


A wheel turns

And so Tibet has erupted in violence. News reports have announced, “ Tibetan protests spread to Chinese
provinces’. But to Tibetans, theregionsof Sichuan and Gansu and Qinghai where protests, and violence,
have occurred are not Chinese provinces; they are Tibetan. Chinese policiesin those areashave generally
been moreliberal thanin the Tibet Autonomous Region, making the rapid spread of the protests beyond the
TARd| themoresignificant, indicating theleve of frusiration that has seethed for ethnic Tibetansacrossavast
regionthat wasoncecalled “ Tibet”.

Tibet hasaviolent history. Tibetan soldiers defeated the armies of the Chinese emperor and captured his
capital in 763. Thefifth Dalai Lamatook thethrone of Tibet in 1642 with the assistance of Mongol troops.
Whenthecurrent Dala Lamainstructed the Tibetan guerrillaswho had long hounded the Chineseto give up
thefight, some committed suicide. ThisDalai Lamahasurged Tibetans not to resort to violence against the
Chinese, explaining that adeer cannot fight atiger. Heknowsthe suffering that hasresulted fromresistancein
the past (see Tubten Khétsun, Memoriesof Lifein Lhasa Under Chinese Rule[ColumbiaUniversity Press,
2008]).

Isthere anything to do but wait? L atviaregained itsindependence with the collapse of the Soviet Union. It
would seem that Tibet could only regainitsindependence with the coll gpse of the Peoples Republic of China
In Buddhism, timeismeasured not in centuries, but in cyclesof creation, abiding, destruction, and vacuity,
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Since 2002, alittle-known academic ritual hastaken place each year at Harvard University. Academicsof
every stripe, from historiansto constitutional lawyers, gather to discuss Tibet’s past, present and future.
Uniquely, theseintellectua debates have brought together Chinese and exiled Tibetan scholars. Intheredl
world, thesmplest factsabout Tibet are so divisivethat dial ogueisimpossible. Chinese speak of the 1950
peaceful liberation of the Chinese provinceof Tibet, and of its subsequent moderni zation; Tibetans speak of
theinvasion of anindependent nation, and the suppression of itsreligiousand cultural traditions. Thepolite
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 senvoy. That secret meeting
birthedtheofficia Sino-Tibetan did oguebetweentheDaa Lama srepresentativesand the Chinesegovernmernt,
which gtill takesplaceannualy in Beijing.

The most recent Harvard Tibet conference, late last year, occurred amid a hurricane of newsevents. The
Dalai Lamamet the leaders of Germany, the U.S. and Canadain quick succession. Headlinestrumpeted
Beijing'sangry response. In Tibet, 4,000 armed police confronted monksat L hasa' s venerated Drepung
Monastery whenthey tried to cel ebrate the Dalai Lamabeing awarded theU.S. Congressional Gold Medal.
Then the Chinese government announced that it must certify al new reincarnationsof Tibetan Buddhism'stop
clerics, sgndingitsfirmintention to select and control thenext Dalai Lamawhen thecurrent 14thDala Lama
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passesaway. He, inturn, announced that he was cons dering theideathat he might select hissuccessor before
hedied. At the Harvard conference, you could see these news eventslanding like mortarsamid the polite
diaogue. Thescholarscarried on, reflexively, trying to peel away each other’ sassumptions, looking for any
diver of spacewhere abeachhead of shared meaning might be established.

Canreconciliation ever beachieved?Bejingfirst needsto give Tibetans, inexileand in Tibet, at least ahint of
mutuality intheir relationship. Chinacould start by listening to Tibetans|like Phuntso Wangye. Hefounded the
first Communist Party in Tibet in 1940, which he merged with the Chinese Communist Party in 1949, and then
helped |ead Chinesetroopsinto Tibet in 1951. Mao Zedong trusted Wangye soimplicitly that he selected him
asthetrandator for his 1954-55 meetings with the Dalai Lama. Today, the 85-year-old Wangyelivesin
Beijing. Hebdievesthat those Tibetan | eaders coll aborating with Beljing aremid eading the Chineseleadership
by claimingtheDala Lamano longer hasmuch sway over Tibetans. Wangyehasurged Beijingtoinvitethe
Ddai Lamato China. Only the Dala Lamahasthe standing among Tibetansto convincethemto giveup their
hopefor independence (it's self-deceiving to think such feelingsdo not exist). TheDalai Lamahasclearly
indicated that he wantsto negotiate meaningful autonomy, not independence, for Tibet. Yet the hawksin
Beijing refuseto ded with him; they believe Chinacan solveitsDala Lamaproblem by |etting the current one
diein exile. However, history proves no power has ever successfully imposed afake Dalai Lamaon the
Tibetan people.

Harvard’s professor emeritus EzraF. Vogel — who hasenjoyed good rel ationswith many of China sleaders,
past and present — chaired several sessionsduring the Tibet conference. Beijing might want to consider
Vogel’sopinion regarding the 15th Dalai Lama: “If the Dalai Lama passes away without agreement with
China, then you could have someone Beijing sel ects, who would not be acceptable to Tibetans. Then China
could beinfor along-term problem, like Russiahasin Chechnya.”

Today’s sporadic Sino-Tibetan dialogue continues not because China wants to use it to reach some
accommodationwith the Dala Lama, but because Chinadoesnot want to beblamed for endingit. Yet Beijing
needsto engagethe Dalai Lamabecause only he hasthelegitimacy among Tibetansto negotiate, and sell,
genuineautonomy to the Tibetans. Inviting the Dala Lamato Chinawould do moreto burnish the country’s
international imageinthisOlympic year than any other single step. Whenthe Dalai Lamadepartsthe scene,
thingswill become harder, not easier, for Chinato deal with Tibet.
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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 meansevoking history”, affirmed Pierre de Coubertin, thefounder of the
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modern Olympic games. The Olympic games scheduled for Beijing on 8-24 August 2008 certainly evokes
thename* Tibet”, includingits cinnamon-robed Buddhist monksand apeace-loving and non-violent Dalai
Lamaseeking freedom for hisrepressed people. However, the Chinese authoritieshaveatotaly different
view; they regard Tibet asahistorica part of Chinaand consider the Dalai Lamaand hisfollowersas
obscurantist reactionaries opposed to the economic and social progressthat the Chinese government has
brought to abackward culture sinceit established control in 1950.

Theofficid Chineseverson of recent history isthat, after Chinesetroopsimposed rulefrom Beijing fifty-eight
yearsago, theDda Lamaled aviolent uprisngwiththehelp of the CIA. The subverson campaignfailed, and
theDda Lamawasforcedin 1959tofleeto India, wherehehaslivedinexilefor haf acentury. Sofor Beijing
officials, theDalai Lamaislessadevout non-violent Buddhist than asecessionist rebel. Theauthoritiesin
Beijing attribute all protests by Buddhist monksand other Tibetansto aconspiracy mounted by the Dalai
Lamafrom hisexile headquartersin Dharamsala, India

But today, after the crackdown on Tibetan protestorsin Lhasa- amid the most tumultuouseventsin theregion
since 1987 - Beijingisbeing closaly scrutinised and broadly condemned by theinternational community,
particularly sincethe Olympicsare around the corner (see Wenran Jiang, “ Tibetan protest, Chineselens’ [7
April 2008]). Now Chinaisworried that protestsin Tibet may draw theworld’ sattention to Tibet and away
from the Olympic games. The Tibetanissueisnow onthemindsof al peopleacrosstheworld.

A higher aspiration

Itistruethat intheory, the Olympic Gamesare meant to be about sport rather than palitics, but thepromotion
of the Olympic spirit includesuphol ding ethicsin sport and encouraging respect for human rights. Thecontinuing
evidence of persecution and human-rightsabuses by the Chinese government in Tibet cannot bereconciled
withthe Olympic spirit set outinArticle 1 of the Olympic charter, which seeks* repect for universd fundamental
ethical principles.”

The choice of Beijing to host the 2008 Olympic games, without concernsabout the human-rightssituation in
China, dready transgressestheethics of atournament based on “the spirit of humanism, fraternity and respect
for individuaswhichinspiresthe Olympicideal” and which requires*” thegovernmentsof countriesthat areto
host the Olympic Gamesto undertakethat their countrieswill scrupuloudy respect thefundamentd principles
of the Olympic Charter” (seethelnternational Olympic Committee’scode of ethics).

Itistimenow for nationsplanning to attend the Beljing Olympicsto addressthe Tibetan problem and encourage
the Chinesegovernment to honour its Olympic pledgestoimprove human rightsin China. The Olympic games
may beasporting event; nonethel essthe event involvesinternationa normsand shared ethical valueswhich
arethefoundation of global ethics. Digllusonment with the Olympic games mirrorsthe disenchantment with
theperceived ethical vauesof theinternational community.

Thus, torevitalisethe credibility of the Olympic Gamesrequires areconceptualisation of thegamesasa
platform for building aframework of global ethical valuesto counterbal ance current naked economic and
political priorities. In making the Olympic charter relevant to the 21st century, and in making the Olympics
morethan just aspectacle of sport and commerce, thereisastrong casefor the gamesto include an ethical
imperativeof encouraging, promoting and educating human rights.

The Oly mpic charter and the Olympic code of ethicsexplicitly refer to the concept of human rights; they
gpeak of the* preservation of human dignity”, the* harmoniousdevel opment of man”, “ respect for fundamental
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universa ethical principles’ and“dignity of theindividua” . The Chinesegovernment’srecord onuniversally
defined human-rights standards such asthe death penalty, torture, freedom of expression and repressionin
Tibet gandinclear contrast to these princi plesshoul d not beforgotten that thegoa of “Olympism” iseverywhere
to place gport at the service of themora devel opment of man, with aview to encouraging the establishment of
anon-violent society concerned with the preservationsof human dignity. Itis, therefore, timeto begin shaming
China- demanding that if the Beljing government isgoing to host thispremier internationa event, they must
become responsibleand accountableinternational partners.

The right to say “"no”

The Chineseleadership must understand that if they refuseto respect humanrightsin Tibet, thenthey will face
an extremely vigorous, unrel enting, and omni present campaign followed by the boycott of the Olympic games
to shamethem over thisrefusal. Such boycotts have along history. In 1976, twenty-five African countries
boycotted the Olympicsheldin Montreal dueto the participation of New Zealand (which at thetimetill had
closetiesto the South African gpartheid regime). In 1980, the United States|ed aboycott against the Olympics
heldin Mascow, in protest against the Soviet invasion and occupation of Afghanistan (the USwasjoined by
Japan, Taiwan, West Germany, Canadaand sixty-one other nations).

Sofar, no significant state hasturned talk of aboycott of the Beijing gamesinto afirm commitment to do so.
However, many peoplearound theworld would support their governmentsif they did call for one. In 1936,
thetotalitarian nature of the Adolf Hitler regimewasalready evident to thosewho alowed Berlinto host the
Olympicsinwhat becameaNazi propagandashowcase; Avery Brundage, then president of the United States
Olympic committee (later of theInternationa Olympic Committee asawhole), responded with scepticismto
reports of concentration campsin Germany, and scorned what he regarded as rumours spread by Jewish

groups.

Today, citizensaround theworld know - asmany did not know in 1936 - what i s happening behind the scenes
in Tibet, and what has happened during thelast six repressive decades. It istimefor all theworld’sleading
publicfiguresto maketheir dissentient voicesheard on behdf of thosein Tibet who aredenied thisselfsame
basicright of speaking out in protest. It istimeto say “no” to the Olympicsof shame.
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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 pul ped faces of Chinese migrants murdered during theriotsin Lhasaon 14 March
2008 arelikely to becomeanew and terribleimage of Tibet. Just asthose Tibetanswho havedied in ethnic
violenceor at the hands of the security forces, thosekilled inthelatest struggle over Tibet’ sfuture died what
should have been unnecessary deaths.
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Thedesperation of Tibetansliving ontheTibetan plateau hasbeen documented for severd decadesby scholars
andjournalists, aswell asin repeated appeal sby exilesand their leader, the Dalai Lama. Mgjor grievances
indude

* elaborateredrictionsonreligion

* an undisgui sed encouragement of Chinesemigration to Tibetantowns

* the ban on criticism of most Communist Party policies

* theimposition of ethnic Chineseleaderstoruntheregion

* theforced settlement of 100,000 nomadswithout prospect of futurelivelihood

* the obligatory moving of 250,000 farmersin 2006 from their villagesto new housesa ong major roads,
oftenlargely at their own expense.

Underpinning al of thisisthe deeper issueof Tibetans' continuing recollection of themselvesasaseparate
nation that hasbeen forcibly annexed.

Chinahas shown someflexibility and good intentions. In 2002 Beijing began, withimpressiveinitiative, a
dialogue processwiththe Dalai Lamaafter twenty yearsof little contact. In 2003, Hu Jintao - reconfirmed as
China spresident for another five-year term on 15 March 2008, asthe Tibet protests exploded - called for
devel opment policies based on ultra-rapid GDP growth to be replaced by afocus on developing human
resources. He beganto refer tothe positiveroleof religionina*“harmonioussociety”, especialy inreference
toBuddhism.

But theseimportant policy signalswerenot applied in Tibetan areas. Little effort wasmadeto justify these
renewed restrictions, someof which did not gpply to ethnic Chinesein Tibet or existininland China. TheDdal
Lama'scall in 2005 on exilesto stop protesting against Chinese |eaders was not matched by confidence-
building measuresfrom Beljing. By 2006, thetalkswith exileshad 9 owed down to the point of virtua non-
existence, waiting for any sgn of commitment fromthe Chineseside.

A shadow world

In Lhasa, therewas nothing subtle about the hardening of policy. InMay 2006, Hu Jintao appointed Zhang
Qingli asthenew party secretary for the Tibet Autonomous Region. Zhang spearheaded anintensification of
theanti-Dalai Lamacampaign firstimposed on Tibetansten yearsearlier. Hewill beremembered for such
choiceremarksas*the Centra Party Committeeisthereal Buddhafor Tibetans’ (though hedid at |east deny
that hewas himsalf aBuddha); for stepping up the semi-secret ban on students and government employees
engaginginany formof religiouspractice (abanthat isillegal under Chineselaw); and for pushing throughthe
congtruction of thefirst railway linein Tibet without introducing policiesto address Tibetans' fears- since
proved correct - that it would accel erate Chinese migration to theregion.

Today, Tibetansexist in ashadow world, where criticism of Chinese policiescanrarely be spokenfor fear of
political and professional suicide, or worse. No onewho haslived in Tibet and speaks Tibetan will have been
unawarethat Tibetanswere hiding deep and unexpressed discontent and fear. Random peoplewoul d approach
mein Lhasaalleyways, sometimesweeping, whispering and begging meto tell theworld that the Chinese
weredenying them freedom, or some such phrase. Theonly surpriseisthat after twenty yearsthey dared to
taketo the streetsin such numbers (see Lhasa: Sreetswith Memories[ColumbiaUniversity Press, 2006]).
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All sdeshave made mistakes. Thewest hasdepicted Tibetansaslikeablevictims, rather than asagentswith
coherent political agendasthat needed urgent answers. The Dalai Lamahas been accused by the Chinese of
sending mixed signasabout hispromiseto give up independence. The Chineseside hasfailedtolisgentothe
warningsof their own advisers, let d onethose opinionsoffered by Tibetansand outsiders.

ItisBeijing that chosein 1950 to becomethe power-holder in Tibet, and it isBeijing that now hasto facethe
most questions. When theriotsbroke out onthe morning of 14 March, why did leadersfail for several hours
to sendinriot squadsto hold thecity centre, thusallowing the protestorsto turn on Chinese migrantsrather
thantheir earlier target, the police? Why were no concessions made to keep the dial ogue process aive? Why
was migration not restricted beforetherailway was opened?Why were Tibet officialsnot stopped fromillegal
bansonreligion?

AsChina sresponseto the protests has shown signs of resembling awitch-hunt rather than aninvestigation -
withlittledistinction between thethousands of | egitimate protestorsand thefew murderousrioters- thelarger
guestion remains. who wasresponsiblein Beijing for refusing to listen to Tibetans' deeply held complaints?
Were Chind sleadersreally unaware of what every tourist knew to be the degp unhappinessand repression
of the populace?

Seriousanswersto thesequestionswill requireabitter swalowing of prideby China'sleadersand theadmission
of terriblefailures. Thereis some ground for hope. In 2007, for example, Phuntsog Wanggyal, aformer
Tibetan official now based in Beijing, called openly on President Hu to negotiate with the Dalai Lama; the
sameappeal isvoiced by some Chinesewriterstoday.

If Chind sleaderscanreinintheimpulsefor excessiveretribution and listen to the urgent needs expressed,
however vicioudly, by protestorsand rioters across Tibet, perhapsthosetragic deathswill not have been

" TIME

China’s Olympic Shame
Simon Elegant April 10, 2008

Why didn’t they seethiscoming? Despite morethan seven years worth of meticul ous, down-to-the-last-
detail planning that hasgoneinto the Beijing Olympics, China sleaders have seemingly been caught off guard
by themost predictable of challenges: discontent in Tibet and internationa condemnation of Beijing'srecord
of repression. Theextent of their surprise can be gauged by their reaction—albrutal crackdown on dissent at
home and adeaf ear to criticism from abroad—uwhich ismore reminiscent of the heavy-handed communist
regime of old than the modern, moderate Beijing that the Olympics are meant to showcase

China sresponseto themid-Marchriotsin Tibet hasgal vanized itscriticsaround theworld, 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, Parisand San Francisco—by pro-Tibet activists. Inthe French capital,
security officialswere obliged to turn off theflame on severa occasionsto protect it from protesters. Even
beforeit arrivedinthe U.S. onApril 8, activisisunfurled FREE TIBET bannersfrom the cablesof the Golden
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Gate Bridge. OnApril 9, San Francisco police wereforced to shorten therelay inthecity, citing security
concerns. Beljing vowed to proceed with the relay unchanged, but more protests are expected in the 15
placesthetorchwill visit beforereturning to Chinese soil onMay 4.

