibet’s natural resources,
further damaging the ecology. Although the CCP has provided much aid to Tibet in recent years, it also has
taken a lot of Tibetan resources and destroyed a lot of Tibet’s way of life. It is impossible to quantify the
damage it has caused.

The Sacrilege of the Holy Land, People, Nationality, Culture and Gods

The destruction of nature is not just a problem of the way of life to Tibetans, but it is a problem damaging its
soul. To a Tibetan, all things have souls and a myriad of things have gods. Land, water, grass, and forest all are
gods, and these gods have all protected Tibetans. Once humans destroy the land, water, grass, and forest,
people lose the protection of these gods and suffer disasters.

This kind of God of Nature thinking is a very important part of Tibetan culture. Therefore, regardless of how
much economic gain is had, to Tibetans who value the next life more than the present world, it portends a
disaster of being extinguished by heaven. It is just like the disaster of digging up an ancestral grave to Chinese
people.

Tibet has already been changed beyond recognition by the CCP. Tibet, as a culture and a way of life, is
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comprehensively vanishing. Tibetan monks are the foundation of Tibetan culture. The public may not have a
strong sense about the fading of the nation, but to the foundation of this culture, it is worse than death.

When monks are required to recite the scriptures under the “new discipline” to be loyal to the CCP and to
oppose the Dalai Lama, as Buddhists, it is as if they have already died. After Sinicizing the education in Tibet,
there is no reciting of scripture in temples anymore. When being used as scenic sites selling high-priced tickets
for a huge profit, temples are no longer holy lands for salvation. When Tibet’s sacred mountains were exploited,
Tibet lost the gods’ protection. Therefore, to a Tibetan monk, Tibet has come to the moment of life and death.

If there is no revolt, no struggle, Tibet will to vanish. Then, the Tibet that has high-rises is no longer their
Tibet—the Tibet that has music and songs night after night and wanton luxurious living is not their Tibet. The
Tibet that has rumbling trains is not their Tibet. The Tibet that has Chinese-speaking schools, TV, and radio
stations is even more so not their Tibet.

Tibet’s nationality is unique in that all its people believe in Buddhism. They have a unique way of life. The
world is changing. Tibet is changing, too. Just like the change of Dharamsala, it has changed from a society of
a combined government and religion to a democratic society. But this is by their choice, a choice of progress.

The change that has happened in Tibet is not by the Tibetans’ own choice. It is a choice imposed upon them
by the CCP. This change is a kind of massacre, a massacre of a nationality and a culture. If the CCP does not
collapse, Tibet, as a culture, will disappear.

The Dalai Lama witnessed everything that has happened in Tibet under the tyranny of the CCP. He said with
tears in his aged eyes that Tibet, as a unique culture, was going to vanish within 15 years. To a nationality, the
vanishing of its culture is equivalent to death.

In today’s Tibet, it is no longer a question of how much human rights or how much culture can be preserved,
but a question of life and death of a race. As a weak nationality, regardless how much its strength of compassion,
regardless how strong its tenacious spirit, under the suppression of the cruelest despotic political power and
the great-nation chauvinism instigated by the CCP, they are incapable of saving themselves.

No Hope Without Global Action

To enable Tibet to survive, they must rely on the international society’s conscience and justice and to rely on
international society’s strong economic strength to force the CCP to launch peace talks with the Dalai Lama
and to provide Tibet a unique autonomous status—only then, can Tibet be saved.

If the international community is concerned only with their own interests and does not care about the survival
of a nationality, does not care about the vanishing of a compassionate Buddhist nationality from the world,
does not care about the wisdom, compassion, and happiness brought to the world by the Dalai Lama, Tibet
as a culture will vanish from this world forever.

To Tibet’s monks and people, the CCP is truly too powerful, and resistance is futile. To them, if they do not
explode in silence, they are going to die in silence. Although today’s Tibetan protest is another desperate
attempt that has no hope of success, it announces to the world that at a time when the Tibetan nationality is
dying under the tyranny of the CCP, this nationality has not died silently, but its people have resisted with their
flesh and blood. They yelled with their bloody weeping voices to the world!

History will remember these brave warriors’ fighting for the existence of their nationality, and will also remember
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their desperation before the death of a nationality. During the life and death of Tibet’s nationality, as a Chinese
who carries this blame, we have no alternative but to fight the CCP tyranny side by side with Tibetans.

At the conclusion of this article, we pray for Heaven’s mercy, not to allow Tibet, as a nationality to die under
the despotic CCP regime.

The Washington Post
Caught in the Middle, Called a Traitor

Grace Wang April 20, 2008

A freshman at Duke University. Scott Savitt, a visiting scholar in Duke’s Chinese
media studies program, assisted in writing this article

I study languages — Italian, French and German. And this summer — now that it looks as though I won’t be
able to go home to China — I’ll take up Arabic. My goal is to master 10 languages, in addition to Chinese and
English, by the time I’m 30.

I want to do this because I believe that language is the bridge to understanding. Take China and Tibet. If more
Chinese learned the Tibetan language, and if Tibetans learned more about China, I’m convinced that our two
peoples would understand one another better and we could overcome the current crisis between us peacefully.
I feel that even more strongly after what happened here at Duke University a little more than a week ago.

Trying to mediate between Chinese and pro-Tibetan campus protesters, I was caught in the middle and vilified
and threatened by the Chinese. After the protest, the intimidation continued online, and I began receiving
threatening phone calls. Then it got worse — my parents in China were also threatened and forced to go into
hiding. And I became persona non grata in my native country.

It has been a frightening and unsettling experience. But I’m determined to speak out, even in the face of threats
and abuse. If I stay silent, then the same thing will happen to someone else someday.

So here’s my story.

When I first arrived at Duke last August, I was afraid I wouldn’t like it. It’s in the small town of Durham, N.C.,
and I’m from Qingdao, a city of 4.3 million. But I eventually adjusted, and now I really love it. It’s a diverse
environment, with people from all over the world. Over Christmas break, all the American students went
home, but that’s too expensive for students from China. Since the dorms and the dining halls were closed, I
was housed off-campus with four Tibetan classmates for more than three weeks.

I had never really met or talked to a Tibetan before, even though we’re from the same country. Every day we
cooked together, ate together, played chess and cards. And of course, we talked about our different experiences
growing up on opposite sides of the People’s Republic of China. It was eye-opening for me.

I’d long been interested in Tibet and had a romantic vision of the Land of Snows, but I’d never been there.
Now I learned that the Tibetans have a different way of seeing the world. My classmates were Buddhist and
had a strong faith, which inspired me to reflect on my own views about the meaning of life. I had been a
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materialist, as all Chinese are taught to be, but now I could see that there’s something more, that there’s a
spiritual side to life.

We talked a lot in those three weeks, and of course we spoke in Chinese. The Tibetan language isn’t the
language of instruction in the better secondary schools there and is in danger of disappearing. Tibetans must
be educated in Mandarin Chinese to succeed in our extremely capitalistic culture. This made me sad, and
made me want to learn their language as they had learned mine.

I was reminded of all this on the evening of April 9. As I left the cafeteria planning to head to the library to
study, I saw people holding Tibetan and Chinese flags facing each other in the middle of the quad. I hadn’t
heard anything about a protest, so I was curious and went to have a look. I knew people in both groups, and
I went back and forth between them, asking their views. It seemed silly to me that they were standing apart,
not talking to each other. I know that this is often due to a language barrier, as many Chinese here are scientists
and engineers and aren’t confident of their English.