Sofar, Chineseauthoritieshave responded to the clamor by further tightening the clamps on domestic dissent.
On April 3, prominent human-rights activist Hu Jiareceived a 3 1/2-year prison sentence on charges of
inciting subversion of state power. HU'sconviction, gpparently semming fromarticleshewroteandinterviews
he gavelinking the Olympicswith humanrightsin China, wasthelatest in what rightsadvocatesin Chinasay
isastring of detentionsof activistsal over thecountry. Beijingisa so applying pressureon China shugeonline
popul ation of some 230 million, whichisoften cited asthe country’ smost powerful forcefor greater openness.
Thousands of websites have been shuttered, and government control and blocking of sitesoutside Chinahave
intensified in recent months. AsIrene Khan, secretary-general of Amnesty International, put it in areport
released April 1, despite assurances by both the International Olympic Committee and Chineseofficialsthat
restraint would be exercised, “the crackdown ... has deepened, not lessened, because of the Olympics.”

Thequestionis, Why?Giventheinternationd scrutiny of Beijing' sactions, thehard line has|eft many observers
puzzled. Thewiser course would seem to be amore measured response: to practice better crowd control,
managethe mediabetter, try negotiation instead of knee-jerk repression. But China' srulershave shownlittle
such dexterity. Someof thereasonsare straightforward. The Communist Party isdeeply secretiveand highly
bureaucratic, and itsmembersare steeped in along-standing culture of self-preservation. “ Part of the head-
in-sand problem hasto do with entrenched bureaucraticinterests,” says Chinaexpert Perry Link of Princeton
Universty. Officia swho havedevoted most of their careersto defending authoritarian rule* can’t stop chanting
that mantrawithout puzzlement over what to say instead and without abit of panic about their ownricebowls
and even, amog, their ownidentities,” Link says.

Leaderslike President Hu Jintao are of ageneration that received a Soviet-style education in the 1950s.
“They don’t havethe knowledge or imagination to make better decisions,” Link says. They operate under a
systemof collectivedecis on-making that congtrainsthe state sability to beflexiblein theface of new chalenges.
“Likethebureaucratsbeneath them,” Link says, top officia s* arefrightened about their own positionsand
don’t want to be seen asmaking ‘ mistakes,” especialy mistakesof softness.” Thisinsecurity underliesthe
centra government’sheavy-handed tacticsand rhetoric, even though repression reducesthe country’ sstature
inthegloba community. “Whentherest of theworld looksat China, they seethisincreasingly powerful and
confident country,” saysWenran Jiang, director of the Chinalngtitute at the University of Alberta. “But when
the Chinese |eadership looks at the country, they see the exact opposite: weaknesses everywhere, rising
inflationand civil unrest, environmenta disastersand corruption. Sotheoveradl mentality of thecentrd authorities
Isvery insecureand nervous.” Inthe case of Tibet, Chinese leadersare now trapped by their own words,
which havefueled nationdist sentimentsamong ordinary Chinese, who believethat Tibet isChineseterritory.
Any appearance of compromise by Beijing would likely beintolerableto thepublic.

China's problems are not confined to Tibet. There have a so been rumblingsin the far-western Xinjiang
province, populated largely by the Uighur Muslim minority group. Protests by hundreds of Uighursover
religiousissueswere reported by rightsgroupsin late March. The Chinese press has meanwhilereported
several recent clasheswith separatist rebelsin the province, and in early March the pressreported that a
Uighur woman had attempted to bring down adomestic passenger jet with ahomemade bomb. Add to that
widespread discontent over issues such as corruption and rapidly worsening inflation (the price of pork has
gone up two-thirdsin the past year), and you have the makings of aperfect storm.
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It'sastorm that threatensto blow in just when everyone’ swatching—and deciding whether to participate
In—China sOlympics. ThePrimeMinigter of Poland hasd ready indicated hewill boycott the opening ceremony
because of eventsin Tibet; French President Nicolas Sarkozy hassaid hewouldn’t rule out asmilar move.

Theauthoritieswill no doubt makeit virtually impossiblefor journdiststo enter Tibet inthemonthsleading up
tothe Olympics. But it remainsunclear exactly how they intend to deal with the estimated 30,000 foreign
reportersexpected to witnesstheevent, dl of them eager to take advantage of Beijing’sregul ations specifying
that they caninterview any Chinese peoplewho agreetotalk. “ They till don't haveany ideawhat isgoing to
hit them,” asenior Western academic with closetiesto the upper echelons of the Beijing establishment said
monthsbeforethe Tibet eruption, *“ or how bad they will 1ook to the outsideworld.” They’ reaready starting

tofind out
The YWashington Post
Our Tibet Protests Won't Work
Fareed Zakaria April 14, 2008

Editor of Newsweek International, columnist

Public humiliation doesnot work nearly aswell ontheregimein Beijing asprivate pressure. At first glance,
China srecent crackdown in Tibet lookslikeafamiliar storyline: adictatorship repressesits people. And of
coursethat’spart of thereality — asit oftenisin China. But on thisissue, the communist regimeisnotin
oppositiontoitspeople. Thevast mgority of Chinesehavelittle sympathy for the Tibetan cause. To theextent
that we can gauge public opinionin Chinaand among itsdiaspora, ordinary Chineseare, if anything, critica of
the Beijing government for being too easy onthe Tibetans. Thereal struggle hereisbetween anationalist
maority and an ethnic and religious minority looking to secureitsrights.

Inthese circumstances, aboycott of the Olympicswould have precisely the opposite effect that isintended.
Theregimein Beijing would become only more defensive and stubborn. The Chinese peoplewould rally
around theflag and seethe West astrying to humiliate Chinainitsfirst international moment of glory. (There
aremany suspicionsthat the United States cannot abidethe prospect of arising China.) For most Chinese, the
Gamesare about theworld'sgiving Chinarespect, rather than bol stering the Communist Party’ slegitimacy.

For leadersto boycott the Games' opening ceremoniesaoneisan oddidea. Isthe 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, hassaid he' |l attend the closing, but not the opening ceremonies.) Picking whowill goto
which event istrying to haveit both ways, voting for the boycott before you vote against it. Some want to
punish Chinafor itsassociation with the Sudanese government, which isperpetrating atrocitiesin Darfur. But
to boycott Beijing's Games becauseit buysoil from Sudan carriesthe notion of respongbility toofar. After dl,
the United States hasmuch closer tiesto Saudi Arabia, amedieval monarchy that hasfunded Iamicterror.
Should theworld boycott Americafor thisrelationship?

China sattitudetoward Tibetiswrong and crud, but, aas, not that unusua . Other nations, especidly developing
countries, havetaken tough stands agai nst what they perceive as separatist forces. A flourishing democracy
like Indiahas often responded to such movementsby imposing martia law and suspending political and civil
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rights. The Turks for many decades crushed all Kurdish pleas for linguistic and ethnic autonomy. The
democratically eected Russian government of Boris Yeltsin responded brutally to Chechen demands. Under
Yeltsin and hissuccessor, Vladimir Putin, also el ected, the Russian Army killed about 75,000 civiliansin
Chechnya, andleveleditscapitd. Theseactionswereenthusiagtically supported within Russa. Itisparticularly
strange to see countries that launched no boycotts while Chechnyawas being destroyed — and indeed
welcomed Russiainto the G8 — now so outraged about the persecution of minorities. (In comparison,
estimatesarethat over the past 20 years, Chinahasjailed severa hundred peoplein Tibet.)

Onthisissue, the Bush administration has so far followed awiser course, forgoing the grandstanding taking
placein Europeand onthe campaign trail. It hasbeen urging the Chinese government quietly but firmly to
engagein seriousdiscussionswith the Dalai Lama. Diplomacy can be scoffed at, but every multinational
bus nessthat has had successin persuading the Chinese government to change coursewill testify that public
humiliation does not work nearly aswell ontheregime asprivate pressure.

Negotiating withtheDalai Lamaisin Beijing'sinterest aswell. It facesarestive population that livesin about
13 percent of theland areaof China. Many Tibetanswant independence. But the Dalai Lamahasrepeatedly
said that he does not seek independence, only cultural autonomy. Even last week herejected any boycott of
the Olympicsand urged hisfollowersto engagein no violent protestswhatsoever. If therewereever aleader
of aseparatist group whom one could negotiatewith, he'sit. And oncethe 72-year-old Dalai Lamapasses
from the scene, Beijing might haveto deal with afar more unpredi ctable and radical Tibetan movement.

Sowhy does't the Chineseregime seethis? Beijing hasaparticular problem. Now that communismisdead,
the Communist Party seesitslegitimacy aslinkedtoitsrolein promoting and defending Chinese nationalism.
Itisespecially clumsy whenit comesto suchissues. Clever technocratsthough they are, China'scommunist
leaders— mostly engineers— have not had to refinetheir political skillsasthey havetheir economictouch.
Inthe past they have stoked anti-Japanese and anti-American outbursts, only to panic that thingsweregetting
out of control and then reverse course. They fear that compromising over Tibet would set aprecedent for the
unraveling of the Chinese nation. Chinahasgrown and shrunk in sizeover the centuries, and itsdynastieshave
often been judged by their successin preserving the country’sgeography.

Infact, inalmost al cases— Turkey, India— granting autonomy to groupsthat pressfor it hasintheend
produced amore stable and peaceful national climate. But that isalesson the Chinese government will have
tolearnfor itsdf; itisunlikely totakeingtruction from outsders. Itshandling of the protestsin Tibet isdisgraceful.
But humiliating the entire country over it would make mattersworse.

Che New ork Times

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

Thesdtuationin Tibet cannot beresolved until and unlessthefuture of Chineseindividua sisresolved, too; the
majority of thecitizensof Lhasa, after all, areaready Han Chinese. And one of the Tibetansin exilewho
knows Chinamost intimately, and over morethan half acentury, isthe Daai Lama, who hasbeenworking
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with the Beljing leadership sincetheearly daysof Communist rule, 58 yearsago, and who traveled for ayear
across China, againgt hispeople swishes, in 1954, meeting Mao Zedong, Zhou Enlai and Deng Xiaoping

Thefact that so much of theworldisrising up in support of the Tibetans, and their rightful need for freedom,
isclearly awonderful thing, and thismay be the one moment when Chinaneedsand seeksthe approval of the
larger world, and therefore might be moved to be more accommodeating. But thefact remainsthat theMiddle
Kingdom, withitsgrest tradition of pride and not taking advicefrom outsiders, will only respond with more
violenceif confronted too violently, and adelicate touch is needed if more suffering isnot to descend on
Tibetan and Chinese citizenswho have suffered too much already. Asthe Dalai Lamahasbeen sayingfor a
long time, theimportant thing right now isnot to focusonly on right now, but onwhat happensafter the Games
areover, whentheworldislooking elsewhere (at Irag, at the U.S. presidential election, at our many other
problems), and Chinaisfreeto executeitspoliciesbehind acurtain and with maximum ruthl essness

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 therestoration of Tibet’sbasic rightsto freedom of speech and thought, but
not to denigratethe Chinesein the process(in part because so many Chineseindividualsliveand suffer under
amilar restrictions). All theworld feds, acutely, the compl etely understandabl e human frustration and sorrow
of the Tibetan people, after five decades and more of oppression; but impatience always backfires, and
throwing astone through your neighbor’swindow will only lead to moreill-will and possibly decades of
unwanted and unanticipated consequences— especidly if, asinthe case of Chinaand Tibet, you arelikey to
beliving next to one another for many moreyearsto come

Itisdisingenuousfor the Chineseleadership to claim the Olympicsisjust asporting occasion (1 know, asone
who has covered five Olympiads for Time magazine); the Games are achance for Chinato show off its
stunning recent accomplishmentsto theworld, as Japan didin 1964 and South K oreain 1988. But if it opens
itsdoorstruly to theworld, it cannot expect theworld tolook past al that isso egregiousand inexcusablein
the Chinese government’sdenial of basic freedomstoits people. Theworld needs China, and Chinaneeds
theworld, asthe Dalai Lamasaid when | travel ed across Japan with him five months ago; freezing Chinaout
might only prompt it to create demonsinitshead instead of the humanswho arewaiting to talk tomit.

But tolerance does not mean accepting what is clearly wrong, as he always stresses, and if Chinaindeed
seekstheworld'sfriendship, that meansfrank and trusting criticism and suggestionsaswell asmereapproval.
Theworld can be expected to listen, but not to kowtow to aChinathat has not shown itself hitherto very
eager tolistentotheworld. At the sametime, though, itisfolly for the Tibetansto put their hopeson gestures
and protestsa one, when they are outnumbered by 200to 1, and facing aneighbor who isso easily offended.
Thegreatest asset Tibet hasisaleader who speaksawaysfor dialogue and friendship, who also happensto
bethemost seasoned ruler on the planet (head of hispeoplefor 67 years) and themost redlistic and pragmetic
political leader | have encountered in my 26 yearsof coveringtheworld asajournaist. TheDalai Lama’'s
difficult lifehasnever alowed himto entertain wishfulnessor abstraction; heisan empiriciss whoworksinand
with the circumstances of the moment. Chinamust be reminded of itslarger responsihilities, but without
excessveforce; and those who despair might think of the Dalai Lama sfriend and champion Vaclav Havel,
oneday in prison and eight weekslater unanimoudy chosen president of Czechoslovakia, or hisfriend and
colleague Desmond Tutu, one day waking up in aland of apartheid, wherefor 62 years he had never been
allowed to vote, and thenext morningin afree (but still troubled) South Africa “Until thelast moment,” asthe
Tibetan leader dwayssays, “anythingispossible.”
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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 tradeisoften atool for governmentsthat want to show their commitment to human rights. But
Europeisdivided over there ativeimportance of human rightsversuseconomic growth or thevaueof trade
in promoting thoserights. On one hand, trade with Chinahel psto lift millionsout of poverty and benefits
European consumers. However, China ssuppression of human rights, asdramatically showninrecent events
inTibetan-inhabited partsof Ching, ishard to swallow. China srecord on humanrightsisaso deegply unpopular
with European citizens. “ Asaresult, the EU message on China—and to China—isoften confused,” explains
journdist Shadaldam. Mixed signdscan bedangerous, inspiring protesterstorisk their liveswhile convincing
Chinathat the EU isnot serious on human rights. M oreover, European governments' inability to speak with
onevoiceon China, Idam pointsout, will diminishthe EU clout. —Yade Globa

European Commission President Jose Manuel Barroso'sthree-day visit to Beijing, starting April 24, was
planned months ago to spotlight European Union hopesof upgrading political and businesstieswith China.
However, thetalkswill now be dominated by EU concern over Beijing'scrackdownin Tibet and Chinese
anger a thebloc'splanstoinvitethe Dalai Lamato aEuropean Parliament session.

Barroso, accompanied by seven top aidesincluding EU trade chief Peter Mandel son and monetary affairs
Commissioner Joaquin Almunia, must tread carefully. The EU may be united in urging Beijing to respect
Tibetans human rightsand hold “ constructive’ discussionswiththe Dalai Lama, but the 27-nation blocis
deeply divided on overal policy towards China, including demandsthat government |eaders boycott the
Olympicsopening ceremony inAugust.

TheEU'sinability to forgeaunited stance on dealing with Asia smost powerful economy isunderminingits
reputation elsawherein theregion. Coming close on the heelsof an EU-widerift on Kosovo, where Europe
issplit on recognizing theindependence of theformer Serb territory, and differences on deploying troopsin
thevolatile southern regions of Afghanistan, disarray over Chinadentsthe bloc’shopes of becomingamore
powerful —and credible—global actor.

EU divisonsover Chinaarenot new. Unlikethe USwhich hastraditionaly viewed Chinaasacompetitor, EU
governmentshave never quite made up their mindsover whether Chinaisarival or partner. EU officiasingst
that thebloc's" fundamenta gpproach to Chinamust remain oneof engagement and partnership” but European
governments havelong struggled to reconciletheir desirefor lucrative businessdeal sin Chinawith ongoing
public concern over the country’s human-rightsrecord.

Asaresult, the EU message on China—and to China—isoften confused. Officiadsin Brussdls, for instance,
haveal ongstanding human-rightsdia oguewith Beljing and whilethey a so criticize Chinaon theissue, French,
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German and Britishleaders sweep these concernsasideto clinch multibillion euro contractsin China. Routine
resol utions by the European Parliament condemning Chinese policiesin Tibet, Burmaand Darfur gohandin
hand with expanding EU-Chinatradere ationsand European Commission assartionsthat Chinaisa“respongble’
internationd actor.

EU trade chief Mandel son in recent months has both berated Beijing asan “ out of control juggernaut” on
tradeand recognized that cheap importsfrom Chinahave hel ped keepinflation at bay while Chind sintegration
inthe European production chain hasboosted EU competitiveness.

Recent eventsin Tibet risk making the a ready-difficult EU balancing act eventrickier. For one, EU divisons
over the Olympicswill beembarrassingly visibleif some European leaders stay away fromthe Gameswhile
othersattend. Second, the EU mood on Chinaissouring overal, with many Europeansfrustrated at Beijing's
focuson opening of high-level strategic economic diadloguewiththe USand, in contrast, itsfailureto respond
to EU callsfor moretraderestraint and changesin monetary policy.

Certainly, European public opinionisturning distinctly anti-China. The Olympictorchrelay through Europein
early April sparked protestsin Olympia, London and Paris, with protesters condemning China’soccupation
of Tibet, oppressivemediacensorship, thejailing of dissidentsand human rightsactivists, Darfur and other
Calses.

The European Parliament has called on EU |eadersto boycott theinaugural ceremonies. Former student
revolutionary Daniel Cohn-Bendit, leader of the parliament’ s Green group, compared the Beljing Gameswith
those hosted by Nazi Germany in 1936.

In addition, European Parliament President Hans-Gert Poettering, acloseally of German Chancellor Angela
Merkd, hasinvited the Dda Lamato addressthe assembly while French Foreign Minister Bernard Kouchner
has suggested the Tibetan spiritua leader should attend ameeting of EU foreign ministers. No dateshave been
set for either of these encounters, but Chinahasreacted angrily, accusing the EU of meddlinginitsinterna
affairs.Severa European politiciansplan not to attend the Olympics opening ceremony. Leadersfrom former
communist Eastern Europe, who generally take atough line on China—and Russia— are spearheading the
drivetoavoidtheAugust 8 fedtivities. Polish PrimeMinister Donald Tusk and Czech President Vaclav Klaus
have said they will not attend the Olympics.

Significantly, Germany’sMerke and Foreign Minister Frank-Walter Steinmeier havedeclinedtotake partin
the opening ceremonieswhile French President Nicolas Sarkozy has not made up hismind yet. Britain's
Gordon Brownwill only attend the closing ceremoniesand fulfill ceremonial duties, giventhat Londonwill
host the 2012 Summer Olympics.

Germany’sstance on Chinaisespecialy confused. The EU’slargest economy reliesheavily on exportsto
China—worth 27.5 billion euroslast year —but membersof theruling grand codition of Sociad Democratsand
Christian Democratsare at odds over how to deal with Beijing. Merkel hastaken atougher lineon Beljing
than her sociad democratic predecessor Gerhard Schroeder. Her decisionto meet the Daal Lamain her office
last September cast achill in German-Chinarelations. Aides say the chancellor has not spoken with Prime
Minister Wen Jiabao in several months.

Germany’ssocid democrat Foreign Minister Frank-Walter Steinmeier, however, istrying hard to mend fences
with Begjing and has hel d two meetingswith Chinese counterpart Yang Jiechi, makingit clear he opposesa
boycott of the Games. German businessleaderspressfor athaw in Berlin-Beijing ties, but Berlin aso recently
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suspended talks with Chinaon climate change and renewabl e energy because of eventsin Tibet. Assuch,
rebuilding trust between thetwo countrieswill not be easy.

While Germany blows hot and cold on China, the voice of pro—freetrade EU stateslike Britain and the
Netherlandsisdrowned 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 concernsover human
rights.

EU officialscomplain that China slukewarm response so far to key EU demands, including Mandelson’s
repeated warningsthat therapid risein China strade surpluswith the EU —which grew by 21 percent last
year toreach arecord 159.2 billion euros, or US$251 billion—isnot making their task of fighting protectionism
any ease.

Chinamust provide the EU with “agood news story” on trade and human rights, they say, to prove that
engagement and congtructive dia ogue areworth the effort. Assuch, Brusselsishoping tolaunch aso-called
“high-level mechanism” ontrade at themeeting in Beljing to discussissueslikeimproved protection of intel
EU Monetary AffairsCommissoner Almunia, meanwhile, wantsBejing to siop focusing ontheyuan’ sexchange
ratewith thedollar and a so alow itscurrency to appreciatefaster against an ever-stronger euro. In addition,
the EU hascomplained about China sneglect of governance standardsin pursuit of energy resourcesinAfrica
whileseverd EU governments, heeding USwarningsabout therisein China smilitary budget, haveindefinitely
shelved planstolift an EU armsembargo against Beijing.

European governments’ inability to speak with onevoice on Chinadiminishesthe EU’sclout. The EU saysit
demandsthat Beijing talk to the Dalai Lamaare prompted by real concern that discontent in Tibet could
spread to other provincesand alongstanding European belief that amore open soci ety, with better protection
of humanrightsand therightsof minorities, isin China sinterest. But Chinaisunlikely to pay heedto advice,
however wiseand well-intentioned, delivered by adivided and weak Europe.

tibetnews.com

The Way Forward in Tibet

Paula J. Dobriansky April 21, 2008

When | meet withthe Dalai Lamatoday, | fully expect himto reaffirm his strong commitment to engaging
Chineseofficiadsindiaogue. President Bush hasrepeatedly expressed hisown steadfast support for dialogue
betweentheDdal Lamaand China sleadership. Meaningful dia ogue presentstheonly viableway forward.

InMarch, demonstrationsin L hasathat began peacefully escal ated into violence and quickly spread to other
Tibetan areas of China. Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice has expressed deep concern regarding these
events, hascalled on al sidesto refrain from violence, and has strongly urged Chinato exerciserestraintin
dealing with the protesters and to respect the fundamental right of all people to peacefully expresstheir
religiousand political views. Underlying thesetragic eventsis China slong-standing repression of religious,
cultural and other freedomsfor the Tibetan peopl e, repression that has been extensively documented in State
Department human rightsreportsand elsewhere. Since 1949, the cycle of protestsfollowed by crackdowns
hasrepeated itself several times, but the end result has always been the same: Control isrestored but only
temporarily, whilethe underlying causesof Tibetan grievancesremain unaddressed.
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Therecent protestsare amanifestation of lingering frustration at alack of progressin addressing Tibetans
concerns. These ethnic clashes haveresulted in fatalities of Tibetansand Han Chinese and in widespread
arrests. Thebest way for China sleadersto address Tibetan concernsisto engagein dialoguewith the Dalai
Lama, who hasadvocated a“middieway” that embracesautonomy for Tibet within Chinaand rejectsseeking
independence. The Dalai Lamaistheonly personwith theinfluenceand credibility to persuade Tibetansto
eschew violence and accept agenuine autonomy within Chinathat would also preserve Tibetan cultureand
identity.

TheU.S. government believesthereisabasisfor dialogue between the Dalai Lamaand China sleadership.
TheDda Lamahasmet the preconditionsfor dialoguecaledfor by China: Hedoesnot advocateindependence
for Tibet; hedoesnot engagein or advocate separatist activities, and herecognizesthat Tibet ispart of China
TheDalai Lamahas publicly comeout strongly against the violencethat erupted recently in Lhasaand other
aress. Heeventook theextraordinary step of offering hisresignationif necessary to convinceall partiesof his
nonviolent approach to reaching resol ution. And he hasindicated hissupport for holding the Olympic Games
in Beijing. The United States has honored the Dalai Lamaas aman of peace and alifelong advocate of
nonviolence by awarding him the Congressional Gold Medal |ast October. When the Chinese government
usesharshrhetoric against the Dalai Lama, or steps up * patriotic education campaigns’ that includeforced
denunciationsof the Dalai Lama, it servesonly to further enflametensions. Somein China, however, have
taken astand against such tactics. In an unprecedented move, prominent Chineseintellectuasarecirculating
apetition that callsonthe Chinesegovernment toend its“ one-sided” propagandacampaign andinitiatedirect
didoguewiththeDala Lama.

Since 2002, the Dalai Lama srepresentatives have conducted six rounds of talkswith Chinese officials, ina
major departurefrom the previous 20 years of no engagement. These discussons, while substantive, havenot
yet produced concreteresults. If continued in good faith, thisdia ogue could build trust and provide thelong-
term basisfor political and economic stability in Tibet. As Secretary Ricehasnoted, while Beljing hasmissed
opportunitiesto engagethe Dalai Lamadirectly, thereisstill hope, anditisnot too lateto do so.

In addition to engaging in meaningful dialogue, Chinashould immediately ceasethe repressive measures
directed at Tibetans seeking to practicetheir religion and preservetheir cultural identity, and should release
thosedetained for peacefully protesting or expressing their views. Although the Chinese government recently
arranged officid tripsto Lhasafor journalistsand diplomats, we continueto call for unfettered accessfor all
mediaand foreign diplomatsinto Tibetan areas. We hope that the current generation of Chineseleaders—
who have shown that they can pursueenlightened economic policiesand who aspireto make Chinaarespected
global and regional stakehol der — recognizethat the resumption of aseriousand direct dialoguewith the
Dala Lamaoffersthebest hopefor resolving long-standing problemsand achieving worthy goalsin Tibet.

haleakalatimes.com

Today we are all Tibetans

Brandon Wilson April 22, 2008

| was astounded and sickened by an articlethe Maui Newsran onApril 6, 2008, addressing recent eventsin
theunraveing crissin Tibet.
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For thosewho aren’t aware by now, Communist ChineseArmy forcesand policerecently clamped downon
what began asapeaceful demonstration by monksmarking the49th anniversary of the Tibet Nationa Uprising
inLhasa. Thispeaceful protest inthe Himalayan capital swiftly escalated into widespread riots after police
fired liveammunitioninto the crowd. It wasabrutal crackdown reminiscent of the atrocities of Tiananmen
Square, completewith tanksand troop carriers. CNN reports 140 protestorswerekilled at the hands of the
army, with nearly 1,000 arrested.

Those events have snowballed into worl dwide demonstrati ons agai nst the oppressive occupation of Tibet by
Chinafor fifty years. Truth betold, it'shardly animagethe world’'semerging superpower, China, likesto
convey, especialy whileit’ strotting the Olympic torch around theworld on a* Journey of Harmony” not
unlikeHitler first did in the days preceding World Wer I1.

Besidesthereporter’shlind eyeto what isvisualy documented on Lhasa sstreets, | especialy takeexception
to their way of equating the construction of aroad, arailroad, or afew high-rise buildings or schoolsto
progressand abetter lifefor Tibetans.

To supposethat the Tibetan peopl e are better off today because of their invasion and near-exterminationis
colonidist at best. Atitsworg, it reeksof 18th and 19th century imperialism. Onecanwell imaginepoliticians
and industrialists spouting the sametwaddlein 1860sAmericaas NativeAmericanswereeither rounded up
onto reservationsor exterminated. Sure, they could boast they’ d brought them therailroad, schools, and a
new religion, dong with haircutsand high button collars. All it cost theindigenous peoplewastheir land, their
culture, their lives... their freedom.

Today the samething ishappening in Tibet. When the Communistsinvaded 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
businessesand intermarried. In exchange, they receivethe best jobs, exclusion from the one-child policy and
preferentia treatment in Chinaif and whenthey return.

Thetouted completion of therailroad from Beijing to Lhasahasonly accelerated Tibet’ sannihilation. The
former annud invasion of ahundred thousand touristshasrecently increased to severd million. Old Lhasa, the
capita my wifeand | once knew, has been ravaged and replaced by strip clubs, karaoke bars, pool hallsand
brothels. A garish park featuring a Chinesefighter plane now surroundsthe Potala Palace, oneof theworld's
architectural gemsand traditional hometotheDaa Lamas.

Should the Tibetansbegrateful ?

At school, lessons are taught in Chinese —not Tibetan. The currency is Chinese. The best jobs go to the
Chineseor Chinese-speakers. Traditional Tibetan clothing and food isbeing replaced with Chinese goods.
Many villageshaveloudspeskersthat broadcast music and newsfrom Chinaseverd timesaday. Theremaining
templeshave been turned into museums, whilethe athei stic Chinese decidewho may evenjoin monagticlife.
Their ranks now decimated, awould-be monk hasto professlove of the Communist Party.

Today, even asyou read this, over ahundred monksand nuns suffer torture and imprisonment intheworst
conditionsimaginable: mogt aretherefor smal infractionssuch ashaving apictureof theDada Lamaor snging
songsof freedom.
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Isthis progress?

The Panchen Lama, second inthe hierarchy of Tibetan Buddhism, waskidnapped asasix-year-old boy ten
yearsago and hasn'’t been seen since. Heremainstheworld’ syoungest political prisoner. Shortly after his
disappearance, the Communistshad the excuse, aswell astheaudacity, to appoint their own Panchen Lama,
atask normally reservedfor theDaai Lama.

Theinvasionand rape of Tibet hasbeen highly successful whilemuch of theworld|ooksthe other way. Today
the Tibetan peopleareaminority intheir own country and most are not permittedto legaly leaveitsborders
—athough thousandsrisk their livesevery year, escaping each winter in severe conditions, towalk over the
highHimaayastoIndia

Yet thisisjust abrief summary of the many injusticesthey suffer. These conditions are not imaginary or
fabricated. Their misery isvery real and has been documented by the Red Cross, Amnesty I nternational, the
UN, Internationa Campaign for Tibet, and human rightsgroupsworldwide.

My problem isnot with the Chinese people, asmany of them arejust as oppressed. It iswith the Communist
Chinese government, thefive percent who control the country.

Assomeonewho personally haswalked across Tibet and stayed each night with peasant familiesor former
monks, | have seen much of thiswith my own eyes. | have heard the conditionsand despair whispered around
thelir firesover acup of yak butter tea. What i s happening today isnothing lessthan what the Nobel Peace
Prizewinning Daa Lamacaled“culturd genocide.”

S0, | must ask, “Isthisprogress? Should the Tibetan people betruly grateful the Communistshave ' liberated
them?’ Or perhaps| should ask, “Isn't fifty yearstoo long to suffer —even whilethe Dalai Lamarepeatedly
calsfor tolerance, patience and amiddl e path of nonviolence?’

No, thewesternworld hasbeen all too silent. For awhilethe U.S. aided Tibetanswith smuggled armsthrough
the CIA, until Nixon took office and went courting Chinese business. Sincethen, especially after Clinton
granted China“ most favored nation” trade status—worth billionsof dollars—our dollars have spoken louder
than words. Our stores have been flooded with their cheap exports. Meanwhile, our workershavelost their
jobs. Then, by sdlling the Communist Chinese party billions of dollars of treasury bonds, we have madethe
world'slargest violator of human rightsour friendly banker.

But thereisstill hope—and thetime has never been better. Theworlds eyesare upon China. Call or email
Congresstoing st the Communist Chinesesit down to negotiate autonomy for Tibet withthe Daa Lama. This
Isasimple act they have resisted for over a decade. Pressure President Bush to personally boycott the
Olympic ceremonies, as other conscientiousworld leaders plan to do. (One might think he' d have better
thingsto do these daysanyway.) Pressure Chinato cancel the Olympictorch relay across Tibet, asit will only
result in moreviolence and death. Demand that the Panchen Lamabereleased. 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 dl, theseidandsknow all too well the problemswrought by theill-
conceived notion of “manifest destiny.” Let usnot wish the samefate on any other sovereign nation.

Today, weareal Tibetans. And no manisfree—until all men arefree.
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The YWashington Post

The Question of Tibet
Jayshree Bajoria April 2008

Staff Writer, Council on Foreign Relations
Introduction

Therecent anti-government clashesin Tibet and other regionsin Chinademonstrate the depth of historical
disagreement over theterritory. Tensions between Chinaand Tibet have persisted since Peopl€ sRepublic of
Chinawasfounded in 1949. China says Tibet has been apart of Chinafor many centuries now, aclaim
refuted by many Tibetans. Chinese authorities usethisclaim to support their sovereignty over theterritory
while proponents of the Tibetan independence point to periodsin Tibetan history whenit enjoyed self-rule.
Meanwhile, Chinesegovernment policiesin Tibet havefed the conflict. Theseincluderestrictionson cultural
and religiousfreedomsof Tibetans, attemptsto change the demographics of the region through migration of
ethnic Chinese, and an unwillingnessto open dialoguewith Tibet’sexiled spiritua |eader, the Dalai Lama.
Expertsbelievethedispute over Tibet will persist aslong as Chinarefusesto speak to the Dalai Lama, who
hasbeenin exilein neighboring Indiasince 1959. China, however, has sought to bypassthe 73-year-old Dalai
Lamaand concentrated instead on effortsto control the processthat will determine hissuccessor.

Unresolved Political Status

The contemporary dispute over Tibetisrooted inreligiousand political disputesstarting in the thirteenth
century. Chinaclaimsthat Tibet has been an inalienable part of Chinasincethethirteenth century under the
Yuan dynasty. Tibetan nationadistsand their supporterscounter that the Chinese Empireat that timewaseither
aMongol (in Chinese, Yuan) empire or aManchu (Qing) one, which happened to include Chinatoo, and that
Tibet was a protectorate, wherein Tibetans offered spiritual guidance to emperorsin return for political
protection. When British attemptsto open relationswith Tibet culminated in the 1903-04 invasi on and conquest
of Lhasa, Qing-ruled China, which consdered Tibet politically subordinate, countered with attemptstoincrease
control over Tibet’sadministration. But in 1913, ayear after the Qing dynasty collapsed, Tibet declared
independenceand dl Chineseofficialsand residentsin L hasawere expelled by the Tibetan government. Tibet
thenceforth functioned asadefacto independent nation until the Chinesearmy invaded itseastern bordersin
1950.

But even during thisperiod, Tibet’sinternational statusremained unsettled. Chinacontinuedto claimit as
sovereignterritory. Western countries, including Britain and the United States, did not recognize Tibet asfully
independent. After founding the People' sRepublic of Chinain 1949, the new communist governmentin China
sought reunification with Tibet and decided to invadeit in 1950. A year later, in 1951, the Dalai Lama’'s
representatives signed a seventeen-point agreement with Beijing, granting Chinasovereignty over Tibet for
thefirst time. Theagreement stated that the central authorities“will not alter theexisting political systemin
Tibet” or “the established status, functionsand powersof the Daa Lama.” Whilethe Chinese government
pointsto thisdocument to prove Tibet is part of Chineseterritory, proponents of Tibetan independence say
Tibet was coerced into signing thisdocument and surrendering itssovereignty.

Expertsalso point to theyearsfrom 1913 to 1950, atimewhen Tibet behaved like adefacto independent
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state, to arguethat Tibet was not dways part of China. But Chinablamesthe British influenceat thetimefor
provoking theideaof Tibetan independence and refusesto be bound by any treaties signed between Tibet
and Britain during that period. Thisincludesthe 1914 Simlaconvention wherethe British recognized Tibet as
an autonomousareaunder the suzerainty of China.

Thepolitical statusquestion isalso complicated by uncertainty about what constitutes Tibet’sborders. The
Chinese only accept theterm Tibet for thewestern and central areas, the areawhichisnow called the Tibet
AutonomousRegion (TAR). Thisareawasdirectly ruled by the L hasagovernment when the Chineseinvaded
in 1950. But Tibetan exiles have been demanding aGresater Tibet which includespolitical Tibet in modern
times (TAR) aswell as ethnic Tibetan areas east of TAR, most of which Tibet had lost in the eighteenth
century. Theseareas, earlier known asAmdo and Kham, are now scattered among partsof Chinese provinces
of Sichuan, Qinghai, Yunnan and Gansu. The March 2008 anti-government protests, which started in Lhasa,
soon spread among the ethnic Tibetan areasin these provinces.

Expertssay thereisno document inwhich the Tibetan peopleor their government explicitly recognizesChinese
sovereignty beforetheinvasion of 1950. But Robert Barnett a Tibet specialist at ColumbiaUniversity, says
theimportance of thisargument liesnotinitsroleinthelegal debate, butinwhat it indicatesin termsof the
politica reditiesontheground. “ Thefact isthat most Tibetans seem to have experienced themsel vesand their
land asdistinct from Ching,” hesays.