I thought I’d try to get the two groups together and initiate some dialogue, try to get everybody thinking from
a broader perspective. That’s what Lao Tzu, Sun Tzu and Confucius remind us to do. And I’d learned from
my dad early on that disagreement is nothing to be afraid of. Unfortunately, there’s a strong Chinese view
nowadays that critical thinking and dissidence create problems, so everyone should just keep quiet and
maintain harmony.

A lot has been made of the fact that I wrote the words “Free Tibet” on the back of the American organizer of
the protest, who was someone I knew. But I did this at his request, and only after making him promise that he
would talk to the Chinese group. I never dreamed how the Chinese would seize on this innocent action. The
leaders of the two groups did at one point try to communicate, but the attempt wasn’t very successful.

The Chinese protesters thought that, being Chinese, I should be on their side. The participants on the Tibet
side were mostly Americans, who really don’t have a good understanding of how complex the situation is.
Truthfully, both sides were being quite closed-minded and refusing to consider the other’s perspective. I
thought I could help try to turn a shouting match into an exchange of ideas. So I stood in the middle and urged
both sides to come together in peace and mutual respect. I believe that they have a lot in common and many
more similarities than differences.

But the Chinese protesters — who were much more numerous, maybe 100 or more — got increasingly
emotional and vocal and wouldn’t let the other side speak. They pushed the small Tibetan group of just a
dozen or so up against the Duke Chapel doors, yelling “Liars, liars, liars!” This upset me. It was so aggressive,
and all Chinese know the moral injunction: Junzi dongkou, bu dongshou (The wise person uses his tongue, not
his fists).

I was scared. But I believed that I had to try to promote mutual understanding. I went back and forth between
the two groups, mostly talking to the Chinese in our language. I kept urging everyone to calm down, but it only
seemed to make them angrier. Some young men in the Chinese group — those we call fen qing (angry youth)
— started yelling and cursing at me.

What a lot of people don’t know is that there were many on the Chinese side who supported me and were
saying, “Let her talk.” But they were drowned out by the loud minority who had really lost their cool.

Some people on the Chinese side started to insult me for speaking English and told me to speak Chinese only.



Articles on Tibet        319

But the Americans didn’t understand Chinese. It’s strange to me that some Chinese seem to feel as though not
speaking English is expressing a kind of national pride. But language is a tool, a way of thinking and
communicating.

At the height of the protest, a group of Chinese men surrounded me, pointed at me and, referring to the young
woman who led the 1989 student democracy protests in Tiananmen Square, said, “Remember Chai Ling? All
Chinese want to burn her in oil, and you look like her.” They said that I had mental problems and that I would
go to hell. They asked me where I was from and what school I had attended. I told them. I had nothing to
hide. But then it started to feel as though an angry mob was about to attack me. Finally, I left the protest with
a police escort.

Back in my dorm room, I logged onto the Duke Chinese Students and Scholars Association (DCSSA) Web
site and listserv to see what people were saying. Qian Fangzhou, an officer of DCSSA, was gloating, “We
really showed them our colors!”

I posted a letter in response, explaining that I don’t support Tibetan independence, as some accused me of,
but that I do support Tibetan freedom, as well as Chinese freedom. All people should be free and have their
basic rights protected, just as the Chinese constitution says. I hoped that the letter would spark some substantive
discussion. But people just criticized and ridiculed me more.

The next morning, a storm was raging online. Photographs of me had been posted on the Internet with the
words “Traitor to her country!” printed across my forehead. Then I saw something really alarming: Both my
parents’ citizen ID numbers had been posted. I was shocked, because this information could only have come
from the Chinese police.

I saw detailed directions to my parents’ home in China, accompanied by calls for people to go there and teach
“this shameless dog” a lesson. It was then that I realized how serious this had become. My phone rang with
callers making threats against my life. It was ironic: What I had tried so hard to prevent was precisely what
had come to pass. And I was the target.

I talked to my mom the next morning, and she said that she and my dad were going into hiding because they
were getting death threats, too. She told me that I shouldn’t call them. Since then, short e-mail messages have
been our only communication. The other day, I saw photos of our apartment online; a bucket of feces had
been emptied on the doorstep. More recently I’ve heard that the windows have been smashed and obscene
posters have been hung on the door. Also, I’ve been told that after convening an assembly to condemn me,
my high school revoked my diploma and has reinforced patriotic education.

I understand why people are so emotional and angry; the events in Tibet have been tragic. But this crucifying
of me is unacceptable. I believe that individual Chinese know this. It’s when they fire each other up and act
like a mob that things get so dangerous.

Now, Duke is providing me with police protection, and the attacks in Chinese cyberspace continue. But
contrary to my detractors’ expectations, I haven’t shriveled up and slunk away. Instead, I’ve responded by
publicizing this shameful incident, both to protect my parents and to get people to reflect on their behavior. I’m
no longer afraid, and I’m determined to exercise my right to free speech.

Because language is the bridge to understanding.
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                    China Digital Times
First Time I Feel Ashamed to be Han, and Lucky

to Not Be a Party Member

April 22, 2008

The following blog post was signed as written by “a student from the Central
University of Nationalities”. Translated by CDT:

I’ve wanted to write something for a while in the wake of the latest developments in Tibetan regions. But after
seeing press reports by media outlets from home and abroad, I don’t know whom to believe in. I lost my
judgment. I tried to start writing, but then couldn’t continue because my feelings are too complex. This afternoon,
I talked to a colleague again about this issue and the conversation escalated into a fight.

 The colleague finally used a very “Chinese Communist” style to stop me from “venting angry words.” Faced
with irrationality, I zipped my mouth. I’ve worked with a variety of people, but I didn’t imagine that there are
people who have been brainwashed so much, and I started to realize this issue isn’t a small matter! The key
is, a lot of Han and some ethnic Tibetans with vested interests have become blind to the blue sky, white
clouds, green mountains and water. Amidst the long history and mystical culture of Tibet, their brains are only
thinking about how to commercialize these things. They don’t know that many aspects of the Tibetan way of
life, religion and custom, culture and values are gradually being dismantled. Neither do they know that the
dignity of Tibetans is shedding tears, and many Tibetans are struggling…Looking at Tibet, I sometimes feel
ashamed to be a Han. Since first coming to Tibet in 2006 I often think about these issues: What on earth does
Tibet need, how should it develop and who does it need to lead that development? I have no power to resist
anything, nor do I have the intention to resist, after all our motherland is slowly making progress and our party
is gradually inching toward democracy. As an ethnic university graduate and a Han who now works in the
Tibetan region, these topics have surrounded me every day of my working life. In a civilized world in the 21st
Century, when something incredible happens in a certain area but many people around us (including Tibetans)
yell out about a crackdown and mass killing, should we seriously reflect on ourselves: Why? I have picked an
article by an alumni [of the Central University of Nationalities] below. As a member of the Chinese nation, no
matter which ethnicity, we, the future of the country, shall rethink the whole issue! Those Who Throw Out
Angry Rhetoric Please Apologize to Tibetan Compatriots What I write has no intention to be separatist or to
damage ethnic solidarity.

 I love my motherland, love my people and love all my compatriots. I only hope that in this huge family, we can
truly love one another, understand and tolerate one another, and truly live a harmonious life. We always
mistakenly believe that whatever we do is progressive, but we are repeatedly committing mistakes. While
walking on the streets of Lhasa, I always have a subconscious sad feeling. In a sacred place like Lhasa, I can
not find where I belong, and I’ve lost my direction. Jiangsu Road, Beijing Road, so on and so forth, these
names pop up in front of my eyes. Roads named in Tibetan are few in number, and the city makes one feel like
being in a mainland town. Children beggars swarm around me and when I see their aspiring eyes and the joy
of getting some money, my heart bleeds, and language becomes pale. Occasionally, made-up ladies cozy up
and wave toward me, wanting to say something but I understand they are not just saying hello to me. The
whole sacred city is filled with aid construction. I am not saying this is not good, and Tibetan people very much
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appreciate the help from other ethnic groups and the care from the central government. But those Hunan-
aided and Shandong-financed post boards stand up high on the top of buildings, fearing that not enough
people will recognize their generosity. But this philanthropic advertising is overstretched. Every ethnicity has
its dignity, so imagine, will this hurt the feelings of the Tibetans? And the assistance buildings are not constructed
based on Tibetan culture and ideas, but wild shapes and structures. Will Tibetans like these houses? Nowadays,
there are so many prostitutes on the boulevards and small lanes; they number at least in the thousands. There
was once a women’s movement that put out a slogan that says “Sichuan women get out, husbands return
home.” Imagine how many people are engaged in prostitution! We cannot blame the Tibetan ethnicity, these
are imports from the mainland. And their influence is so deep that it’s unimaginable. Those colorful women fill
the streets wide and narrow and beam their seductive eyes around the crowds, which is for sure a blasphemy
on Lhasa’s image. Still, we have no regret and, instead, have turned the sacred town into a setting of indulgence
and satiating lust. Some even say that Tibetans are dark-colored and dirty. Yes, Tibetans are dark-skinned,
but they have a red heart and pure belief. Look at us who believe ourselves to be light-colored.

We feel proud about our faces being covered with chemical compounds. Tibetans are not dirty, and their
hearts are pure and kind. We always stress the importance of Mandarin. Indeed Chinese is important and it’s
our national official language. But in Lhasa and many Tibetan ethnic regions, there is a popular saying that
goes, “Tibetan is a formality but Mandarin is the rice bowl.” That’s exactly as I see it–Many Tibetan students’
work hard on Mandarin for their future, and, as a result, many forget their own language. Of course there are
a lot of reasons for this, for example some schools don’t have Tibetan language curriculum at all, and classes
of mainland students are not allowed to speak Tibetan, etc. Language is the root of an ethnic group and to a
great extent is a symbol that distinguishes one race from another. Without a language, an ethnic culture will also
die along with it. On the other hand how many Han people understand Tibetan language and script? Which
makes us feel deeply ashamed and sorry.

There are so many Tibetans who can fluently speak Mandarin. I don’t know whether I should be happy or
sad about this, but I feel there’s a serious lack of understanding between the two ethnic groups. Han people
have their own holidays and customs, so do the Tibetans. In Lhasa, along with more contact with other ethnic
groups, many Tibetans started to celebrate Han holidays, such as dragon boat festival and tomb sweeping
festival, etc. But few spend Tibetan holidays with Tibetans. Some say Han culture is so tolerant and so
influential. But do you truly understand the Tibetan holidays? When some people talk about sky burial, they
associate it with cruelty and horror. But have you ever thought about that when a dead body is incinerated it
perishes and when it gets buried it becomes part of the soil, while heavenly burial benefits other animals and
alleviates their hunger, thus protecting them. What a noble burial and selfless funeral is this. But it is regarded
as barbarian, primitive, cruel. So when you talk about this please read up a little and understand more about
it!

Many still stubbornly believe that rice is the best staple food. But when told that Tibetans eat Tsangba [roasted
barley], their facial expression reflects shock, contempt, dismissal. It’s ridiculous and stupid and ignorant
because tsangba is actually a pure and unpolluted natural food. All these examples are beyond reason but they
happen around us. Some only know that there are Tibetans in Tibet, but don’t know that there are Tibetans in
other provinces. Some only know there’s a Lhasa in Tibet but don’t know any other place there. But they still
randomly say outrageous things about Tibet. Let’s also talk about those cadres who assisted the development
of Tibet. Were/are they really coming to help Tibet?
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China remains a land of torture and repression

Shao Jiang May 01, 2008

As the Olympic torch heads up Everest on the next phase of its troubled journey next week, it is almost certain
to attract more protests as it gets closer to Tibet.

But peaceful demonstrations must go ahead: what’s becoming clear is that the real opportunity to protest
against the Chinese government’s treatment of its people will be from outside the country. The authorities are
gradually strangling dissent within China to ensure that the Games in August go off without any embarrassing
protests.

So many of them have returned to their home bases for promotions after a short stint in Tibet. I heard about
a friend’s uncle, who stayed in Tibet for less than four years and took 800,000 Yuan back to the mainland.
There are many stories like this, going back home from Tibet to skyrocket in their career or buy villas, so on
and so forth. Did they come to Tibet to work for the good of Tibetans? How much contribution did they make
to Tibet? Where did the money go after the state earmarked it for Tibet? I don’t even want to imagine, the
more I think about it the more frightful it gets. Let me also talk about the inner land (neidi) classes for Tibetans.
I don’t know about other ethnic groups’ neidi classes but I know quite a bit about the Tibetan ones. Everything
they study is written in Mandarin and the history they learn is also Han history. What about Tibetan history?

As a Tibetan who doesn’t know his/her own history, is he/she still a Tibetan? Of course there is reason for this
but shall we consider their racial feelings and ethnic belonging? Many years later, many kids have made
tremendous progress in Mandarin but their Tibetan level is still elementary. Let me also talk a bit about March
14.China’s coverage of it has been indeed thorough and detailed. But some issues have been haunting me still.
For instance, in the news, a lot of information was “according to reliable sources/materials.” I don’t know
how reliable these pieces of information are. Where on earth are the sources? Why not tell us, the public?
Videos on March 14 shown on the Internet are truly saddening. No matter which ethnic group, it’s heart-
wrenching. But let’s look at the comments and our netizens, who speak about killing or exterminating in every
sentence. Why are we so extremist?  Why so partial? How about let’s try not to preemptively judge certain
people without getting the whole story?

No ethnic group is composed of all good people. Why not say things like that? Shall we also reflect upon our
own behavior and our own mistakes? To kill all Tibetans, isn’t it a little irresponsible? We did make efforts to
develop solidarity and the growth of Han and Tibetan cultures. But we ignore the feelings and belief of Tibetan
compatriots. We did give, but we didn’t do it sincerely enough and not perfectly enough. Not only shall we
give in terms of material, but also spiritual, support. We shall offer our help with an equal and caring attitude,
not just to do cosmetic work.

Think about it: China has run Tibet for so many years and now we have this situation over there, there are so
many things we should reflect on about ourselves. We cannot always think that we are always right and we are
the best. For those who randomly say outrageous things, please apologize to our kind Tibetan compatriots.
Only mutual understanding and trust can build up our truly harmonious society…
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The crackdown on human rights activists in China has intensified in the last nine months. It has never been easy
for people to speak out about issues like political freedom, the death penalty, HIV/AIDS, land grabs, or the
environment – I know this from personal experience – but if anything, things are getting worse.

Back in 1989 in Beijing I helped organise the pro-democracy protests in Tiananmen Square. We held public
discussions around sensitive political issues. After the Tiananmen massacre, I was arrested and held in prison
for 18 months, followed by repeated harassment and detention. But I was still one of the lucky ones.

Many of the participants were killed – their relatives built the network called the “Tiananmen Mothers”. Many
are still in prison, among whom is Hu Shigen, a lecturer at Beijing Language Institute, who was sentenced to
20 years in prison in 1992 for commemoration of 4 June victims. I escaped in 1997 and now live in the UK,
where I’m free to protest at China’s human rights record; a right I exercised, peacefully, when the Olympic
torch came to London.

But the situation for those I left behind is quite different. An Amnesty report earlier this month spelled it out:
“Much of the current wave of repression is occurring not in spite of the Olympics, but actually because of the
Olympics”. Dissenters are targeted and silenced. Anyone making direct connections between human rights
abuses and China’s hosting of the Olympics is treated particularly harshly.