Conflict with China

Since China sinvasion, Barnett says, “ China's policiestowardsthe Tibetans can perhaps best be described
asamix of brutality and concesson.” Thefirst Tibetan uprising of 1959 resulted intheflight of theDaa Lama
and about 80,000 Tibetans. During these yearsthousands of Tibetanswere allegedly executed, imprisoned,
or starved to death in prison camps. So far no Chinese officia has publicly acknowledged these atrocities.
Thisperiod asoincluded apolicy of induced national faminesthat resulted from tenets of the so-called Great
L eap Forward, when Beijing set up communesin agricultural and pastord areas. The Cultura Revolution, the
next phase of Mao’srevolutionary politics, followed in 1966 and continued in effect until 1979 in Tibet.
During theseyears, dl religiousactivitieswere prohibited and the monastic system in Tibet was dismantled.
Thecampaignincluded an attempt to eradicate the ethnic minority’ scultureand distinctiveidentity asapeople.

Deng Xiaoping'sriseto power in Chinain 1978 brought forth anew initiative to resolve the Tibet question.
Besdesreaching out totheDda LamainexileinIndia, the Chineseauthoritiesa soinitiated amoreconciliatory
ethnic and economic devel opment policy. Tibetanswere encouraged to revitalizether cultureand religion.
Infrastructure was devel oped to help Tibet grow. But pro-independence protestsin Tibet that started in 1987
led to the declaration of martia law intheregionin 1989. After martial law wasliftedinMay 1990, Chinese
authoritiesadopted amore hard-line policy with stricter security measures, curtailing religiousand cultura
freedoms. At the sametime, aprogram of rapid economic devel opment was adopted which included much
resented incentivesencouraging aninflux of non-Tibetans, mostly Han Chinese, into Tibet. This, Beijing hopes,
will result in anew generation of Tibetanswhowill belessinfluenced by religionand consider being part of
Chinainthelr interest, wrote Tibet expert Melvyn C. Goldsteinin Foreign Affairsin 1998. “Evenif suchan
orientation does not devel op, the new policy will soradically changethe demographic composition of Tibet
and the nature of the economy that Beijing's control over Tibet will not beweakened.”
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Government-in-exile in India

WhentheDalai Lamasought exilein Dharamsalain northern Indiain 1959, Indiaarguably became akey
player intheconflict. Indianow ishometo about 120,000 Tibetans, theworld’slargest Tibetan community
outside of Tibet. But since 1952, Indiahasalwaysregarded Tibet asanintegral part of Chinaand doesnot
encourage overt criticism of Chinaby Tibetansin exile. Sumit Ganguly, aprofessor of political scienceat
IndianaUniversity, isopenly critical of thelndian policy. “If Indiaisindeed aliberal democracy,” hesays, “it
must bewilling to speak out about gross Chinese human rightsviolations.”

Ganguly bdlievesIndia sadministration can exert pressureon Chinaby alowing Indian Tibetansto demonstrate
peacefully without interference, and by treating the Dalai Lamaasahead of stateinstead of aspiritual leader.
But therearemany Indian analystswho believe otherwise. “ Thereisinterest on both sides, very deep interest,
to seethat what ishappening isnot alowed to upset the apple cart — the present momentum of India-China
relations’ saysMiraSinhaBhattacharjea, former director of the Ingtitute of Chinese Studiesin New Delhi.
Relations between Indiaand China, long fraught with resentmentsincluding ashort border war in 1962,
recently have warmed. Chinabecame India sbiggest trading partner in 2007. Thetwo countrieshave a so
seenathaw indiplomaticrelations.

The United States and the West

Expertssay U.S. policy has donelittle to help resolve the Tibet issue. According to A. Tom Grunfeld, a
professor of history at Empire State College, Washington’spolicy isinherently contradictory. “Whileofficialy
recognizing Tibet aspart of China,” hewrites, “the U.S. Congressand White House unofficialy encouragethe
campaignfor independence.”

GoldsteinwritesWashington hasbeen opportunisticinitsdealings (PDF) with Tibet. Duringthe ColdWar in
the 1950sand 1960s, the U.S. Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) covertly funded and armed Tibetan guerilla
forcesto fight against communist China. But even during this period of covert support, Washington'sofficia
position on Tibet did not change. It continued to recognizeit asapart of China. ClIA’scovert funding stopped
IN1971 asU.S. interest in Tibet waned dueto warmer relationswith China. But pressurefrom the Tibet |obby
complicated the policy environment, argues Grunfeld. Inthe 1980s, Tibetansin exilelaunched anew strategic
Initiative with an aim to secure increased political support from the United States and the West to exert
pressure on China.

Animportant element inthisnew strategy wasvisitsand speechesby theDda LamaintheWest. In September
1987, theDdai Lamaspoke beforethe Congressional Human Rights Caucusin Washington. Thefollowing
June, he made another important addressat the European Parliament in Strasbourg. For thefirst timepublicly,
helaid out awillingnessto accept something lessthan independencefor Tibet. Caling for genuineautonomy
for Tibet withintheframework of China, theDda Lamaproposed that Tibet havefull control over itsdomestic
affairs but that Chinacould remain responsiblefor Tibet'sdefense and foreign affairs. Hereiterated this
“middle-way approach” ina2001 addressto the European parliament. The Tibet i ssue hasa so won popular
sympathy inthewest including interest of Hollywood actorslike Richard Gerewho actively lobby for the
Tibetan cause. But the success of theinternational campaign for Tibet has bolstered hard-linerswithin the
Chinese government, experts say, thereby worsening conditionsfor the Tibetan people.
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A Difficult Solution

Tibetisvery important to China's sense of nationhood, says CFR’sChinaexpert Adam Segd “ Thereisafear
that if Tibet getsindependence, Uighursand Taiwanwill want independence.” Segd notesthat Chineseauthorities
havefrequently suggested that they arejust waiting for the Daai Lamato die, expecting Tibetan nationalismto
disappear after hisdesth, but saysthismay beamiscalculation. “1 think themoreradica Tibetanswould direct
themovement for independence after Dalai Lama sdeath.”

Expertsagreethat unlessthereispalitical reform within China, theresol ution of the Tibetan question remains
bleak. “The historical question was never unsolvable,” saysBarnett. “1t would not have been aproblem
necessarily if Chinahad been ableto devel op policiesfor Tibet that were acceptableto most Tibetans.”

FAR EASTERN
ECONONLIC

REVIEW
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.

TheChinesegover nment clamsTibet asan“indienable’ part of itsterritory, and anyonewho questionsthis
issubject to vitriolic attacksby the official Chinese media. If they arethemselves Chineseand livein China,
they are” splittists” and liableto beimprisoned. Thosefrom outside Chinaare” anti-Chind’ and “interferingin
Chinasinternd affairs”

However, to the Tibetans and most peopleintheworld outs de Chinawho arefamiliar with Tibet’sSituation,
thisisaninternationd problem crying out for amediated solution. Thereforeonemust start with how internationd
law might support Tibetans rightsto self-determination.

Nobody disputesthat the Tibetansare adistinct peoplewith their own language and culture, whoformalarge
majority of the popul ation of Tibet. Moreover, Tibet iscontrolled by the Chinese government by means of
military occupation for the benefit of the Chinese state. Tibet isacountry “under foreign military occupation,
and itspeopleare subject to aien subjugation, domination and exploitation” withinthe meaning of the United
NationsResolutionson Colonia Peoplesand on Friendly Relations. The severity of therepressonthe Tibetans
have undergone, combined with the threadbare nature of China sterritorial claimto Tibet, meanthat if the
universal right of peoplesto self-determination hasany meaning, it must extend to Tibet.

Self-determination

By thetimethe U.N. was set up after World Wer 11, it was generally recognized that peopleshad theright of
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self-determination. Article 1.2 of the United Nations Charter statesthat the purposes of the United Nations
include the devel opment of friendly relations among nations based on respect for the principle of self-
determination of peoples. It canthereforebe said that al stateswhich have becomemembersof 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 wasfollowed by the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. Therightsinthe
Universal Declarationwered aborated intwo moredetailed internationa covenantswhich, unliketheDeclaration
itself, aretreatiesintended to havelegd force. Article 1 of the International Covenant on Civil and Political
Rightsstates. “ All peopleshavetheright to saf determination. By virtueof that right they may freely determine
their political status.” Thel CCPR hasbeen ratified by 161 of 192 United Nationsmember countries. Five
other countries, including China, have signed but not ratified. A nation whichisasignatory of ainternational
treaty, such asthe | CCPR, isobliged under international law to “refrain from actswhich would defeat the
purpose and object of thetreaty.” Chinaistherefore bound, both by itsadherenceto United Nations Charter
and by itssignature of the |ICCPR, to respect the principle of self-determination of peoples.

However, there was no consensus about what theright to sel f-determination meant when it wasincludedin
the ICCPR. Western countrieswere generally reluctant to includeit, but felt obliged to do soin responseto
the aspirations of recently independent countriesto end European colonialismin those placeswhereit till
existed.

Since the ICCPR came into effect in 1976 there has been widespread concern that if the right to self
determinationinArticlelisapplied literdly, it would lead to the break-up of many existing states. Thisapplies
particularly to Africa, whose national boundariesare mostly colonia-eraconstructs, but a so to numerous
other stateswith ethnic minority populationswho formamajority in particular regions. A consensusemerged
that theright to self-determination for the purposesof ICCPRArticle 1 appliesonly to entire popul ationsliving
inindependent states, entire popul ationsof territoriesyet to recelveindependenceand territoriesunder foreign
military occupation.

Thisisarestrictivedefinition which excludes numerous groupswho would in ordinary language be regarded
as"peoples.” It givesno encouragement to some peopleswith along history of strugglefor independence,
such astheKurds.

China’spresent control over Tibet datesfrom 1950 when the Peopl€e'sLiberation Army invaded Tibet and
defeated the Tibetan Army at Chamdo. Chinaclaimsthat Tibet wasalready part of Chinawhenitinvaded,
based onaclamto sovereignty over Tibet by the Qingimperia dynasty dating from the 18th century. More
recently Chinahasclaimed that itsrule over Tibet can betraced to theruleof Tibet by the M ongols—known
inChinaastheYuan dynasty.

Therearea leadt threemagor higtoricd difficultieswith Chind sclam. Frdly, itisdoubtful whether therdationship
between the Qing and the Yuan on the one hand, and Tibetans on the other, wasreally one of sovereignand
subjects. The Kangxi Emperor occupied Tibet in 1720. After hisdeathin 1722 this occupation continued
under hissuccessor the Yongzheng Emperor until 1728, and therewerefurther Chineseinvasionsin 1750 and
1792. However, after the end of the occupation in 1728, and after each of thelater invasions, the Chinese
armieswithdrew and Tibet had virtually completeindependencein practice.

Secondly, neither dynasty made Tibet apart of metropolitan China. If it wasapalitica relaionshipat dl, itwas
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oneof dependency—what today wecall acolonid relationship. Itisthereforeabasisfor concluding that Tibet
Isacolony and so entitled to self-determination.

Thirdly, and most importantly, therewas no rel ationship—either smilar to that between Tibet and the Qing
dynasty, or similar to the modern concept of soverei gnty—between Tibet and the Chinese Republic, which
succeeded the Qing dynasty in 1911. In 1912 the 13th Dalai Lamamade aformal declaration of Tibetan
independence. Although the Chinese Republic responded by laying claim to Tibet, it never exercised any
control over it, savefor certain far eastern regionswherethere had always been anill-defined borderland.
Tibet wasentirely independent of foreign control between 1911 and 1950.

Evenif China shistorica claimwasmuch stronger thanitis, thiswould not provideajudtificationfor invasion
of an independent country. Most countrieswere at one time under alien rule. In 1911 Ireland was under
Britishrule, asit had beenfor centuries, Finland wasruled by Russiaand K oreawasruled by Japan. The
setting up of the United Nationswas expressly intended to prevent the kind of aggressivewars, based on
spuriousor doubtful claimsto historical ruleor cultural identity, pursued by both Nazi Germany and Imperia

Japan.

Chinahasfreguently attempted tojutify itsinvasion on the basi sthat Tibetan society wasfeuda and backward,
and that Chinatherefore brought liberation to the Tibetan peasantry from feudal domination. Scholarsagree
that the pre-1950 Tibetan regime was backward. One aspect of its backwardnesswasitsfailureto appoint
ambassadorsto other countriesor to apply tojoin the United Nationsuntil invasion by Chinawasimminent.
However thisfailurewasnot dueto lack of independence but dueto the absence of aclear sense of the need
for amodern stateto maintain relationswith other states.

Attherisk of stating the obvious, thefact that acountry isbackward cannot justify invadingit. Backwardness
was often advanced asajustification for 19th century colonialism, what Rudyard Kipling called “ The White
Man’sburden” when he encouraged the United Statesto colonize the Philippines. Thefact that Chinarelies
onthe*" backwardness’ argument to support itsoccupation of Tibet isafurther indication of aclassic colonial
occupation.

Onemonth after Chinainvaded Tibet on Oct. 7, 1950, the Tibetan government appeaed for helptothe U.N.
No assstancewasforthcoming, and Tibetan forceswere easily overwhelmed by the Chinese, with the bulk of
theTibetan Army surrendering at Chamdo. After the surrender the Chinese Government embarked on what
would now becalled a®charmoffensive” in Tibet. Tibetanswere given money by People’ sLiberation Army
representatives, and encouraged to accept Chinese occupation on the understanding that their traditiona way
of lifewould be unchanged and that Tibet would enjoy ahigh degree of autonomy.

INn1951, Chinaand representativesof theDaa Lamasigned the* 17 point agreement for the Peaceful Liberation
of Tibet.” It providesthat “ the Tibetan people havetheright of exercisng nationd regional autonomy under the
unified leadership of the Central People’'s Government” (Article 3); that “the Central People’'s Government
will not dter theexigting political syseminTibet” (Article4), and“will not ater the established status, functions
and powersof theDalai Lama’ (Article4).

These autonomy provisions were never observed. The Chinese Communist Party rules Tibet, asit rules
China, through acentraized party organization, whereby each organ of government isshadowed by an organ
of the party. These party organs are accountable only to the Chinese Communist Party headquartersin
Beijing. In Tibet the new Chinese authoritiesing sted on taking al important decisionsand interfered onan
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increasing scalewith thedaily life of Tibetans. Inresponseto the harshness of Chineserule, the Tibetansrose
inrevoltin 1958. Therevolt waseasly crushed by China, andin 1959 the 14th Daai Lamaand some 80,000
other TibetansfledintoexileinIndia

Theseverity of Chineserepressonin Tibet sincethat dateiswell-documented. Thereissevererepression of
Tibetan Buddhism, whichin 1997 waslabeled asa“foreign culture.” Virtudly all classesin secondary and
higher education aretaught in Chinese, not Tibetan, resultingin ahigh drop-out rate among Tibetans. Urban
devel opment has generaly benefited Chineseimmigrants, large numbers of whom have movedto Tibet and
now comprise about 12% of the population. Tibetansareroutinely detained for long periodswithout charge
or sentenced to long prison sentencesfor peacefully advocating independence or maintaining linkswith the
Dda Lama Tortureand ill-trestment in detention iswidespread. Freedom of expressonisseverdly restricted.
Peaceful political demonstrationsareinvariably broken up and their participantsarrested. Tibetan cultureis
treated asinferior to Chinese culture, and most key postsin the government and the economy are held by
Chinese. Thosefew Tibetanswho are ableto enter Chinese government servicedo so at the cost of dienation
from their own peopleand culture. Tibet’senvironment and natural resourcesareruthlessly exploitedinthe
interestsof China. Overd| the situation bearsmarked smilaritiesinal theserespectsto thesituation of Algeria
under the French or of Uzbekistan and Kyrgyzstan under Soviet Russianrule.

Tibet’ s status has been given renewed topicality by the recent independence of Kosovo. Therecognition of
K osovo would seem to extend the right of self-determination beyond the traditional colonial or foreign
occupation situation. Kosovo was never acolony, 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 K osovo peoplein theform of anindependent stateisthat, prior to that independence
and while under Serbian rule, the K osovar Albanianswere subject to “ alien subjugation, domination and
exploitation.”

If Kosovo hasaright to self-determination, theright of Tibet isinfinitely stronger. The catalogue of gross
oppression, the second class citizen status of Tibetans under Chineserule, and the identity of Tibet asa
country areal much clearer thanin Kosovo'scase.

Autonomy and independence

Self-determination need not mean independence. |n many situations, autonomy within alarger nation state
offersthe best of both worlds, combining the benefitsof being part of alarge stateintermsof defense, foreign
relations and economic opportunity, with preservation of local laws, customs and culture from outside
interference. Hong Kongisagood example.

TheDda Lamahasrepestedly said that hefavorsautonomy for Tibet within China, provided that itismeaningful
autonomy. Such ishisauthority with the Tibetan people that they would probably support autonomy in any
referendum in which he expressed support for it. However unlessthereisachangein Chinese government
thinking, red autonomy doesnot appear to beon offer. Thisisshown by the continuing aggressivedenunciation
and misrepresentation of the Dalai Lamaby Chinese officia spokespersons.

Unlessred autonomy isoffered, self-determination in Tibet isbound to mean independence. Chinamay hold
downtheTibetansby forcefor along time, but, asthe example of Ukraine and Russiashows, even hundreds
of yearsof repressonisunlikdy to extinguishthelonging for salf-determination among wheat are, incontrovertibly,
apeople.
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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”

Therecent crisisover the Olympic torch and Tibet represent an epic clash: not just between Tibetansand
Beijing, but between asdlf-congratul atory Western worl dview and the very different vision of abillion-plus
Chinese. Until Western leaders start trying to understand the Chinese perspective, frictionislikely to grow,
and the victimswill include the Tibetans themsel ves—the very people Western leaders say they want to
protect.

According to the current U.S. and European narrative, the popular protestsin Tibet and elsewhere were
entirely justified. The demonstrators pushed amoral cause: to freethe poor Tibetansfrom an oppressive
communist government. And the European | eaderswho decided to boycott the Olympics opening ceremonies,
like Germany’sAngelaMerkel, deserved nothing but prai sefor their courageous stance.

The Chinese view could not be more different. Before describing it, however, itisvital to dispel amajor
Western misconception. Many Americansand Europeansthink that China’ sfuriousreaction to the protests—
areaction that has now inspired amassive boycott of Western goods and businessesin China—hasbeenthe
result of mediamanipulation and information control by Beijing. If only the Chinese public had accesstoreal
facts, Westernersthink, their attitudeswould be different. Thisisahugemistake. Theredlity isthat someof the
strongest anger toward theWest at the moment iscoming from liberal Western-educated Chineseintellectuals
who have accessto accurateinformation. Chinatoday enjoysthe most competent governanceit’sever had,
anditsditesareintelligent, well educated and sophi sti cated—the exact opposite of the“ goonsand thugs’
described by CNN’s Jack Cafferty.

The Chineseare so angry becausevirtualy al of them believethat the Western protestshave had littleto do
with humanrights, Tibet or Darfur. Instead, the Chinesethink, the West’sreal motivationisto deny Chinathe
triumph it deservesfor itsenormous successes. According to thisview, Westerners cannot somach thethought
that Chinaispoised to hold the best Olympi csever. Such aspectaclewould vividly demonstrate how power
has shifted from West to East. Thiswould beintolerable, and thusAmericans and Europeans are dead set on
finding someway to disrupt the Games—and if Tibet or Darfur won't suffice, they’ |l find some other method.
Assevera Western-educated Chinesefriends have whispered to me, “Kishore, thisispureracism. The West
cannot bear thethought of China ssucceeding.”

Chinese skepticism about the Western commitment to humanrightsiswell founded. Indeed, thereissomething
ironic about those who have committed genocide against American Indians or Australian Aboriginesnow
cadtigating Chinaon Tibet. Furthermore, Guantdnamo—which Amnesty International hasdescribed as*“the
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gulag of our times’—yplusAbu Ghraib and European complicity in Washington’ sextraordinary rendition program
have badly damaged the West’scredibility and legitimacy.

Most Chinese a so believethat Tibetans havereceived special trestment from Beijing. After the disastrous
Culturadl Revolution, inwhich all Chinese suffered, Deng Xiaoping adopted amore pragmeatic approach tothe
region. Ruined religious siteswererepaired, monasterieswere reopened, new monkswereallowedtojoin
ordersand the Tibetan |anguage was permitted to be used more extensively than before. Chinese leaders
believethat Chinahasexercised sovereignty over Tibet for 700 yearsnow, ever sincethe Yuan dynasty—one
reason the“Free Tibet” dogan angersthem so much. Thenthere’ stherecent territorial disintegration of the
Soviet Union and memoriesof how the West seized Chineseterritory in the 19th century: still morereasons
why Chinese suspicionsrun deep

What redly frustrates Beljing isthe West’ sgpparent lack of comprehension of China saimsfor the Olympics.
In 2005, World Bank head Robert Zoellick called on Chinato become a“ responsible stakeholder.” The
Beijing Olympicswere meant to symbolize China swillingnessto do just that, and the Chinese expected their
effortsto bewel comed enthusiastically. But now most Western leaders seem intent on damming thedoor in
Beijing' sfaceingtead. Thetragedy isthat thiswill only stoke angry Chinese nationalism, which hasa ready
begunto surface. A fire-breathing Chinese dragon will clamp down on Tibet even harder than the current
government has, whichwould serve no one' sinterests. The West' sfailureto recognizethisfact demonstrates
aseriousfailureof long-term Strategic thinking.

If Europe’sleadersredly want to show politica courage, they should attend the Olympics opening ceremonies.
Doing so would encourage Chinato open up further and engagetheworld. Over time, thiswill liberalize
Chinese society and even lead to greater political and cultural autonomy for the Tibetans. Sofar, only one
major Western leader has shown therequisite courage and foresight: George W. Bush. It ishoped numerous
leadersfrom other continentswill join himin Beijing. When that happens, it will only underscore Europe's
growingirrelevance: atragedy that Europeansare bringing uponthemsalves.

YALEGLOBAL ONLINE

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 theglare of the Beijing Olympics, China'sfailed policiesin Tibet have moved tothe
front pages of newspapersworldwide. Under internationa pressure Chinese officia sresumed their dialogue
with therepresentativesof theDalai Lamaon May 4. The partiesagreed to continuethe ongoing did oguethat
began in 2002 and included six rounds of meetings. Chinese officid semphasi zed that they’ || approach these
renewed meetingswith “great patienceand sincerity.” Chinese officia shavelong promised that anything can
bediscussedif the Dala Lamastops seeking independence, whichthe Dalai Lamahasrepeatedly saidisnot
hisgoal. Thetalkscan succeed if Chinaprovesitspromised sincerity by first acknowledging that thereisa
TibetissueandtheDaa Lama srepresentativesarethe best interlocutorsto resolveit.

Thedepth of Tibetan anger about Chinese policies, expressed during March demonstrations, shocked the
world. Tibetanswho took to the streetsfaced certain Chinese crackdown. Theworld was disappointed by
thetoxic Chinese official reaction and by the rather nationalistic popular demonstrationsthat followed the
Olympic torch around theworld. High Officialslabeled the Nobel Peace Laureate Dalai Lamaa“wolf in
monk’srobes,” a“serid liar” anda” daveowner.” Issincerity likely intheface of thiscontinuing vilification?

For the Chinese, hosting the Olympics symbolizes China'semergence on theworld stage asaresponsible
great power, and indeed, peopl e expect ahigh standard of behavior from an Olympic host. Whilethe Tibet
issueisgenerally seen asposing aserious challengeto Beijing, it can also offer an opportunity for Chinato
proveitssincerity and responsible behavior. Chinahashistorically set up obstacl esto successful dialogueon
Tibet, yet can now take stepsto demondtrateitssincerity.

First, China should accept at face value the Dalai Lama’s repeated statements that he does not seek
independence. A protracted discussion about the“trueintentions’ of thishighly respected Tibetan |eader
servesno purpose. Both sideshavelong conceded that Tibet should remain part of Chinaand that it should be
autonomous. TheDda Lamahasproposed“ genuineautonomy” under what hecallsthe® middleway” approach.
The Chinese side has not offered aresponse through six years of protracted discussions.

Second, Chinashould dropitsattacksontraditional Tibetan governance. The Chinese side haslong accused
theDaal Lamaof formerly running afeuda theocracy, asif thisiswhat awaitsan autonomous Tibet. Surely
Chinawasequally feudal before the founding of the People’ sRepublic of China. But these accusationsare
irrelevant sincethe Dalai Lama proposesto step down from any temporal role and to establish democracy,
human rightsand therule of law under his“middieway” approach.

Third, inthesediscussions Chinashould avoid itsoft-stated historical titleclaim. Chineseofficid sarefond of
arguing that Tibet hasfor centuriesbeen “an inseparable part of China’ asastrategy to deny that thereisa
Tibet issue. If independenceisoff thetable and the goal isautonomy, thisclaimisirrelevant. Evenif such
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history weretaken serioudly, it isnot clear it would work in China sfavor. China' sclaim of 700 years of
imperia patronage offerslittlethat would justify amodern state' sclaimsto territory. Of morerelevanceto
autonomy, Chinanever directly governed Tibet until the PRC took over inthe 1950s. It isuncontested that
through these long centuries Tibet remained largely Tibetan. Chinese census datareports that the Tibet
Autonomous Region, thelargest Tibetan areg, isstill 92 percent inhabited by ethnic Tibetanstoday.

Fourth, Chinashould accept that the Tibet issueisone of human rightsrather thaninsist that the only issueis
national unity. A superficial examination of reality refutesthisclaim. Inthe heady days after the Chinese
revolution, the Chinesefailedtoliveuptotheir obligations, imposing repressiveradica |eftist policies. China's
former party leader, Hu Yaobang acknowledged thisin the 1980s and apol ogized. Human-rightsviolations
continue, andthe Dalai Lamarecently asked Chinato end repressive policies, rel ease prisoners, open Tibet
up to themediaand stop the“ patriotic reeducation” campaign which denigratestraditiona Tibetan culture.

Fifth, Chinashould avoid using its own constitution as an obstacle to settlement. Onitsface, the Chinese
congtitution alowsgreater flexibility than Chinese officid sconcede. The Chinese Congtitution dlowsfor two
formsof autonomy, including thetype of nationa minority autonomy now applied to Tibetan areasand the
moresubstantial autonomy reflected in the creation of specia administrative regions, asnow appliesin Hong
Kong. Theformer, applied nationwideto implement Communist Party control in designated minority aress,
offerslittle genuine autonomy and does not seemto alow theleve of autonomy proposed under the“middle
way” approach. Chinese officialshave argued that the Hong Kong model cannot be appliedin Tibet because
Tibet hasnot involved theregaining of sovereignty and hasad ready undergone democratic and sociaist reform.
Tibetan effortsto push forward their genuineautonomy mode under either gpproach haveprovenfutile. Even
asuperficial ook at Tibetan history refutesthe claim that sovereignty hasnever been anissueand that Tibet
has always been an inseparabl e part of China. Thefailure of democratic and socialist reformin Tibet and
nationwideisequally obvious.

Sixth, Chinashould stop viewing genuineautonomy as* plittist.” Officidly thecountry has55 nationd minorities.
Would other minorities demand the same treatment or would Tibetans use autonomy as a platform for
independence? That Tibetans havelong been considered distinctive among these groupsisevident inthe
1951 “17-point Agreement for the Peaceful Liberation of Tibet,” the only agreement of itskind entered with
aso-caled nationa minority. Practically, only oneother minority in Chinaposessuch risk —the Uighur Mudims
in Xinjiang. Because of assamilation or location, other minoritiesarenot likely to seek independence. A peaceful
andfair Tibetan settlement, infact, would offer apositive examplefor the Uighurs.

Seventh, Chinashould abandon the constant suspicion of foreigninterference. Chinaistoo big and powerful
anation towallow in thisvictim mentality. In an age of ethnic warsand terror, thetreatment of adomestic
indigenousminority isincreasingly amatter of international concern. With the September 2007 passage of the
UN Declaration on the Rightsof Indigenous Peoples, standardsfor theautonomy of indigenousethnic groups
have become more concrete. While Chinaclaimsnot to have any indigenous peoples, these standards may
dill provideaussful guiddine. Tibetansareclearly digtinctiveastotheir land, history, language, culture, religion,
customsand tradiitions.

Eighth, Chinashould smply enter into negotiationswith the Tibetan side over the boundary of an autonomous
Tibet. Historically dividing Tibet into 13 areas, Chinahas objected to the Tibetan request that al contiguous
Tibetan-popul ated areas be united into one autonomous Tibet. Tibetansarguethat sincethey are not seeking
independencethis should not be aproblem. Compromisethat considers current ethnic distribution and the
protection of Tibetan culture should be possible.
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Thesuggested actions offer ayardstick by which Chinacan proveitssincerity and win the confidence of the
Tibetan peopleand theworld. The Dalai Lamaistherare negotiating partner with the capability towin over
eventhemore skeptica segment of the Tibetan community. Chinashould take advantage of thisopportunity.

‘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, Tsumpaetc and Tibetans shareacommon religion, culture, spiritual teacher,
costumes, habits, language, ultimatewish for enlightenment and seeking refugein the samethreegems. Although
geographically and politically wearecitizensof different countriesbut weal bel ong to the same Bhotiarace
and no body can separate us.

Itisahuman naturethat whenever your neighbor isintrouble, especialy whenthey belongtothesamereligion
and culture, we haveto extend all possible help. We have generally seenthat even animals, if attacked by a
different kind, collectively resists by shouting, by biting, by crying and by al meansin order totry torelease
from the enemy. We are supposed to be better then animals.

Today we have seen and heard about the situation in Tibet. | cannot say whether peoplewho voluntarily
pretend not to seeand hear are being bribed/ paid or not. But if they blindly chooseto jump down thecliff in
full sense, | havenothing to say.

Weall must know very clearly that the Tibetans are not demanding independence. They are not demanding
theboycott of Olympic. Clearly, they aredemanding equa rightsasanationdity, freedom of religion, freedom
to promote Buddhism, repair of old monasteriesand building new monasteries, freedomto join monasteries
for the spread of Buddhism. In short, what our Buddhist brothersand sistersare demanding are freedom of
religion and culture. We have seenthat how in Lhasathey arebrutally suppressed for demanding thesebasic
humanrights.

Survival of Tibetan Buddhismwill depend onthe survival of rich cultural heritage of Tibet. Itisabsolutely
necessary to strivefor the preservation of thisrich cultural heritage of Tibet, which isbased on Buddhist
philosophy, if weareaspiring for peace and stability in China, Tibet, India, our country Nepa and theworld.
This does not mean that we love a particular country and support and that we hate another country and
protest. Thisisrelated to our own country’speace and security.

Accordingtointernationd laws, peoplehavetheright to protest peacefully for basic humanrights. Itisunfortunate
that in Tibet peaceful protesters have been gunned down, brutally suppressed, movementsrestricted causing
difficulty to earnther livelihood, monasterieslocked and thousand of monksand nunsarrested and beaten
brutdly. Thisisared emergency stuation.

Therefore, weall Nepali Buddhist citizensof Himalayan region must stand in solidarity with the Tibetansin
their difficult times. Itisour socia responsibility to help our neighbor whenin difficulty. Althoughwemay not
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beableto hdp physcaly andfinancialy, yet even express on of our concernsand our solidarity will contribute
towardsreiving somepainand suffering.

| would liketo say further that recently our Nepali police have been arresting revered Buddhist monks, nuns
and peoplewith similar facesfrom Soyambhu, Boudhaand Jwal akhel areasin thename of stopping Tibetan
protesters. Even the people of Himalayan region of this country are subjected to thislawlessness act of the
Nepdi policewhichiscausingimmense harassmentsto earn their daily livelihood. The police proudly and
eadly announcethat they haveinstructionsfrom the government. Such statementsare causing great harmto
theimage of Nepal internationdly. Itistimethat we must expressour concernsserioudly.

Wedo understand that once aprotester reachesthe venuethere must be aprescribed law in dealing withthem
according to the nature of protest. However, if the police continueto arrest monks and nunsrandomly while
walking on the streetsthen an unprecedented sectarian violencelikein Indiaand many partsof world may
erupt inour country. Insuch eventuality the concerned authoritiesin the government including the police will
behedfully responsible.

Finaly, I sumup by askingthisvital questionto all the Nepali citizens of Himalayan region who sharesthe
samereligion and culturewith Tibetans, Isn't thistimethat weal stand up with the Tibetansin solidarity?

May Buddhaand Buddhasatvas give usthewisdom and the courage to distingui sh between good and evil and
promotethe positivevirtues of causeand action? May there be peace and stability in Nepal the birthplace of
Buddhaand theworld.
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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, theword“crisis’, welji, ismade up of two characters: wei (meaning “danger”) and ji (meaning
“opportunity”). So, in each crisis, one s multaneoudly faces both danger and opportunity. Chinafacesacrisis
over Tibet; itsfundamental policiestowardsthisregion and its peoplearebeing caled into question. Thishas
a so accentuated the sharp j uxtgposition between Chinese pragmatic, didectic materidismand Tibetanidedlidtic,
abstract spirituality. While these two oppositeworld views may clash, thereisno reason for themto bein
conflict. Actualy, both are needed.

TheTibetan crisishasbrought both danger and opportunity. Aswith dl thingsin Chinag, oneextreme must give
way to another beforea“middle” way can bereached. For al itshypergrowth, Chinanow facesitsworst
crisessince thecommencement of itsreforms: open and violent ethnic conflict; deadly children’sepidemics;
Olympic protests, and theworst earthquakein ageneration. What may be next?

Meanwhile, theDda Lamaissittingin Dharamsdawaiting for Chinato sgnal abreskthrough. That isprecisely
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what Chinaneedsat thistime- theworld’smost prominent morally persuasiveleader, theDda Lama, togive
itagpiritud liftinthissengtiveand difficult Olympicyear.

Breaking theice, Beijing did invitethe Dalai Lamato send apersona envoy for talksand, on May 4, his
envoys, Lodi Gyari and Kelsang Gyaltsen, met two Chinesevice-ministersin Shenzhen. Both sdesagreedto
disagree on many circumstancesand events. But it isbetter to disagreethan not talk at all. Then, onMay 9,
Lodi Gyari gaveapressconferencein Dharamsala, outlining someideas: open Tibet to journalistsand tourists
to restore economic normality, and stop criticising, moreover demonising, the Dalai Lama. From thiswecan
seean emerging road map of what needsto bedone by both sides. If Beijing canloosenitstight security grip
over the Tibetan regions, peoplewill fee morerelaxed, tourismwill revive businessfortunes, and incomewill
return.

Moreover, if it can stop criticisingthe Dala Lamaaspart of its* patriotic education” , Chinacan beginwinning
the heartsand mindsof Tibetans. Inturn, if the Dalai Lamacan use hisinfluenceto tonedown global protests
beforetheBeijing Olympics, hewill begiving the Chinesegovernment thesupport it sobedly craves. Surprisingly,
onMay 22, foreignjourndistsreiterated the Ddai Lama srecent statement in London that hewould bewilling
to attend the Olympic opening ceremony in Beijing if Chinaissued aninvitation.

A Foreign Ministry spokesman responded: “If the Dalai Lamawantsto do something meaningful for the
motherland and the Olympics, then he must take practica action.” That wasfollowed by alist of rhetorical,
Separatist accusations. Regardless, thiswas still quiteanew tone.

The Sichuan earthquake struck aregion that ishometo many ethnic groups, notably Hanand Tibetans. Itisa
propitioustimefor the Daa Lamato onceagain publicly offer prayerstoal. Whilehehasaready prayed for
thosekilled and | eft devastated by the quake, hismessage of compassion was not heard by Beijing. If the
meaning of hissincerity wasunderstood in Beijing, that might changethe atmosphere.

If Chinacan respond with evenacordia meeting between President Hu Jintao and the Daa Lama, thiswould
give Chinamorefacethan any gold medd sitsathletes could win, while giving hopeto Tibetansand theworld.
It would changehistory. Theentireenvironment would improve, paving theway for amoregrounded policy
rethink. Yes, Tibet needsthe economic meansthat Chinacan provide- specificaly education, medicd facilities
and equa opportunities.

China, inturn, needswhat itsown policiesof materia hypergrowth havefailed to deliver - spirituality and a
new-age nationd ideology. The Olympicscan stir nationalism, but it cannot deliver either of those.
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THE GLOBAL EDITION OF THE NEW YORK TIMES

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 hasbeen any lessoninall my yearsasan activist for democracy and humanrightsin China, itisthat
only international pressure coupled withinternal pressurewill yield solid results.

Now, aswhat theDda Lamahascalled“ cultura genocide’ goesoninTibet, itiswholly unacceptablethat the
Internationa Olympic Committee refusesto take astand against the Beijing government crackdown.