Ye Guozhu is serving a four-year sentence after he applied for permission to hold a demonstration about
forced evictions in Beijing. He has reportedly been tortured with electro-shock batons in prison. Wang Ling,
his associate, had also campaigned publicly after she lost her property as a result of Olympic construction.
She was recently thrown into a “Re-education through Labour” camp for 15 months, where conditions are
notoriously harsh. We got a clear hint as to what conditions will be like during the Games when the Ministry of
Public Security held a press conference in November 2007 to lay down the law about public protests.
Anyone wishing to hold assemblies, parades and demonstrations during the Olympics, they announced, would
have to comply with the law – including an obligation to apply for permission in advance. As Ye Guozhu’s case
shows, such permission is almost never granted. And the consequences for those who try to protest peacefully
can be dire.

In March this year, Yang Chunlin was sentenced to five years in prison for “inciting subversion” following his
“We don’t want the Olympics; we want human rights” campaign, which was meant to defend peasant rights
from land seizures by developers and officials. It’s reported that he was tortured in police detention: for seven
days in August and September 2007, his arms and legs were stretched and chained to the four corners of an
iron bed so that he couldn’t move. He was forced to eat, drink and defecate in that position. On 3 April,
human rights activist Hu Jia was sentenced to three and a half years in prison for “inciting subversion of state
power” when he spoke up for imprisoned civil rights lawyers. Earlier this year more activists were detained or
put under surveillance and there were broad police sweeps of petitioners, vagrants, beggars and other
“undesirables” in Beijing, ahead of the National People’s Congress. The Party likes its big events to go
smoothly; no one is going to be allowed to get in the way. And there is no bigger event than the Beijing
Olympics.

Recent events in Tibet highlighted the situation yet more clearly. The crackdown on the peaceful protests of 10
March and what followed – violence from the police and the army, mass arrests, “wanted lists” of protesters
posted online – showed that the authorities’ attitude to peaceful demonstrators hasn’t moved on much in 19
years. But they have learned to keep the media away.
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China’s soft-power failure
Li Datong May 19, 2008

Beijing’s triumphal Olympics year is turning tense, with the Tibetan and
torch-relay protests now followed by the Sichuan earthquake. The Chinese
government’s response betrays a deficit in the way the country is ruled,

says Li Datong.

The Chinese government Chinese soil, the media war has abated.

The Chinese government’s fury is easily understood - the protests were a total humiliation for China. This is
the biggest blow to the country’s image for twenty years. The only comparable setback came after the Tiananmen
crackdown in 1989. Then, China’s reputation suffered almost irreversible damage in the face of international
condemnation and sanctions from the United States and Europe.

But at least the government was prepared for the consequences of its post-Tiananmen repression. Chinese
leaders were ready to make the sacrifice necessary in order to hold onto power. Deng Xiaoping knew that
sanctions against such a large country as China could not go on indefinitely, and that China could ride out the
storm. Deng also understood the importance of repairing China’s image, and as early as 1990 put forward the
plan for China to apply to host the Olympics.

The Chinese government never expected such embarrassment over the torch relay. Over twenty years, the
influence of Tiananmen has been diluted, and to international amazement, China’s rapid economic development
has made it one of the world’s largest economies. Every major country has been affected by China’s development.
After its unsuccessful bid to host the 2000 Olympics, China was favourite to be awarded the 2008 games,
and emerged victorious. As a country of over a billion people, a member of the United Nations Security
Council and of the World Trade Organisation, China had no less right to be awarded the games than had the
Korean military regime in 1988.

Also, China’s size means that it will be unlikely to slip into debt due to the Olympics, unlike Greece. In terms
of hard facts and figures, China was definitely one of the best-qualified countries to host the games. The
Chinese government was full of confidence, and in principle the torch relay was an idea that would be welcomed
by the rest of the world. But things did not go according to plan.

The claim of right

What the Chinese government didn’t realise was that “soft power”, rather than hard power, has become key.

Amnesty releases the first of four online animated films today, highlighting the crackdown on peaceful protests
in China and asking people here to join its “Human Rights For China” campaign. Campaigning techniques
have moved on considerably from our 1989 protest camp. Sadly the attitude of the Chinese authorities to
peaceful protest has barely moved an inch.
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Soft power stems from a country’s human-rights situation. It depends on the progress a country has made in
maintaining universal values, and trust in the country from the international community. However much the
claim is made that the Olympics are and must be separate from politics, there is at least a political minimum
that countries have to achieve to qualify as hosts. It would be hard, for example, to imagine the games being
awarded to South Africa under apartheid.

To be fair, China’s human-rights situation has improved since 1989. The situation now is the best it has been
since 1949, and this is why the Chinese government feels that is has been treated so unjustly. “Why does no
one talk about our achievements?” the government wonders. The answer lies in the rule of law and institutions.
The increasing freedom and improving human rights of the Chinese people lack any substantial legal or systemic
foundation. The government’s overarching concern is still to keep the ruling party in power. Unrestrained
government power can be relaxed and contracted at will. That is to say, the progress China has made is not
necessarily a one-way street. When things are good, progress can be allowed, but at the first sign of trouble
the one-party totalitarian system automatically reverts to type. It is at these times that the government’s obtuseness
and crudeness shocks the world. For example, as the preparation for the Olympics began in earnest, at a time
when the whole world was looking at China’s human-rights record, the government locked up Hu Jia - a
fragile young man who has done nothing but publish some articles on the internet - on charges of “subverting
the state”.

Questioned on this by foreign media, the normally eloquent Chinese premier Wen Jiabao could only respond
that China “is a country with the rule of law”. In light of the fact that freedom of speech is protected by the
Chinese constitution, this answer seems both weak and ridiculous. Why the government acts so idiotically is
beyond comprehension.

The call of Tibet

The recent Tibetan troubles could also have been handled differently. If a few people want to come out of the
temples and protest, what is the problem? If the route and time are arranged in accordance with the law, and
the people conduct their march, shout their slogans and then go home, why should this cause trouble? The
more people are repressed, the more they want to rebel, and the consequence is chaos.

A country ruled by law should guarantee its citizens’ right to protest. In those circumstances, if citizens break
the law, they should be stopped without hesitation. But China has things the wrong way around. The lawful
right to protest of a number of monks was crudely taken away, and then when trouble started there was no
timely intervention due to fears over international opinion. This allowed the riots to get out of control and
resulted in loss of life and damage to property.

This theme is exemplified in other respects. There was a lack of information and preparation on the Tibet issue
before the violence broke out, and then after the events the government went into its conditioned response of
shutting out foreign journalists, before bringing them back in on organised tours. The government first blamed
anything and everything on the Dalai Lama, and then - after coming under international pressure - announced
that it would enter into talks with him. All of this demonstrates both the government’s passivity and the stupidity
ingrained in the totalitarian system.

Whereas some Chinese have been stirred to nationalist emotions by the problems with the torch relay, the
Chinese government is in shock. It needs time to digest the facts. It needs to ask itself: in the eyes of the world,
why are a few people shouting “free Tibet” more persuasive than the hundreds of billions of yuan that the
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The Way to Resolve the Tibet Issue

Zhang Boshu May 17, 2008

Ever since March, the issue of Tibet and the Olympics have been stirred up together, drawing the attention of
the entire world. Short sighted politicians in our own country have been pleased that their petty schemes to stir
up nationalist sentiment have been so successful. This not only manipulates domestic opinion but also uses so-
called “mainstream public opinion” to stand oppose the criticisms coming from international society. On the
other hand, this serves to push for the consolidation of the situation in Tibet in the hope of getting through the
Olympics peacefully. They did not realize that the Tibet issue has already become a major factor affecting
China’s future. Solving the Tibet issue will take courage and great wisdom. Petty scheming could run Tibet and
ruin China.