Far more than Steven Spielberg, who quit his advisory role for the Olympic celebration because of the
Chinesegovernment’ sunwillingnessto pressurethe Sudan government over thegenocidein Darfur, the Olympic
committee hasaspecia obligationto act.

Improvementsin China shuman rightswereaquid pro quo for granting the gamesto Beijing. So how canthe
committee proceed asif nothing has happened when blood isflowing inthe streets of Lhasa?

If the committee doesnot act to put pressure on Beijing, aswould be cons stent withitsobligations, it risksthis
Olympicsbeing remembered theway the 1936 Gamesin Berlinwere.

Already, the* spirit of the Olympics’ in Beijing has become associated with genocide by two of theworld's
top spiritual and cultural leaders. Indeed, if the |OC and therest of the world community doesnot pressure
Beijing to stop the crackdown and improve human rights now, aboycott of the gameswill be seenaswidely
judtified.

The Tibetans have long chafed under the oppression of the Chinese Communist Party. In 1959, when the

Daa Lamafledto exilein India, the protest of the Tibetanswas harshly suppressed in acrackdown that
lasted morethan ayear. Almost amillion Tibetansreportedly lost their lives.

In 1989, the current Chinese party leader, Hu Jintao, then in his capacity asaprovincial leader, suppressed
yet another revolt in Lhasaby bringinginthemilitary tokill peopleinthestreets.

And, of course, thewholeworld knows about Tiananmen Squarein that sameyear. Clearly, without human
rightsand theruleof law, neither Tibetansnor themgjority Han Chinese are safefrom persecution at thewhim
of the Communist authorities.
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Theold liesand propagandadon’t work anymore. In the past, many Han Chinese didn’t know about the
sufferings of the Tibetans. Now thanksto travel, tourism, cell phones and the Internet, the majority Han
understand that the Tibetan struggle against tyranny isthe same astheir own.

Of course, the Chinese authorities have expressed their willingnessto resol ve the Tibetan issue through
negotiation. But, just aswith the case of Darfur, thereisno sincerity behind thispeaceful face unlessinternationd
pressureisbrought to bear.

Thel OC’sunwillingnessto pressure Beijing at thismoment istragic becausethese Olympicsareaturning
point inmodern Chinesehistory.

By acting ashost to the Olympics, the Communist Party’ srulershave turned their palaceinto aglobal glass
house. They can nolonger show thesmiling face of the* peaceful rise” of Chinato theworld andthesternface
of brutal suppressionat home.

The Olympicswill force Chinato show itstrueface. Only international pressure, by thel OC and others, will
make sureit isthefaceweall want to see.

Ghina 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 morethan adecade, | havefrequently entered Tibet and often stayed therefor along time, traveling or
working. | havemet al kindsof Tibetans, from youngsterson the streets, folk artists, herdersonthegrassands,
voodoo doctorsin mountain villages, to ordinary cadresin state agencies, street vendorsin Lhasa, monksand
cleanersin monasteries, artistsand writers... Among those Tibetans | have met, somefrankly told methat
Tibet wasasmall country several decades ago, with its own government, religious |leader, currency and
military; somestay slent, with asense of hel plessness, and avoid talking with me, aHan Chinese, afraid thisis
an awkward subject. Some think that no matter what happened, it isan historical fact that Chinese and
Tibetanshad along history of exchangeswith each other, and the rel ationship must be carefully maintained by
both sides. Somewere angered by therailway project, and by thoseroads named “ Beijing Road,” “ Jiangsu
Road,” “ Sichuan-Tibet road,” but othersaccept them happily. Somesay that you (Han Chinese) invest millions
in Tibet but you a so got what you wanted and even more; some say you invest inthe devel opment but you
also destroy, and what you destroy isexactly what wetreasure. ... What | want to say hereisthat no matter
how different these people are, they have onething in common: They havetheir ownview of history, anda
profound religiousbelief.

For anyonewho hasbeento Tibet, he/she should sense such ardligiousbelief among Tibetans. Asthe matter
of fact, many are shocked by it. Such attitude has carried on throughout their history, and isexpressed in their
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daily lives. Thisisavery different value, especialy compared with those Han Chinesewho haveno beliefs,
and now worship the cult of money. Thisreligiousbelief iswhat Tibetans care about the most. They project
thisbelief ontothe Daai Lamaasareligiouspersona

For anyonewho hasbeen to Tibet, it should not be strangeto see the common Tibetan scene’: Isthereany
Tibetan who doesnot worship him (the Dala Lama)?Isthereany Tibetan unwilling to hang up hisphotoinhis
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.) Isthereany Tibetan who
wantsto verbally disrepect the Dalai Lama?|sthere aTibetan who does not want to see him?1sthereany
Tibetan who does not want to present Hada[whitewel coming scarf] to him?

Other than those voicesthat therulerswant to hear, haveweever heard the Tibetans' full, real voices? Those
Han Chinesawho havebeenin Tibet, now matter if oneisahighofficid, government cadre, tourist or businessman,
haveweadll heard their red voices, which aresilenced, but are till echoing everywhere?

Isthisthereal reasonthat al monasteriesin Tibet areforbidden from hanging up the Dalai Lama spicture?ls
thisthereason that al work unitshave officialsto check in every househol d and to puni sh those who hang up
his picture?|sthisthereason that the government has peopleto stop those believerson the pilgrimage path on
every religiouscelebration day?1sthisthereason for the policy barring government employeesfrom having
their children study in Dharamsal; otherwise, they will befired and their housewill betaken awvay?Isthisthe
reason that at all sensitivetime, government officialswill hold meetingsin monasteries, to force monksto
promiseto “support the Party’sleadership” and “Havenordationswiththe Daa splitist cliques’ ?Isthisthe
reason werefuseto negotiate, and constantly use dehumanizing languageto humiliate him?After dl, isn't this
thevery reasonto reinforce the” common Tibetan scene,” making thissymbol of nationdity moreholy?......

Why can’'twest downwiththeDaa Lamawho hasabandoned calsfor “independence” and now advocates
a“middleway,” and negotiatewith himwith sincerity, to achieve stability” and* unity” through him?

Becausethe power difference of thetwo sidesistoo big. We aretoo many peopl e, too powerful: Other than
gunsand money, and cultura destruction and spiritua rape, we do not know other waysto achieve“harmony.”

Thisgroup of peoplewho bdievein Buddhism becausethey believein cause and effect and transmigration of
souls, oppose anger and hatred, devel oped aphilosophy that Han nationalistswill never be ableto understand.
Severd Tibetan monk friends, just the* troublemaker monk” typethat areinthe monasteriesexplained to me
their view on “independence’: “ actualy, wemay well have been ethnic Han inapreviousincarnation, andin
our next incarnation wemight well become ethnic Han. And some ethnic Haninapreviouslifemay well have
been Tibetan or may become Tibetan in their next life. Foreigners or Chinese, men or women, loversand
enemies, the souls of theworld transmigrate without end. Asthewhesel turns, states arise and die, so what
need istherefor independence?’ Thiskind of religion, thiskind of believer, can oneever think that they would
be easy to control ?Yet thereisaparadox here: if onewantsthemto give up the desirefor independence, then
onemust respect and protect their religion.

Not long ago, | read some posts by someradical Tibetanson an onlineforum about Tibet. These postswere
roughly saying: “Wedo not believein Buddhism, wedo not believein karma. But we have not forgotten that
weare Tibetan. We have not forgotten our homeland. Now we believe the philosophy of you Han Chinese:
Power comesout of thebarrel of agun! Why did you Han Chinese cometo Tibet? Tibet bel ongsto 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, thoserepliesarefull of wordssuch as”Kill them!” “Wipethem out!” “Wash them with
blood!” “Ddai isaliar!” — those“passions’ of theworshippersof violencethat weareall sofamiliar with.

When | read these posts, | feel so sad. Sothisiskarma. ......

Inthelast week, after | put down the phonewhich cannot reach anyone on thethe other end, when | facethe
information black hole caused by internet blockage, even | believewhat Xinhuahassaid— strangely | do
believethispart: Therewere Tibetanswho set fireto shopsand killed those poor innocent Han Chinesewho
werejust thereto makealiving. And | still feel extremely sad. Since when were such seeds planted? During
thegunshotsof 19597 During the massive destruction during the Cultural Revolution? During the crackdown
in 19897 During the time we put their Panchen Lamaunder house arrest and replaced him with our own
puppet? During those countless political meetings and confessionsin the monasteries? Or during thetime
when aseventeen-year-old nun was shot on the magnificent snowy mountain, just because shewanted to see
theDaa Lama?........

Or during numerous momentswhich seemtrivial but which make me ashamed: | wasashamed when | saw
Tibetansbuy livefishfrom Han fish sellerson the street and put them back in the Lhasariver; | wasashamed
when | saw more and more Han beggarsonthe streetsof L hasa—even beggarsknow itiseasier tobegin Tibet
thaninHan areas; | felt ashamed when | saw those ugly scarsfrom mines on the sacred mountainsin the
morning sunlight; | felt ashamed when | heard the Han Chinese dlite complain that the Chinese government has
Invested so many millionsof yuan, that economic policy favors Tibetans, and that the GDPhasgrown sofast,
30, “What elsedo these Tibetanswant?’

Why can’t you understand that people have different val ues?Whileyou believein brainwashing, the power of
agunand of money, thereisaspiritual belief that hasbeen intheir mindsfor thousands of yearsand cannot be
washed away. When you claim yourselvesas* saviors of Tibetansfrom davery society,” | am ashamed for
your arrogance and your delusions. When military policewith their gunspassby meinthe streetsof Lhasa,
and eachtimel amthere| can seerow upon row of military bases... yes, I, aHan Chinese, feel ashamed.

What makesmefed most ashamedisthe* patriotic mgority”: You peopleare the decedents of Qinshi Huangd
who knowsonly conquering by killing; you are the chauvinistswho ruletheweak by force; you arethose
cowardswho hide behind gunsand call for shooting thevictims; you suffer from Stockholm Syndrome; you
aretheblood-thirsty craziesof an* advanced” cultureof Slow dicing and Castration. You arethesick minds
waving the* patriotic” flag. | ook down onyou. If you are Han Chinese, | am ashamed to be one of you.

Lhasaisonfire, andtherearegunshotsin Tibetan areasin Sichuan and Qinghal. Even| believethis— actualy,
| do believethispart of thefacts. Inthose* patriotic” postswhich shout “Kill them!” “Wipethem out!” “Wash
themwithblood!” “Dalai isaliar!” | saw the mirror image of those Tibetan radicals. Let me say that you
people (“patriotic youth™) are Han chauvinistswho destroy thousands of years of friendship between Hanand
Tibetan people; you arethe main contributorsto the hatred between ethnic groups. You peopledo not really
“highly support” theauthority; rather, you peoplearein effect “ highly supporting” “ Tibetan independence.”

Tibet isdisappearing. The spirit which makes her beautiful and peaceful isdisappearing. Sheisbecomingus,
becoming what she does not want to become. What other choi ce 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 actswhichwill only add to Han nationdists' bloody, shameful glory?

Yes, | loveTibet. | amaHan Chinesewho loves Tibet, regardless of whether sheisanation or aprovince, as
long assheissovoluntarily. Persondly, | would liketo havethem (Tibetans) belong to the samebig family with
me. | embrace rel ationshipswhich come self-sel ected and on equal footing, not controlled or forced, both
between peoplesand nations. | havenointerest infegling “ powerful,” to make othersfear you and beforced
to obey you, both between people and between nations, because what’s behind such a“feeling” istruly
disgusting. | haveleft her (Tibet) severa yearsago, and missing her hasbecomepart of my daily life. | longto
go back to Tibet, as a welcomed Han Chinese, to enjoy areal friendship as equal neighbor or afamily

member.
@
lyjworld.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.
Freedomisthecommon goal for al Tibetans. But afree Tibet may not be, at |east not in the short term.

Daai LamaTenzin Gyatso, the spiritual |eader of the Tibetan people and Nobel laureate, believesthat full
autonomy, not independence, istheonly redlistic, peaceful solutionfor the Tibet issue. Not al Tibetansagree
with him. In spiteof their unshakable respect and affection for him, they openly expresstheir ownviews. Itis
democracy inaction.

Whether to boycott the 2008 Beijing Olympic Gamesisanother divisiveissue among Tibetansaround the
globe. Thismonth, asdemonstrators continue to pour into the streetsor go on hunger strikein Dharamsala,
New Delhi, London and el sewhere around theworld to protest against Chinese brutality in Tibet, the debate
over thisissueintensfies.

TheDaa Lamamaintainsthat Chinashould host the Olympic Games. He standsfirm on thisposition even

after Wen Jiabao, the premier of the People’ sRepublic of China, called himaliar and accused him of being
the* criminal mastermind of recent unrestin Lhasa.”

Elliot Sperling of IndianaUniversity and someother analystshave concluded that the Dalai Lamaispoalitically
naive. Ishe, assomehave claimed, committing political suicide?|sthe Chinesegovernment playinghimlikea
piano?

Why doesthe Dalai Lama support the Beijing Olympics? Or rather, with the Dalai Lamabeing the Dalai
Lama, we should ask: How could he NOT support the Beijing Olympics?
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Tibetansbelievethat the Daal Lamaisthe manifestation of Chenrezig, the Bodhisattvaof Greet Compassion.
Itiscalled”great compassion” becauseitisnot limited to any particular individual or group of people. It
appliesequally todl living beings, without exception, Mao Zedong included. Mao wasprobably the greatest
enemy of Tibetansand Tibetan culture. It wasunder Mao that more than 6,000 monasteriesin Tibet were
destroyed. It wasunder Mao that thousands of Tibetan monksand nunswerekilled. Furthermore, it wasalso
under Mao that asmany as 3 million Chinesediedintheviolenceinthe Cultura Revolution (1965-1975).
Boycotting the2008 Olympicswould beadirect and powerful satement againgt Chinesebrutality and violations
of humanrightsin Tibet and elsewhere.

OnMarch 24, threedaysafter Nancy Pelosi, Speaker of the U.S. House, and her Congressional delegation
left McLeod Ganj in Northern India, the Dalai Lamawas asked by reportersagainin New Delhi about his
position onthe Beijing Olympics. Despite mounting pressures, hedid not ater hispostion. “ Thereare L billion
Chinesel” he exclaimed. He holdsthat he cannot punish 1 billioninnocent Chinesefor the actions of their
government. Moreover, the 2008 Games has become afervent nationalistic issuefor the Chinese people.

Thepoliticsof the Tibet issuewill go onlong after the Olympicshave ended. Evenif theinternationa community
boycottsthe Beijing Olympics, asaresult, will the Tibet Situation really improve or will it become even more
confrontationa ?Will the boycott become another propagandatool for the PRC government to wage another
“People sWar” against Tibetansin the Post-Olympic period of history?

However, activistsbelievethat if they don't bring the Tibet issue to the world stage of the Beljing Olympic
Games, theflameof hopefor “Free Tibet” or a*free Tibet” will diminish. Itisalifeand death battle.

TheDda Lamacannot giveup onhumanity. The Olympicsdilemmafor the Tibetansis, infact, adilemmafor
all humanity. Chinawants both the Olympics Gamesand aTibet under itscontrol. Tibet wantsboth freedom
and compassion.

Chinaremainsfirmthat the Olympictorch will passthrough Tibet and up Mount Everest as planned, in spite
of disruptionsduring thelighting ceremony in Greeceon March 24. Theimageof ablack flag depicting thefive
Olympicringsashandcuffsunfurled next to Liu Qi, president of the Beljing Olympic Organizing Committee,
was seen, just for afew fleeting seconds, on TV screens across the world. This mere fact suggests that
Tibetansand supportersof “Free Tibet” and/or a“free Tibet,” will not giveup, at least not easily. AsBeijing
beginsto countdown on the 2008 Games, so do Tibetan activistsaround the globe. Thereare ill some 130
moredaystogo until it opensin Beljing onAug. 8. The Olympic dilemmawill continueto unfold right infront
of our eyes. Wheredo 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 monkswere demonstrating peacefully at the Barkor — thefamous 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,” thesight wasintolerable— not only initself, but becauseit stimulated unpleasant memories
that Tibetan Buddhistshad been harboring for years.

A few angry young men then began throwing stonesat the Barkor police station. Moreand morejoined, and
thenthey set fires, overturned carsand began shouting “ Independencefor Tibet!” Thisisalmost exactly what
wesaw in Lhasatwo weeks ago.

Thefundamental cause of theserecurrent eventsisapainful dilemmathat livesinsidethe mindsof Tibetan
monks. When the Chinese government demandsthat they denouncetheir spiritual leader, the Dalai Lama,
monksareforced to choose between obeying, whichviolatestheir degpest spiritua convictions, and resisting,
which canleadtolossof government registry and physical expulsionfrom monasteries.

From timeto timemonks have used peaceful demonstrationsto expresstheir anguish. When they have done
this, aninsecure Chinese government, bent on “annihilating unstable elements’ inthe“emergent stage,” has
reacted with violent repression. This, inturn, triggersviolencefrom Tibetans.

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

Themost efficient routeto peacein Tibet isthroughthe Dala Lama, whosereturnto Tibet would immediately
dleviateanumber of problems. Much of thecurrentill will, after dl, isadirect result of the Chinesegovernment’s
verba attacksontheDaa Lama, who, for Tibetan monks, hasanincomparably |ofty status. To demand that
monksdenounce himisabout as practical asasking that they vilify their own parents.

It should beno surprisethat bestings of monksand closingsof monasteriesnaturally stimulatecivil unrest, or
that civil unrest, spawned inthisway, canturnviolent.

Why aren’t these s mpletruths more obvious? Phuntsog Wanggyal, a Tibetan now retired in Beijing who for
yearswasaleading Communist officid in Tibet, hasobserved that adoctrine of “anti-splittism” hastakenroot
among Chinese government officialswho deal with religion and minority affairs, bothin central officesin
BeijingandinTibet. Havinginvested their careersin anti-splittism, these people cannot admit that theideais
mistaken without losing faceand, they fear, losing their own power and position aswell.

Their ready-madetag for everything that goeswrongis* hostileforeign forces” — anenemy that justifiesany
kind of harsh or unreasoning repression. When repeated endlesdy, anti-splittism, athough originaly vacuous,
doestakeon akind of solidity. Careersaremadeinit, and chalenging it becomesimpossible.

| amasupporter of theDdai Lama's*middieway,” meaning autonomy for Tibet in al mattersexcept foreign
affairsand national defense. Thisarrangement eventua ly would haveto mean that Tibetan people select their
own |leaders— and that would beamégjor changefrom theway thingsare now. Tibet iscalled an“autonomous
region,” but infact itsofficialsareal named by Beijing, and areall tightly focused on their own personal
interestsand theinterests of the Communist Party. Tibetans can clearly seethe difference between thiskind of
government and self-rule, and thereisno way that they will support bogus autonomy.

Itfollows— evenif thisisatall order — that the ultimate solution to the Tibet problem must be democratization
of the Chinese political systemitself. True autonomy cannot comeany other way.
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Itistimefor the Chinese government to take stock of why itslong-term strategy in Tibet has not worked, and
to try something else. The old problems remain, and they are sureto continue, perhapsin placeslikethe
“Uighur Autonomous Region” of Xinjiang, if amore sensible approachisnot attempted.

openDemocracy

free thinking for the world

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.

Sinceriotsand unrest broke out in March 2008 in Tibet and the surrounding provinces, emotions have been
running high onal sides. On oneside, criticsof the Chinese government chargethat what happened wasthe
result of ares stance movement by the Tibetan peopleagaingt Beijing'slongstanding repressive paliciesinthe
region. They call for international attention to the Tibetan situation, organise protestsa ong the routes of the
global torch-relay leading up to the Beijing Olympic Games (asin London on 6 April), and push for aboycott
of the 8-24 August event.

Ontheother side, the authoritiesin the People' s Republic of China(PRC) claimthat theDalai Lamaand his
separatist forcesmasterminded thisunrest, which turned into violent rampages, looting, burning and killing of
innocent civilians. Beijing insiststhat law and order be restored and rioters be punished; it will not tolerate
further violence, and hasindicated it will do whatever isnecessary to fight Tibetanindependence, evenat the
cost of damaging itsreputation as Olympic host.

Itisnot surprising that such abitter confrontation hasextended beyond China sborders. Tibetansin exiletook
tothestreetsinIndiaand Nepd. In mgor 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 diasporahave exhibited astrong sense of nationalism that opposesany
Tibetanindependence movement and resentsany form of boycott of the Beljing Olympics. What issurprising,
however, isthevery highlevel of mobilisation of Chinese public opinion (including intheblogosphere) that is
not as much aresponseto Beljing'srallying callsfor national unity asit isastrong reaction to what many
Chinese percelve as the one-sided reporting of the Tibetan unrest by the western press. Chinese people
everywherewant their side of the Tibet story told.

In 1989, Chinese peopleall over theworld, including scholars and students from the mainland, protested
againgt the government crackdown on studentsin Tiananmen Square. Thistime, by contrast, Chinese people

NATIONAL UPRISING OF

310 TIBET 2008



- in European and Canadian cities, for example - havetaken to the streetsin support of Beijing.

Whilemany overseas Chinesebelievethat Beijing' sextremely harsh and hostilewordsagainst theDaa Lama
areneither effective nor well received by thewestern public, they still see western news mediaas being
excessvely anti-China. (Many noted errorsin thereporting, including themid abelling of photosof Indianand
Nepal ese police confronting demonstrating monks as Chinese soldierscracking downin Tibet.)

They havefed their observationsback to Chinese cyberspaceingtantly, inaprocessthat ispart of an emerging
synergy of cybernationalism connecting many Chineseat homeand abroad.

A Chinese lens

But what haspropelled thisstrident nationalism?Why hasthedisdainfor Tibet independenceanditsambitions
become so highly charged and emotiona ?Hasn' t the Chinese Communist Party s mply beenusing nationaism
asatool of legitimacy for staying in power? Aren’t most Chinese brainwashed since childhood?

Three points can be madein response to these questions. First, thereisan overwhel ming sense among the
Han Chinese (the country’s predominant ethnic group) that Tibet has been part of Chinafor centuries. True,
Chinese control over Tibet wasweakened when Chinawasinvaded by western powersin the 19th and 20th
centuries. But the Han have not forgotten the earlier ties. In addition, Central Intelligence Agency-funded
Tibetan covert operations against Chinain most of the cold-war yearsarewell documented, the memory of
which gtirsfurther resentment.

Assuch, historical memory ensuresthat in the minds of the Han, any perceived attemptsto separate Tibet
from Chinawill belinked with the humiliation the Chinese suffered at the hands of western and Japanese
imperiaism. So, to most Chinese, apotentia boycott of the Beijing Olympicsisviewed asadenia of China's
moment in restoring itsrespectable positionintheworld.

Second, many Chinesedeeply bdlieveto thisday that the Peopl€ sRepublic of Chinahaslifted Tibet’speople
out of amedieva serfdom that was degrading to the mgjority of Tibetans, especialy women.

Theattitude, felt particularly by communist and socialist idealists, isnot unlikethat felt someyearsago by
many in north Americawho saw the spread of their European culture asbringing civilisation to the native
people. Just asaborigina children were put in boarding schoolsand forced to learn English, many Chinese
thought they were giving emancipation to an oppressed peopl e under the name of socialismand progress.

While not denying Chinese policy failuresin Tibet over theyears, many reacted angrily to therecent charge
that they were committing “ cultural genocide” in Tibet. They arguethat what Chinadidin Tibet isgenerousin
contrast to how native Indiansweretreated in North Americaover 400 years.

Third, many Han Chinese a so think Tibetans should appreciatethetremendoudy highleve of financia and
other support that hasbeen poured into their region, both fromthe central government, intheform of subsidies,
and from the market adventuristswho haveinvested heavily inthe areain recent years. To the Han, such
economic devel opment isseen aseliminating poverty and bringing prosperity tothe ordinary peopleof Tibet,
asintherest of China

That’swhy the shocking images of angry young Tibetansviolently attacking Han Chinese and other non-
Tibetansmade Chinese peoplerecoil inindignation. (Even though they might notethat whilethe gap between
therich and poor intherest of Chinaismostly adistribution issue, thedivision line between the havesand
have-nots appearsto bedrawn aong ethniclinesin Tibet.
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Taken together, these historically-conditioned perceptionswill continueto shapeevents. A failureto understand
the deep-rooted emotions on both sideswill both hinder potentia solutionsto the complex issuesinvolved,
and may risk generating further divisons.

The Epoch Times

Survival or Death of the Tibetan Race
Chen Weijian April 14, 2008

Therecent protestsin Tibet and the resulting bloody suppression by the communist regime once again present
theworldwiththesurvival or degth of the Tibetan race.

The massacre happening thistimeisnot accidental. Thereare historical and practical reasons.

Thehistorical reasonwas Tibet’ sresi stance 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 Tibetansfinadly redized that the communist Chinese entering Tibet thissecond timewere
different from the Chinese entering Tibet in the past. They not only wanted to rule Tibet in name, but aso
wanted to rule Tibet in redity—reforming Tibet in the communi st way with blood and violence. Resentment or
resistancewould bemet with killing. Thus, all regionsin Tibet spontaneoudy formed uprisingsagainst the
CCP.

When the Tibetans|earned that the CCPinvited the Dalai Lamato watch ashow aloneinaCCPmilitary
camp, they feared that the Dalai Lamamight bekidnapped. So they organized themsal vesand surrounded the
Norbu Lingka (the summer residence of the Dalai Lama) to prevent the CCPfrom takingthe Dalai Lama
away. Afterwards, the Dalai Lamahad to flee hishome, because the CCP sartillery wastargeting Norbu
Lingka

Soon thereafter, the CCPcompletely unvelleditspretense of “ peacefully liberating Tibet and alowing Tibetan
autonomy.” It started an oppression and massacre unprecedented in Tibetan history, which killed nearly one
million Tibetans

After themassacre, the Tibetan government-in-exileled by the Dalai Lama, wasestablished in Dharamsal a,
India. The Dalai Lamastarted ademocratic reform of the government-in-exile, organized by monksand
nobles. Dharamsal a established thefirst National Assembly on September 2, 1960. It started ademocratic
system of directly ecting the premier of thegovernment by al citizensin 2001.

Meanwhile, the government also built temples, Buddhist colleges, Tibetan language schools, and aTibetan
medical hospitd to preserve Tibetan religionsand culture.

Tibet Under CCP Rule

After the CCPtakeover, it amost destroyed Tibetan culture, their system of combining politicsand religion,
and Tibet’ s plantation economy in the name of socialist transformation. The CCPestablished aso-called Tibet
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Autonomous Region, under the absol ute rule of the CCP, and the Peopl€ scommune-economy. At the end of
the Cultura Revolution, Tibet wasraped and razed. The Tibetan religion and culturewererecovered to some
degreeafter the Culture Revolution, but it wasunder thetight control of the CCP. The so-called “ Establishing
aNew Tibet” isaimed to thoroughly change Tibet.

Destroying the Spirit

Themost painful issuefor Tibetansisthe destruction of their faith. Statisticsrecorded that Tibet had 2,711
templesand 114,103 monksand nunsbefore 1959. Six yearslater, only 553 templesand 6,913 monksand
nunsexisted. After the catastrophe of Cultural Revolution, only 80 plustemplesand about 7,000 monksand
nunswereleft.

Whilethe CCPisdestroying temples, it also carries out the physical and spiritual destruction of monks. It
forcesthemto participatein political study, to betray and expose oneanother, toinsult the Dalai Lama, and
even forcesmonks and nunsto have sex. Disgruntled monks arejailed. The numbers of monkswho have
been imprisoned or killed are countless. For monkswho believein reincarnation, the CCP sdestruction of
their spiritsisfar more unbearable than that of their bodies.

Thewriter of Fire Under the Show, Paden Gyatso, said, “What | suffered most inthe 33-year prison term
was not hunger, being shackled, being vicioudly beaten, and undergoing el ectric shocks, but the torture of
betraying and exposing others. The CCPwanted usto show our loyalty toit, so it asked everyoneto report
others. It forces people to sue and even frame their friends agreat deal. | feared most the meetings for
denouncing. If I lie, 1 will harm others; if | don'tlie, I'll harm myself. Once one startsto harm oneperson, he'll
go on harming another 100 people. Although being beaten isawful, thewounds can heal . However, onceone
loseshisspirit, hewill loseit forever.”

Of course, the most difficult thing to accept for the monks s that the CCP forced them to slander and
desecratepicturesof theDalal Lama, whoisrespected asaliving Buddhafor Tibetans, especialy for monks.
For them, itisaready thegreatest crimeto disrespect him, not to mention the desecration of the Dalai Lama.

Slandering the Dalai Lamameansgoing to hell for them. Therefore, except for avery small number, monks
will not do what the CCP asksthem to do, regardless of the promised benefits provided to them since they
believeinreincarnation.

InTibet, atrue monk will beclassified asapoalitica criminal by the CCP, and will either be chased out of the
templeor putinjail. Thus, those Tibetan monkswho are il inthetempleseither have betrayed their consciences
or painfully suffered fromtheir lossof conscienceand committed crimes. Thesemonkseventudly kill themsdves
asthoseintherecent protests.

Chinese Modernization

Under the CCP spolicy of building anew Tibet, the central government directly invested 50.441 billion yuan
(approximately $7 billion) in Tibet from 1994 to 2004. Zhu Weiquan, viceminister of the United Front Work
Department, said that inthe* 15th Nationa Development Project” the central government’sproject investment,
financial subsidies, and aid fromal nationsto Tibet wasmorethan 72.2 billion yuan (approximately $10.5
billion).

After the Third Tibet I ssue Working Meeting, thereare 62 nationd projectsand 716 itemsfor Tibet. However,
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most of them are not what the Tibetans need. The support from Hunan Province, for example, wasa 12-
meter-high statue of Mao Zedong. Thisdoesnot support Tibet, but isagreat insult for the Tibetans.

Another instanceisthat oneof the 10 great construction projectsin Tibet wasastadium, but the Tibetansdo
not useit. Thereare still some other devel opment projects, such asgolf courses, which have nothingto do
withthe Tibetans. Thesetall Western style buildingsare not compatiblewith Tibet’ straditional culture. They
havechanged Tibet’'sorigina architectural style.

Presently, the Tibetan capita, Lhasa, isacity quitelikeother citiesin China. Therearemany modern buildings.
Onthestreetsof Lhasa, it'shard to takeapicturelimited to only Tibetan-stylebuildings.

Whilebuilding modern buildingsin Tibet, the CCPsendsmany Chineseto Tibet under thenameof developing
Tibet, which changesthe ethnic population of Tibet. According to an estimate by the Tibetan government-in-
exile, about 7.5 million Chineseimmigrantshave moved to Tibet, in addition to the police and army stationed
inTibet. Therefore, presently, the popul ation of Chinese exceedsthat of the Tibetan people.

Moreover, the popul ation growth of Tibetansremainsamajor problem for the Tibetan race. Many Tibetans
are monksand nuns, so the Tibetan population cannot grow. Under such aspecial cultural background, it
should not carry out the one-child policy of birth control asin China.

Although the CCPalowsthem to have atwo-child policy onthesurface, inredlity, it enforcesthe one-child
policy in Tibet asin China. With the devel opment of the economy, more and more Chineseenter Tibet to
makealiving. According to the Tibet Autonomous Region Government, about 50,000 peopleimmigrateto
Tibet every year.

After the Qinghai-Tibet Railway waslaunched, more Chinese entered Tibet to find jobs. And thereare many
tourists. According to the estimate from thetourism sector, about 2.5 million peoplewill travel in Tibet every
year after thelaunching of therailway. Thenumber of touristsisalmost equal to the population of Tibet.

Communist Party Culture Assimilation

Sincethe CCPhasruled Tibet, although Chinese-Tibetan bilingual educationwasinitially implementedin
school (Tibetan ceased to be used in school during the Cultural Revolution), since 1997, innameof facilitating
Tibetans futurelifeand work, Chinesewasmadethemain|anguagein schools. Theremaining Tibetan curriculum
hasbeen primarily Chinese cultureand communist party culturerelated, such asthe contribution of Princess
Wencheng (a Chinese princesswho married Gongtsen Gampo of Tibet in 635) to Tibet and Jiang Zemin's
“Three Represents’” (communist ideology), and other such material.

Chinesehasbeen usedin higher-educati on classes because the Tibetan language does not lend itsal f to modern
technology. Inareaof TV, broadcasts, newspapers, magazines, and others, Chineseisa sothe main language
while Tibetan is secondary. Tibetan has been only started to be used in TV programs since 1999, and is
limited to12 hoursdaily.

Insummary, inreal life Tibetansare unableto find work without knowing Chinese. All businessesand state
enterprisesin Tibet require the Chinese language. Tibetan employeeshaveto be ableto speak Chineseto
communicatewith others. Inthe Lhasaprotest thistime, many participating Tibetansare oneswho areunable
tofind work. Theunemployment ratein Tibet isashigh as40 percent. In such areality, many Tibetansonly
learn Chineseand not Tibetanat al.
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When large numbers of Chineserushed into Tibet, Chinese customswere brought into Tibet and affected
Tibetan culture. The Tibetansd so started smoking and drinking, wearing fashionable clothes, going to karaoke,
pursuing amodernlifestyle, and frequenting brothd s, which becamenumerousin Lhasa. Even moreridiculous
Isthat erotic fashion showshave been conducted in front of the PotalaPalace.

Even the peaceful Buddhasect isunableto avoid thewave of worldly customs. Regardless of how splendid
therestored templesare, they aretemplesin nameonly, and function astourist sites. They have becomethe
CCP scash cowsthat require expensive entry fees. The famous Jokhang Monastery used to be aplacefor
Tibetansto worship Buddha, and many Tibetanstravel ed far kowtowing and kneeling all theway to Lhasa,
but they could not enter the templ e because of the high ticket prices.

Ecological Devastation

The CCP scongtructionin Tibet isactually ruining Tibet. Whiledestroying Tibetan culture, it hasalso caused
amajor calamity to Tibet’secology. The Tibet's Government-in-exileresearchers have discovered that the
CCP sexploitation of Tibet’srich mining resourcesand thelarge emigration of Chinese have caused the
vulnerable Tibetan ecological system to go out of balance.

Haf of themorethan 4,000 |akesin Tibet havedried up. Thewater level of thefamousAnto Lake Qinghai is
continuously declining, the Huang carpin Qinghai havediedinlarge number, prairiesbecame deserts, large
forestswere cut down, al causing seriousdamageto Tibet’secological environment.

According to the stati sticsfrom 1955 to 1985, the timber shipped inland from the Aba Tibetan autonomous
prefectureaonecan, if laid out end to end, circlethe globe 13 times.

Mining has also led to serious destruction of the environment. Sinceworking the Nimacounty gold mine,
47,025 acresof high quality pasture was destroyed, and the mining vehicles have destroyed 25,500 acres of
pasture. In arecent CCPreport, the potential value of iron orein Golmud City alonemay beasmuch as4.7
billionYuan (about $670 million). Mining will beginin 2008, and the estimated annua productionwill reach
fivemilliontons.

Sincethe Qinghai-Tibet railway opened, the CCPwill further expand themining of Tibet’snatural resources,
further damaging the ecology. Although the CCP has provided much aid to Tibet in recent years, it also has
taken alot of Tibetan resources and destroyed alot of Tibet’sway of life. It isimpossibleto quantify the
damageit has caused.

The Sacrilege of theHoly Land, People, Nationality, Cultureand Gods

Thedestruction of natureisnot just aproblem of theway of lifeto Tibetans, but it isaproblem damagingits
soul. ToaTibetan, dl thingshave soulsand amyriad of thingshavegods. Land, water, grass, andforest adl are
gods, and these gods have all protected Tibetans. Once humansdestroy the land, water, grass, and forest,
peoplelosethe protection of these godsand suffer disasters.

Thiskind of God of Naturethinkingisavery important part of Tibetan culture. Therefore, regardlessof how
much economic gainishad, to Tibetanswho va ue the next life more than the present world, it portendsa
disaster of being extinguished by heaven. Itisjust likethedisaster of digging up an ancestral graveto Chinese

people.
Tibet has already been changed beyond recognition by the CCP. Tibet, asa culture and away of life, is
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comprehensively vanishing. Tibetan monksarethefoundation of Tibetan culture. The public may not havea
strong sense about the fading of the nation, but to the foundation of thisculture, itisworsethan death.