How did the Tibet issue arise?

The Tibet issue is first of all a human rights issue.

Although the authorities are not willing to admit it, I want to say it plainly. This problem that plagues the
leadership of the Communist Party, if we look at its origin, was created by the Chinese Communist Party itself
as the ruler of China.

government has invested in Tibet? Why does the western public put more trust in information from the media
than from the Chinese government? Why is an increasingly powerful China seen as a threat rather than a force
for peace?

The bond of law

The tragedy in Sichuan has made headlines across the world. An intense effort of search and rescue is underway
in very difficult terrain. The Chinese government is acutely aware of the need to perform this task efficiently.
But now that it is more exposed than ever to the scrutiny of its own people as well as foreign media, the
mechanisms of control and persuasion it is used to operating by are newly vulnerable. The problem of trust is
just below - and occasionally emerges above - the surface. The tensions between hard and soft power are on
display.

So when will the Chinese government finally wise up? The answer is simple - when it does things by the law.
When it unconditionally guarantees the rights of citizens set down in the constitution, and cracks down on
those who break the law. The Chinese government needs to understand that in response to the western
media, an independent and free Chinese press would be much more credible than a government spokesperson.
The truth lies not in one voice, but slowly becomes apparent amidst a diverse range of voices. An understanding
of this underlies the effective deployment of soft power.

Whatever happens, the Beijing Olympics will provide many lessons for the Chinese leadership. If they still
have the ability to learn, China’s leaders will be able to turn this would-be triumphal year’s early humiliation
into a force for change.
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We don’t have to look too far back in history. Whether in fact from the Yuan Dynasty to the Qing Dynasty the
relationship between the Tibet government and Beijing was one of relatives or of equals is a matter of dispute
among academics. For now, we don’t need to pay any attention to controversy.What is most important as
that from 1912 onwards, Tibet was for a long period in a de facto “state of independence”. That situation
continued until 1951 when the Tibet local government signed an agreement with the Beijing central government
— the “Seventeen Point Agreement on the Peaceful Liberation of Tibet”. The document was moderate and
constructive. The agreement stressed that Tibet is part of China but also recognized that Tibet’s current
system would not change and that the Dalai Lama’s position would not change. We can call that the earliest
version of “One Country, Two Systems” in contemporary China.

In 1954, the 19 year-old Dalai Lama and 16-year old Panchen Lama both went to Beijing to take part in the
First National People’s Congress, attending as honored guests of Mao Zedong. They were appointed
respectively as the Vice Chair of the NPC and the Vice Chair of the National People’s Consultative Congress.
Tibet’s future seemed bright. Problems began to appear in 1955. Mao Zedong’s utopian socialist social
transformation began to accelerate that year. Ripples spread from the Chinese interior to Changdu and the
Tibetan areas of Sichuan, Yunnan, Qinghai, and Gansu Provinces. In these areas, which were not bound by
the 17 Point Agreement, “democratic reform” broke out on a spectacular scale. Radical local Communist
Party leaders sought to carry out “democratic reform” and “socialist transformation” simultaneously so as “to
make spectacular progress in just one step”. They struck hard against the masters of the serfs and their
“representatives”, confiscating the lands and property of monasteries and forcing collectivization, slandering
the religious beliefs of Tibetan people, and forcing upper class people, lamas and monks to “reform their
thinking”.

The result was that they stirred up dissatisfaction and resistance among the Tibetan people. During 1956 -
1958, armed conflicts in the Tibetan areas grew larger and larger in scale. When one died out another arose
but were soon were put down by campaigns by the PLA to put down rebellion and wipe out rebels. Ten of
thousands of Kham and Amdo region Tibetans fled across the Jinsha River into Tibet. This sowed the seeds
for the 1959 Lhasa “rebellion”. These historical circumstances led to the “rebellion” and indeed were a
necessary condition for that event to occur.

There is no need to go into detail about what happened after that. The victorious “suppression of the rebellion”
at Lhasa showed that the central government had achieved absolute control of all the Tibetan areas including
Tibet itself. It also marked the rapid move of Tibet towards “socialism”. Chinese of my age grew up hearing
songs like “The Red Sun is rising about the snowy mountains” and seeing movies like “Serfs”. In those days
we really believed that under the leadership of the Communist Party “the serfs have been liberated” and were
living happy lives. Later, after reading a lot of historical materials, I learned that there were many untruths in the
propaganda.

The dictatorship system of the Communist Party, the arrogance and ignorance of leaders, and the extreme
leftist policies pursued by them in the Tibetan areas brought terrible disasters to both the religious and lay
people of Tibet. In 1962, the Panchen Lama, who was ranked as a “national leader” wrote a letter to Premier
Zhou Enlai expressing his deep sorrow at what he had seen and heard of the suffering of the Tibetan people.
Since the Panchen Lama was certainly not opposed to the leadership of the Communist Party, and was loyally
and faithfully reporting to the Party the actual situation in the Tibetan areas, this letter called the “70,000
Character Document” can be seen as a document that accurately reflects the difficult situation of the Tibetan
people during those years. I might as well quote from it here:



328
National Uprising of

TIBET 2008

–On “class struggle” in the Tibetan areas:

“In most or in many areas, the cadres didn’t care if the campaign was planned or carried out well. They were
intent on making a spectacular display that would strike terror in people. They didn’t care if they attacked the
right people. The objective was to do the campaign on a big scale and achieve numerical targets.” They
attacked many people whom they shouldn’t have attacked. Often “those who were the objects of struggle
meetings had not done anything particularly bad or committed serious errors. So they had to make up many
false and serious accusations. They exaggerated at will, turning truth and falsehood upside down.” Many
innocent people were forced to flee abroad against their will. Those who stayed behind lived in terror.”

– On the lives of the people in the Tibetan areas:

“Because of the rise in the agricultural areas of the five unhealthy tendencies [Tr. Note: post Great Leap
Forward Party critique of GLF excesses - (wu feng)- over-egalitarianism, the common practice of exaggeration,
confused orders, too many compulsory orders, and special privileges. End note] and excessively tight controls
on grain, and the standards for the amount of grain the people could retain was set too low, a severe grain
shortage resulted, …and many households had no grain. In some areas some people even starved to death.
“ In Tibet, there had never been a shortage of grain like that, especially since Buddhism permeated the society,
everyone rich and poor, had the custom of helping the poor and giving alms. People could easily support
themselves as a beggar, so we never of anyone ever having starved to death.”

– Implementation of “dictatorship”

resulted in the improper deaths of many prisoners: After the “suppression of the rebellion”, the proportion of
prisoners in the Tibetan population reached several percent, something completely unprecedented. “ In 1959,
Chairman Mao set forth a policy that since the population of Tibet was small, people shouldn’t be killed or at
most only a few people should be killed. But in fact, just the opposite happened. Except for the somewhat
better treatment of imprisoned members of the upper classes, most people who were locked up in prison
endured very bad conditions. The prison wardens didn’t care about the lives or health of the prisoners. They
often verbally abused and savagely beat prisoners. Moreover, wardens deliberately moved prisoners back
and forth between very warm and cold places so that the prisoners could not adapt and their clothes were
always unsuitable. Their clothes could not keep them warm, their mattresses were not waterproof, and the
wind and rain entered their cells. They never got enough to eat, living in miserable conditions yet they still had
to get up early to do work. The hardest work was always given to these people. Their became worn out
physically, often came down with diseases. As a result of no rest and inadequate medical care, many prisoners
died who they should not have.

–On religion and nationalities issues:

 “Under the so-called “elimination of superstition”, the first priority was opposing religion. The second priority
was destroying images of the Buddha, Buddhist scriptures, and stupas.” When they demanded that monks
and nuns return to secular lives, they “first in all the temples and monasteries, under the pretext of “study” and
“mobilization”, they brought all the monks and nuns together into a large hall or room, and made them study
nervously day and night, forcing them to criticize each other in order to create a big wave of sharp struggles
and attacks. People who openly express their belief in religion were given labels such as a superstitious
element or someone who doesn’t like the revolution. They were constantly attacked without rhyme or reason.
Even worse, in some places they made the lamas stand on one side and nuns and lay religious women stand
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on the other. They were then forced to chose each other in marriage. In Tibet, there were originally over 2500
temples. After “democratic reform” there were only 70 left. Originally there were 110,000 monks and nuns.
Ten thousand fled abroad, leaving 100,000 behind. After “democratic reform” there were only 7000 monks
and nuns left. What especially cannot be condoned is that in some areas there was deliberate desecration and
insults to religion such as the Buddhist Canon used for compost. Many paintings of the Buddha and scriptures
were used to make shoes or other objects. There is absolutely no reason for this. Because there were many
insane things done that even a lunatic wouldn’t do, people in all classes of Tibetan society were deeply
shaken. Their emotions were in chaos and they became exceedingly sad and shed tears. They said “Our land
has been made into a dark place.” quoting a Tibetan proverb that means “a place without religion”.

Alas, when I read these characters, my own heart bleeds and my face burns.

Most of these problems also existed in the Chinese interior as well. But they were more serious in Tibet. They
were more extreme and more widespread there. No matter how well-meaning or noble the initial motivation
of those in power was to use their social ideals to transform Tibetan society was, what its shocking results are
all crimes. These are crimes that resulted from ignorance, arrogance, rage and violence.

Under these circumstances, the over 100,000 Tibetans who fled to India and other foreign countries called
upon the entire world to support the human rights of Tibetans. Therefore the Tibet issue became a symbolic
issue for the entire world. What can be surprising about that? Moreover, this was going on during the Cold
War and so in the minds of western people, Tibet became a focal point in the game of competing national
interests in which china, the Soviet Union, India, the United States and other countries were engaged.

The U.S. Central Intelligence Agency did in fact provide funding, technical and other support to Tibetans in
exile. That was part of the effort of the United States to contain the “spread of communism”. Chinese can of
course curse the damn Americans for plotting to “split China” without revealing their real intentions. But on the
other hand, if the Communist Party had not done so many stupid things in Tibet and forced Tibetans to flee into
exile, what would other people have been able to say? What pretext could they have to butt in? I haven’t even
mentioned the Cultural Revolution. That “historically unprecedented” “revolution” because it was even redder
and even further left, it was even more extreme and more cruel. Of course it created even greater disasters for
the Tibetan people. I won’t discuss them here.

Enlightened Communist Party Leaders Once Reflected on the “Leftist”
Misfortunes that Brought Disaster to Tibet

Objectively speaking, there has been no shortage of enlightened people within the Chinese Communist Party
leadership. At different times and in different positions they have opposed leftist work methods in Tibet.
However, under these historical circumstances, they could achieve only limited results.

Xi Zhongxun, from northwestern China, was a Vice Premier and Secretary General of the State Council in the
1960s. He was responsible for contact with the Panchen. He made a very complete report to the State
Council about the how the “Seventy Thousand Character Document” came to be written by the Panchen and
so was charged with “accommodating and not interfering with the Panchen. The Tenth session of the Eighth
Congress of the Communist Party dismissed Xi Zhongxun and, in addition to the major crime of “using a novel
to attack the Communist Party” was also charged with “accommodating and not interfering with the Panchen.”

Another dismissed, high level Communist Party official was Li Weihan, who was an old communist who had
been head of the United Front Department since 1947. During April and May 1962, at a Nationalities Work
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Conference held in Beijing, some of the nationalities religious figures offered some sharp criticisms. Li Weihan
remained calmly and honestly said that he welcomed criticism from everyone. He praised the talk of the
Tibetan Buddhist Lama Xijiashenzhi [romanization of Chinese name], saying that he was “open and above
board, with a heart as clear as a mirror” and stands as symbol of “patriotism in the area of national minorities
religious affairs”. Li Weiquan’s action was later severely criticized by Mao Zedong who said that “The United
Front Department is neglecting the class struggle and is being capitulationist.”

After the end of the Cultural Revolution, many issues in Tibetan affairs were neglected. Nationalities policy
and the relationship between the Han nationality and the Tibetan nationality needed to be adjusted and the
lives of Tibetans needed to be improved. In May 1980, just after Hu Yaobang had become General Secretary
of the Chinese Communist Party, Hu and Wan Li flew to Tibet for an inspection visit. On the plane, Hu said to
the accompanying Xinhua News Agency journalists “In our policies in the national minority areas, we must
always seek truth from facts, and adjust measures to suit local conditions so as to fully respect the autonomy
the Tibetans have to govern their minority area themselves. That is the crux of all the Tibet issues.” On May
29, in the work report that Hu Yaobang presented at the meeting with the cadres of the Tibetan Autonomous
Region, he stressed that the development of Tibetan must resolve “six big issues”.

The first is, under the unified leadership of the center, fully implement the autonomy rights in the nationalities
areas. “Any document, order or regulation which is not suitable for the conditions of Tibet should not be
implemented.” “You should according to your own characteristics, draft specific decrees, laws and regulations,
and rules to protect the special interests of your own nationality.”

The second is “Under the present difficult conditions of Tibet, you should carry out a policy of recuperation
and rebuilding and considerably reduce the burden on the people.” “We have decided that within several
years required purchases by Tibetans will be abolished.”

Third, “Tibet should implement special flexible policies to promote the development of production.”

Fourthly, “Devote the resources that the state is providing to Tibet to the development of agriculture and
herding and the daily necessities most needed by Tibetan people.”

Fifth, “With the condition that the socialist road be followed, develop science, technology and education in
Tibet.”

Hu Yaobang especially stressed, “Looking down on Tibetan history, language and art is totally wrong…Loving
the minority people is not a matter of empty words. Their social customs and habits must be respected.
Respect their language, respect their history, respect their culture. If you don’t do that you are only speaking
empty words.”

Finally, Tibetan cadres should manage Tibet. Within two years, Tibetans should make up two-thirds or more
of the cadres in Tibet. “We have been here for thirty years. We have completed our historical mission.”
“Today there are 300,000 ethnic Han, including military, in Tibet. How can that ever do?” The above can be
summarized in six characters “cut taxes, open up, and withdraw personnel”. These were the “emergency
measures” energetically promoted by Hu Yaobang to resolve the Tibet issue. These views, strong criticisms of
social evils, were enthusiastically welcomed in the Tibetan areas. Of course because of historical conditions,
the enlightened leaders of the Chinese Communist Party were unable to discuss and consider institutional
perspectives on the problems that occurred in Tibet. Hu Yaobang in his May 29th speech said that we should
not look back on the past but rather “unify ourselves and look to the future”.
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This reflects Hu Yaobang’s experience and resourcefulness and the frustrations of a generation of reformers in
the Chinese Communist Party. After all, the many of the tragedies in contemporary Tibetan history are directly
linked to the Communist Party system and the social policies that the Party carried out. This is all a result of
these policies. If we do not reflect upon the origins of the Tibet issue, then we will not be able to resolve it.

New Symptoms Arose in the Tibet Issue during the Years of Reform

With opening and reform, especially since the early 1990s and the turn of the new century, the Chinese
economy has grown very quickly. The central government has also certainly invested a lot of capital in Tibet
and devised a series of special preferential policies and measures to accelerate the development of Tibet.
There have been direct state investment construction projects, Chinese central government financial subsidies,
and support for projects from partners around the country for the modernization and construction of Tibet.
The overall economic level of Tibet improved considerably as a result. However the political structure remained
the same as before with the Party exercising control over political, economic, cultural, and religious affairs just
as before. An autonomous region in name, but in actual fact, autonomy was in the same lamentable state as
before. The core of the Tibet issue has not been truly solved, and under the new social conditions a variety of
new problems have arisen.

The market economy has become the economy controlled by influential people. It is that way in the Chinese
interior, and it is that way in Tibet. The blending of the system of Party dictatorship and the policy of opening
up created a new privileged stratum that includes Han and as well as Tibetans who have positions in Party and
government institutions and cultural institutions. Faced with swarms of merchants coming from the Chinese
interior, many ordinary Tibetans in Lhasa and other areas fell discriminated against and marginalized.

Even worse is the all encompassing control of religious affairs. On the surface, religious life in Tibet has already
been restored. The state spent great sums repairing damage and protecting symbolic Buddhist structures, the
temples are filled with burning incense. The Buddhist Canon will never again be used for compost. But this is
just the surface of things. There is a deeper reality that is hidden behind these things as if beneath a mask.

The independent scholar Wang Lixiong, who has done much research, including many research trips to Tibet.
His conclusion: in Tibet there is no true religious freedom. On one hand, the government strictly controls the
registration of religious activities in the temples, limits religious personnel to a certain “authorized personnel
complement”, and forbids ties between temples. Religious activities outside the temples are forbidden. On the
other hand, spontaneous religious activities outside government control are rigorously suppressed so that they
will not have any influence.

In the Kang region of [Tr. note: ethnographic] Tibet, not far from the county seat of Sela County, is the
mountain valley of Larong with its Wuming Buddhist Institute. When founded in 1980, there were only 30 or
so people at the Institute. At the end of the 1990s, there were nearly 10,000 Tibetan and Han monks there.
This worried the Chinese government. The authorities ordered that reduce the number of its personnel from
the authorized number of 4000 nuns to just 400 and 4000 monks to just 1000. All the 1000 Han who had
come to study Buddhism were forced to leave. This requirement was rejected by the Living Buddha who ran
the Institute because to make a monk return to secular life involves a serious violation of vows. The government
took action, sending people to destroy the housing of the monks. On July 10, 2001 during the height of the
destruction of monastic housing, 1700 monastic cells were destroyed in a single day. “I have heard people
describe that scene, the sounds of houses being destroyed, the dust rising up everywhere, on one side one
thousand nuns crying, as if the world itself were shaking. In the area around the Wuming Buddhist Academy
were many nuns in groups in the countryside hiding out to avoid pursuit by the government. “
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An even more deadly consequence of the strict control of religion have been breaks in the transmission of
Tibetan Buddhism. Traditional Tibetan religion has an internal control mechanism. For example, although their
is a reincarnation system for the Dalai Lama and the Panchen, but in the Geluga School, eminent monks and
heads of monasteries have a set term of office. They are chosen from among the most learned lamas. The
winners in the competition can become the head of the Ganden Monastery — that is a natural teacher for the
Dalai Lama and the Panchen Lama. This system has continued for several hundred years without a break,
thereby ensuring the authenticity in the transmission of the teachings of Tibetan Buddhism from generation to
generation and ensuring as well the excellent character of eminent monks. But since 1959 this continuous
process has been interrupted. From the 1980s to the present, although on the surface religious activities have
been renewed, it has become hard to find a trace of the very core of the religion — the pious beliefs of eminent
monks, deep research into Buddhism and teaching aimed at enlightening all sentient beings.

The governing authorities operate a “reverse elimination” selection system among the leaders of the monks.
“Any monk leader who insists on religious principles, refuses to be a tool of the authorities, will be subject to
pressure and purging or even sentenced to prison as a warning to other clergy. Any monk with a relatively high
traditional rank who keeps silent, doesn’t cause trouble is a candidate for recruitment by the United Front
Department. He will be given rewards but a club will be always beready to intimidate them. Any monk willing
to be personal advancement first, who is opportunistic, gives up religious principles, and willing to be a tool of
the government will be given all sorts of advantages, membership in the National People’s Congress, the
National People’s Consultative Congress or even higher government positions. The green light will be given
for their activities, resources will be provided so that they will be a model who can draw in other leaders
among the monks.” In sum, therefore, although the Chinese Communists boast of religious freedom but their
religious policy is aimed at the destruction of Buddhism, no less than it was in the days of Mao Zedong. Mao
Zedong wanted to completely extirpate Buddhism. In Tibetan history there were eras when Buddhism was
extirpated yet Buddhism still continued because the religion lived in the hearts of believers and so could not be
destroyed by an external force.

Today the Communist Party religious policy aims at the degeneration of the monk stratum of Tibetan society.
“This is a mortal danger to Buddhism.”

As a consequence of all this, although Tibet has made considerable economic progress over the past thirty
years and the lives of ordinary Tibetans have improved, but Tibetans are still dissatisfied and “events” occur
over and over in the Tibetan regions. The Tibetan issue is still “an issue” that is the focus of constant international
attention. Ever since that have occurred since March are just new developments in the course of this ongoing
transformation.

Demonizing the Dalai Lama is Extremely Stupid

After the “hitting, smashing, stealing and burning” event of March 14, the Chinese government immediately
announced that this was instigated by the “Dalai Clique”. When in April there was interference with the
transmission of the torch, the authorities again asserted that the “Dalai Clique” had instigated “Tibet independence
elements”, with the aim of destroying the Olympic Games, in order to further the cause of “Tibet independence”.

The “human rights issue” was substituted for the “independence issue” to serve the needs of people in authority.
This is easy to see. But in their effort put the blame on the head of the Dalai Lama, we can see how preposterous
the traditional political logic of the Chinese communists is. This also reveals that the rulers lack a long term
strategic vision and political wisdom.
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The Dalai Lama is the spiritual leader of Tibetan Buddhism. He is also one of the most famous political figures
in the world. The year the Dalai Lama fled Tibet he was 24 years old. In half a century of exile, this ethnic
Tibetan sage has blended the essence of Buddhism, magnanimity, liberal democracy and other universal
values of contemporary civilization. Already in 1987, the Dalai Lama proposed the “Five Point Peace Proposal”
which includes the suggestion that Tibet become a “peace zone”, that “China end its policy of moving settlers
into Tibet”, “respect for the human rights and democratic rights of the Tibetan people”, “Restore and protect
Tibet’s natural environment”, and “hold sincere talks about the future status of Tibet and the relationship
between the Tibetan people and the Chinese people”.

In 1988, the Dalai Lama also made the “Strasbourg Proposal” in 1988, which proposed that “Tibet should
become a self-ruled democratic political entity in union with the People’s Republic of China, in which “the
Chinese government would be responsible for Tibet’s external affairs, but Tibet could establish offices overseas
for the religious and cultural aspects of foreign relations” etc.

During the last seven years, the Dalai Lama has at many times and in many places stated clearly that he does
not seek Tibet independence, only real autonomy for Tibet. On the methods and ways of achieving this he
strongly calls for a peaceful “middle way”, which would involve honest dialog with the central government and
negotiations to resolve issues. Ever since 2002, the Dalai Lama’s special envoy has met with representatives
of the United Front Department in Beijing six times in order to explain to the ruling Communist Party rulers the
“middle way position” but have not gotten any response to the proposal.

The rigid stance of the Chinese Communist Party is very easy to understand from their political tradition: the
institutional arrangements for Tibet have already been decided. So what is there to talk about? Accepting the
so-called “autonomy” of the Dalai Lama would shake the foundations of the party- state, so there can be no
yielding on this point. Therefore, “talks” are for the Communist side just a perfunctory exercise and only done
for show, and so of course there can be no concrete results from them. Yet these delays cause more and more
difficulties for the Dalai Lama since he has to explain things to both the Tibetan exiles and to believers within
Tibet.

There are many different organizations and groups among the Tibetans in exile with different political positions.
There are radical ones like the “Tibet Youth Congress” which has attracted a lot of attention lately. It’s political
position is very different from the Dalai Lama’s “Middle Way”. The Tibet Youth Congress was founded in
1970 mostly by second and third generation Tibet exiles. Membership is now several tens of thousands with
organizations in 40 countries. At the outset the Tibet Youth Congress stood for non-violence, but is has
changed its position over the past several years.

The Dalai Lama has stated clearly that he opposes any scheme or action involving the use of violence. He said
that if such an act should occur, he may have to “resign” to show his true position. Several days ago, the Dalai
Lama during an interview with Asia Week [Yazhou Zhoukan] said that he believes that giving up the Middle
Way of giving up efforts to achieve Tibet independence and seeking a high degree of autonomy is still the
mainstream view of Tibetans in exile as well as the mainstream view of people in the Tibetan areas. As for the
Tibet Youth Congress, the Dalai Lama said that he can only admonish the Tibet Youth Congress not to take the
radical road. However, he has no way to order the Tibet Youth Congress to shut up.

Beijing may not completely trust the statements of the Dalai Lama because overcoming political enmity built
up over a long time will take time and face-to-face communication. However, indiscriminately demonizing the
other side, charging that the Dalai Lama is the commander in the “Tibet independence camp” and should
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certainly be punished by the entire nation, and reviled by everyone, can only put the Dalai Lama in a difficult
situation (while he is trying to put pressure on radical forces among Tibetans) and put the Chinese communists
into a political dead end (frozen into the rigid face of the dictator ), giving up the freedom of maneuver needed
in political negotiations. Isn’t this an extremely stupid way to behave?!

Yet, in the final analysis, this is the obstinate and stubborn traditional political logic that haunts the Communist
Party. According to this logic, there can be no equal negotiating partners. There can only be enemies locked
in a life and death struggle. Even worse is how the rulers are haunted by their own logic of interests — for
according to this logic, Tibet “autonomy” is intolerable. It would be a fundamental threat to the party-state,
and a threat to a large group that benefits from this system. Considered in terms of these two logics, the
demonization of the Dalai Lama becomes easy to understand. But where is justice? What are the prospects
for the great family of the peoples of China? Considering the puerile and shallow “patriotism” and “nationalism”
shown in the recent turbulent tide of meticulously planned and instigated demonstrations in both China and
abroad by the new “Boxers”, as well as the very deep problems facing the country, one is left with a bitter and
confused taste in one’s mouth and troubled deep into sleepless nights.

The Solution to the Tibet issue Should be Sought Within a Constitutional
Framework

The Tibet issue is first of all a human rights issue. But it is not only a human rights issue. Abuses of human rights
are an “effect”, not a “cause”. An irrational system of political dictatorship is what caused the “Tibet issue.”

Didn’t the Communist Party initially seek to help the Tibetan people and the million “liberated serfs”? I believe
that this is true. Yet the history of the world is full of examples of evil deeds done with good intentions. During
the late Qing, the court made great reforms in Tibetan affairs and promoted reforms in order to prevent the
great powers from continuing to encroach upon Tibet. In 1907, Zhang Yintang gave to the Qing Court “Twenty-
four proposals for the governance of Tibet”. During 1905 - 1911, in the the provinces of Sichuan and Kang,
a reform to “change from indirect control through local chiefs to direct control by the central government”.
The purpose in addition to consolidating Qing rule was to transform social traditions for the “good of” ordinary
Tibetans. However, these “reforms” were strongly resisted by Tibetan people. Half a century later the Communist
Party did the same thing in the Tibetan areas, albeit more systematically and with more determination. The
result was larger scale harm to the people, religion and culture of the Tibetan areas.

In fact, history has already shown that China’s 20th century communist revolution was a mistake. It was a big
wrong turn during a century of social transformation. It not only brought misfortune to the Han nationality, it
also brought misfortune to the minority peoples. Today, people are thinking deeply about that history. Things
that are past cannot be called back. But we should remember the lessons of history, and look at the issues of
today and tomorrow with a scientific attitude. This is the responsibility of the present generation.

Respect for the fundamental rights of citizens, and respect for the distinctive cultures and traditions must be
implemented in a constitutional political system. This is the basic path for solving the Tibet issue.

Recently Taiwan successfully changed the ruling party for the second time. This shows the superiority of the
democratic system of government. It also demonstrates the necessity and urgency of changing the political
system on the Chinese mainland. Clearly, the party dictatorship system of the Chinese Communist Party
cannot accommodate unification between Taiwan and the mainland, just as it cannot accommodate true
autonomy for Tibet. Only by dissolving the present system and creating a constitutional democratic system in
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accordance with the universal values and principles of modern civilization can the day come when Taiwan
finally returns to the motherland, Tibet achieves true autonomy, and Han and Tibetans get along with each
other in harmony.

From the beginning of the 1960s, the Tibetan government-in-exile in Dharamasala, India started to experiment
at building a system of democratic government. In his Strasbourg Proposal, the Dalai Lama said that “The
Tibetan government should be composed of an independent administration and legislature chosen by the vote
of all citizens and a court system.” The Dalai Lama even proposed changing the Tibetan form of government
that combines politics and religion. He didn’t worry if he might become the “last Dalai Lama” in Tibetan
history. 10 Tibetans have already made preparations for a democratic political system. Shouldn’t the central
government in Beijing make similar preparations?

Certainly for the Chinese Communist decision-makers who know hold power, changing the present system
and creating a new institutional framework would take a great deal of courage and wisdom.This would not be
just for Tibet or for Taiwan; it would be for all the 1.3 billion citizens of the People’s Republic of China. To be
honest, even after China has established a constitutional form of government, finding the reasonable sharing of
jurisdiction between the central government and the nationalities areas will not be easy.

I once wrote an article entitled “Two Track Republican System: A Proposal for the Reform of the Chinese
System of Constitutional Government”. In this article I pointed out that it is an uncontested fact that the
“division of powers” and “autonomy” strengthen the rights consciousness of citizens and increases their
participation in public affairs (in the nationalities areas, autonomy also helps preserve the cultural traditions of
nationalities and protects their special interests). Yet there is another aspect to this problem, that is the tendency
of interests to expand and the “logic of collective interests”. The latter will certainly create some “problems of
the commons” which will have to be solved by the intervention of a public power at a higher level that is above
local interests, especially intervention by the central government.

Returning to the present, there is still a chance for the central government to solve the Tibet issue. That can be
done by conducting genuine negotiations with the Dalai Lama. Recently Beijing has already said that it is
willing to resume contact. That is good. Even if it is just a pose, it is positive. Everyone hopes that the takes
can produce genuine results so as to create a harmonious bridge between the Han and Tibetan peoples while
the Dalai Lama is still alive. If this issue is not handled well, then “splitting” might become a real and present
danger.

As a Chinese citizen, I naturally don’t want to see Tibet split off from the household of our motherland. We
should believe that the trend of human civilization is towards unifying rather than towards splitting. Unity is
helpful for solving many of the problems that humanity is faced with. As a Chinese proverb goes, the melon
that is grabbed roughly cannot be sweet — unity needs to be a voluntary unity based upon a community of
interests. Forced compliance cannot produce good results. This simple truth can also be applied to politics.