When monksarerequired to recite the scriptures under the* new discipling” to beloyal tothe CCPand to
opposetheDalai Lama, asBuddhidts, itisasif they haveaready died. After Sinicizing theeducationin Tibet,
thereisnoreciting of scriptureintemplesanymore. When being used asscenic Sitessalling high-priced tickets
for ahugeprofit, templesarenolonger holy landsfor salvation. When Tibet’ ssacred mountainswereexploited,
Tibetlost thegods' protection. Therefore, to a Tibetan monk, Tibet hascometo themoment of lifeand desth.

If thereisno revolt, no struggle, Tibet will to vanish. Then, the Tibet that has high-risesisno longer their
Tibet—the Tibet that has musi ¢ and songs night after night and wanton luxuriousliving isnot their Tibet. The
Tibet that hasrumbling trainsisnot their Tibet. The Tibet that has Chinese-speaking schools, TV, andradio
stationsiseven more so not their Tibet.

Tibet'snationality isuniqueinthat al its people believein Buddhism. They haveauniqueway of life. The
worldischanging. Tibetischanging, too. Just likethe change of Dharamsala, it haschanged from asociety of
acombined government and religion to ademocratic society. But thisisby their choice, achoiceof progress.

The changethat hashappened in Tibet isnot by the Tibetans' own choice. Itisachoiceimposed upon them
by the CCP. Thischangeisakind of massacre, amassacre of anationaity and aculture. If the CCPdoesnot
collapse, Tibet, asaculture, will disappear.

TheDadai Lamawitnessed everything that hashappenedin Tibet under thetyranny of the CCP. Hesaid with
tearsin hisaged eyesthat Tibet, asaunique culture, wasgoing to vanish within 15 years. To anationality, the
vanishing of itscultureisequivaent to death.

Intoday’sTibet, itisnolonger aquestion of how much human rightsor how much culture can be preserved,
but aquestion of lifeand death of arace. Asawesk nationdity, regardlesshow muchitsstrength of compassion,
regardless how strong itstenacious spirit, under the suppression of the cruel est despotic political power and
thegreat-nation chauvinisminstigated by the CCP, they areincapable of saving themselves.

No Hope Without Global Action

ToenableTibet to survive, they must rely ontheinternational society’sconscienceand justiceandtorely on
international society’sstrong economic strength to force the CCPto launch peacetalkswiththe Dalai Lama
and to provide Tibet aunique autonomous status—only then, can Tibet be saved.

If theinternational community isconcerned only with their own interestsand does not care about the surviva
of anationality, doesnot care about the vani shing of acompassionate Buddhist nationality fromtheworld,
doesnot care about the wisdom, compassion, and happi ness brought to theworld by the Dalai Lama, Tibet
asaculturewill vanishfromthisworldforever.

To Tibet’smonksand people, the CCPistruly too powerful, and resistanceisfutile. Tothem, if they do not
explodein silence, they aregoing to diein silence. Although today’ s Tibetan protest isanother desperate
attempt that has no hope of success, it announcesto theworld that at atimewhen the Tibetan nationality is
dying under thetyranny of the CCRP, thisnationality hasnot died sillently, but its people haveres sted with their
flesh and blood. They yelled with their bloody weeping voicesto theworld!

History will remember thesebravewarriors fightingfor theexistenceof their nationdity, and will also remember
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their desperation beforethe death of anationdlity. During thelife and death of Tibet’snationdity, asaChinese
who carriesthisblame, we have no alternative but to fight the CCPtyranny side by sidewith Tibetans.

At theconclusion of thisarticle, we pray for Heaven’smercy, not to alow Tibet, asanationdity to die under
the despotic CCPregime.

The YWashington 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

| study languages— Italian, French and German. And this summer — now that it looksasthough | won't be
abletogohometo China—I'll takeupArabic. My god isto master 10 languages, in addition to Chineseand
English, by thetimel’m 30.

| want to do thisbecause | bdievethat languageisthe bridgeto understanding. Take Chinaand Tibet. If more
Chineselearned the Tibetan language, and if Tibetanslearned more about China, I’ m convinced that our two
peopleswould understand one another better and we could overcomethe current crisisbetween uspeacefully.
| fedl that even more strongly after what happened hereat Duke University alittle morethan aweek ago.

Trying to mediate between Chinese and pro-Tibetan campusprotesters, | wascaught inthemiddleandvilified
and threatened by the Chinese. After the protest, theintimidation continued online, and | began receiving
threatening phonecalls. Thenit got worse— my parentsin Chinawerea so threatened and forced to gointo
hiding. And | became personanon gratain my native country.

It hasbeen afrightening and unsettling experience. But I’ m determined to speak out, evenintheface of threats
and abuse. If | stay silent, then the samething will happen to someone el se someday.

So here'smy story.

Whenl firg arrived at Dukelast August, | wasafraid | wouldn'tlikeit. It'sinthesmal town of Durham, N.C.,
and’mfrom Qingdao, acity of 4.3million. But | eventualy adjusted, and now | redlly loveit. It'sadiverse
environment, with peoplefrom all over theworld. Over Christmasbreak, all the American studentswent
home, but that’ stoo expensivefor studentsfrom China. Sincethe dormsand thedining hallswere closed, |
was housed off-campuswith four Tibetan classmatesfor morethan three weeks.

| had never redlly met or talked to aTibetan before, even though we' refrom the same country. Every day we
cooked together, atetogether, played chessand cards. And of course, weta ked about our different experiences
growing up on opposite sides of the People sRepublic of China. It waseye-opening for me.

I’ dlong beeninterested in Tibet and had aromantic vision of the Land of Snows, but I’ d never been there.
Now | learned that the Tibetanshave adifferent way of seeing theworld. My classmateswere Buddhist and
had astrong faith, which inspired meto reflect on my own views about the meaning of life. | had beena
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materiaist, asal Chinesearetaught to be, but now | could seethat there's something more, that there’'sa
spiritud sdetolife.

Wetalked alot in those three weeks, and of course we spoke in Chinese. The Tibetan languageisn’t the
language of instruction in the better secondary schoolsthereand isin danger of disappearing. Tibetans must
be educated in Mandarin Chineseto succeed in our extremely capitalistic culture. Thismade me sad, and
mademewant to learn their language asthey had learned mine.

| wasreminded of all thisontheevening of April 9. Asl |eft the cafeteriaplanning to head to thelibrary to
study, | saw peopl e holding Tibetan and Chinese flagsfacing each other in the middle of the quad. | hadn’t
heard anything about aprotest, so | was curiousand went to have alook. | knew peoplein both groups, and
| went back and forth between them, asking their views. It seemed silly to methat they were standing apart,
not talking to each other. | know that thisisoften dueto alanguage barrier, asmany Chinesehereare scientists
and engineersand aren’t confident of their English.

| thought I’ dtry to get thetwo groupstogether and initiate somedia ogue, try to get everybody thinking from
abroader perspective. That'swhat Lao Tzu, Sun Tzu and Confuciusremind usto do. And I’ d learned from
my dad early on that disagreement isnothing to be afraid of. Unfortunately, there’ sastrong Chineseview
nowadays that critical thinking and dissidence create problems, so everyone should just keep quiet and
maintain harmony.

A lot hasbeen made of thefact that | wrotethewords* Free Tibet” onthe back of the American organizer of
theprotest, who was someone| knew. But | did thisat hisrequest, and only after making him promisethat he
would talk to the Chinese group. | never dreamed how the Chinese would seize on thisinnocent action. The
leaders of thetwo groupsdid at one point try to communicate, but the attempt wasn't very successful.

The Chinese protestersthought that, being Chinese, | should beontheir side. The participantsonthe Tibet
sidewere mostly Americans, who really don’t have agood understanding of how complex thesituationis.
Truthfully, both sideswere being quite closed-minded and refusing to consider the other’s perspective. |
thought | could hel p try to turn ashouting matchinto an exchangeof ideas. So | stood inthemiddleand urged
both sidesto cometogether in peace and mutual respect. | believethat they havealot in common and many
moresmilaritiesthan differences.

But the Chinese protesters— who were much more numerous, maybe 100 or more— got increasingly
emotional and vocal and wouldn't et the other side speak. They pushed the small Tibetan group of just a
dozen or so up against the Duke Chapel doors, ydling “Liars, liars, liarsl” Thisupset me. [t wasso aggressive,
and dl Chineseknow themoral injunction: Junzi dongkou, bu dongshou (Thewise person useshistongue, not
hisfigts).

| wasscared. But | believed that | had to try to promote mutual understanding. | went back and forth between
thetwo groups, mostly talking to the Chinesein our language. | kept urging everyoneto camdown, but it only
seemed to make them angrier. Some young menin the Chinese group — thosewecdll fen ging (angry youth)
— started yelling and cursing a me.

What alot of peopledon’t know isthat there were many on the Chinese side who supported me and were
saying, “Let her talk.” But they were drowned out by theloud minority who had really lost their coal.

Some peopleon the Chinese side started to insult mefor speaking English and told meto speak Chineseonly.
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But theAmericansdidn’t understand Chinese. It'sstrangeto methat some Chinese seem to fed asthough not
speaking English is expressing a kind of nationa pride. But language is atool, away of thinking and
communicaing.

At theheight of the protest, agroup of Chinese men surrounded me, pointed at me and, referring to theyoung
womanwho led the 1989 student democracy protestsin Tiananmen Square, said, “ Remember Chai Ling?All
Chinesewant to burn her inoil, and youlook likeher.” They saidthat | had mental problemsand that | would
goto hell. They asked mewherel wasfrom and what school | had attended. | told them. | had nothing to
hide. But then it started to feel asthough an angry mob was about to attack me. Finally, | |eft the protest with
apoliceescort.

Back in my dorm room, | logged onto the Duke Chinese Students and ScholarsAssociation (DCSSA) Web
siteand listserv to see what people were saying. Qian Fangzhou, an officer of DCSSA, wasgloating, “We
really showed them our colors!”

| posted aletter in response, explaining that | don’t support Tibetan independence, as some accused me of,
but that | do support Tibetan freedom, aswell as Chinesefreedom. All people should befreeand havetheir
bas crightsprotected, just asthe Chinese congtitution says. | hoped that theletter would spark some substantive
discussion. But peoplejust criticized and ridiculed memore.

The next morning, astorm wasraging online. Photographs of me had been posted on the Internet with the
words*“ Traitor to her country!” printed acrossmy forehead. Then | saw something really arming: Both my
parents’ citizen | D numbershad been posted. | was shocked, becausethisinformation could only have come
fromthe Chinesepolice.

| saw detailed directionsto my parents homein China, accompanied by calsfor peopleto go thereand teach
“thisshamelessdog” alesson. It wasthenthat | realized how seriousthishad become. My phonerang with
callersmaking threatsagainst my life. It wasironic: What | had tried so hard to prevent was precisaly what
had cometo pass. And | wasthetarget.

| talked to my mom the next morning, and she said that she and my dad were goinginto hiding becausethey
were getting desth thrests, too. Shetold methat | shouldn’t call them. Sincethen, short e-mail messageshave
been our only communication. The other day, | saw photosof our apartment online; abucket of feceshad
been emptied on the doorstep. Morerecently I’ ve heard that the windows have been smashed and obscene
posters have been hung on thedoor. Also, I ve been told that after convening an assembly to condemn me,
my high school revoked my diplomaand hasreinforced patriotic education.

| understand why people are so emotional and angry; the eventsin Tibet have beentragic. But thiscrucifying
of meisunacceptable. | believethat individua Chineseknow this. It swhenthey fire each other up and act
likeamob that things get so dangerous.

Now, Dukeis providing me with police protection, and the attacks in Chinese cyberspace continue. But
contrary to my detractors expectations, | haven’t shriveled up and slunk away. Instead, I’ ve responded by
publicizing thisshameful incident, both to protect my parentsand to get peopleto reflect ontheir behavior. I'm
nolonger afraid, and I’ m determined to exercise my right to free speech.

Becauselanguageisthebridgeto 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’ vewanted to write something for awhileinthewake of thelatest developmentsin Tibetan regions. But after
seeing press reports by mediaoutlets from home and abroad, | don’t know whom to believein. | lost my
judgment. | tried to start writing, but then coul dn’ t continue because my fedingsaretoo complex. Thisafternoon,
| talked to acolleague agai n about thisissue and the conversation escalated into afight.

Thecolleaguefinaly used avery “ Chinese Communist” styleto stop mefrom“venting angry words.” Faced

withirrationality, | zipped my mouth. I’ veworked with avariety of people, but | didn’timaginethat thereare
peoplewho have been brainwashed so much, and | started torealizethisissueisn’t asmall matter! Thekey
is, alot of Han and some ethnic Tibetans with vested interests have become blind to the blue sky, white
clouds, green mountainsand water. Amidst thelong history and mystical cultureof Tibet, their brainsareonly
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 Tibetansisshedding tears, and many Tibetansare struggling. .. Looking at Tibet, | sometimesfeel
ashamedtobeaHan. Sincefirst coming to Tibet in 2006 | often think about theseissues. What on earth does
Tibet need, how should it devel op and who doesit need to lead that devel opment?1 have no power to resist
anything, nor do | havetheintentiontoresis, after al our motherland isdowly making progressand our party
isgradually inching toward democracy. Asan ethnic university graduate and aHan who now worksinthe
Tibetan region, thesetopicshave surrounded meevery day of my working life. Inacivilizedworldinthe 21st
Century, when something incredible happensin acertain areabut many peoplearound us (including Tibetans)
yell out about acrackdown and masskilling, should we serioudy reflect on oursalves: Why?1 have picked an
articleby anaumni [of the Central University of Nationalities] below. Asamember of the Chinesenation, no
matter which ethnicity, we, thefuture of the country, shall rethink thewholeissue! Those Who Throw Out
Angry Rhetoric Please Apologize to Tibetan CompatriotsWhat | write hasno intention to be separatist or to
damageethnic solidarity.

I lovemy motherland, lovemy peopleand loveal my compatriots. | only hopethat inthishugefamily, wecan
truly love one another, understand and tolerate one another, and truly live aharmoniouslife. We always
mistakenly believethat whatever we do isprogressive, but we are repeatedly committing mistakes. While
walking onthestreetsof Lhasa, | alwayshaveasubconscioussad fegling. Inasacred placelikeLhasa, | can
not find where| belong, and I’ velost my direction. Jiangsu Road, Beijing Road, so on and so forth, these
names pop up infront of my eyes. Roadsnamed in Tibetan arefew in number, and the city makesonefed like
being inamainland town. Children beggars swarm around meand when | seetheir aspiring eyesand thejoy
of getting some money, my heart bleeds, and language becomes pale. Occas onally, made-up ladiescozy up
and wavetoward me, wanting to say something but | understand they arenot just saying helloto me. The
wholesacred city isfilled with aid construction. | am not saying thisisnot good, and Tibetan peoplevery much
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appreciatethe 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
peoplewill recognizetheir generosity. But thisphilanthropic advertisngisoverstretched. Every ethnicity has
itsdignity, soimagine, will thishurt thefedingsof the Tibetans? And the ass stance buildingsare not constructed
based on Tibetan cultureand ideas, but wild shapesand structures. Will Tibetanslikethesehouses? Nowadayss,
thereare so many prostitutes on the boulevardsand small 1anes; they number at least inthethousands. There
was once awomen’s movement that put out aslogan that says“ Sichuan women get out, husbandsreturn
home.” Imagine how many people areengaged in progtitution! We cannot blamethe Tibetan ethnicity, these
areimportsfromthemainland. Andther influenceisso deep that it’sunimaginable. Those colorful womenfill
the streetswide and narrow and beam their seductive eyesaround the crowds, whichisfor sureablasphemy
onLhasa simage. Stll, wehaveno regret and, instead, haveturned the sacred town into asetting of indulgence
and satiating lust. Some even say that Tibetansare dark-colored and dirty. Yes, Tibetansare dark-skinned,
but they have ared heart and pure belief. Look at uswho believe ourselvesto belight-colored.

Wefeel proud about our faces being covered with chemical compounds. Tibetans are not dirty, and their
heartsare pure and kind. We always stresstheimportance of Mandarin. Indeed Chineseisimportant andit’s
our national official language. But in Lhasaand many Tibetan ethnic regions, thereisapopular saying that
goes, “Tibetanisaformality but Mandarinisthericebowl.” That'sexactly asl seeit-Many Tibetan students

work hard on Mandarinfor their future, and, asaresult, many forget their own language. Of coursethereare
alot of reasonsfor this, for example some schoolsdon't have Tibetan language curriculum at al, and classes
of mainland studentsare not allowed to speak Tibetan, etc. Languageistheroot of an ethnic groupandtoa
great extentisasymbol that distinguishesoneracefrom another. Without alanguage, an ethnic culturewill dso
diealong withit. Onthe other hand how many Han people understand Tibetan language and script?Which
makes usfeel deeply ashamed and sorry.

There are so many Tibetanswho can fluently speak Mandarin. | don’t know whether | should be happy or
sad about this, but | feel there’ saseriouslack of understanding between the two ethnic groups. Han people
havetheir own holidaysand customs, so dothe Tibetans. In Lhasa, d ong with more contact with other ethnic
groups, many Tibetans started to cel ebrate Han holidays, such asdragon boat festival and tomb sweeping
festival, etc. But few spend Tibetan holidays with Tibetans. Some say Han cultureis so tolerant and so
influential. But do you truly understand the Tibetan holidays?\When some peopletalk about sky burial, they
associateit with cruelty and horror. But haveyou ever thought about that when adead body isincinerated it
perishesand when it getsburied it becomespart of the soil, while heavenly buria benefitsother animalsand
aleviatestheir hunger, thus protecting them. What anobleburial and selflessfunera isthis. Butitisregarded
asbarbarian, primitive, cruel. So when you talk about this please read up alittle and understand more about
it!

Many still stubbornly believethat riceisthe best staplefood. But whentold that Tibetanseat Tsangba[roasted
barley], their facia expressionreflectsshock, contempt, dismissal. It’sridiculousand stupid and ignorant
becausetsangbaisactually apureand unpolluted natural food. All these examplesare beyond reason but they
happen around us. Someonly know that there are Tibetansin Tibet, but don’t know that thereare Tibetansin
other provinces. Someonly know there’ salLhasain Tibet but don’t know any other placethere. But they still
randomly say outrageousthingsabout Tibet. Let’sal so talk about those cadreswho assi sted the devel opment
of Tibet. Were/arethey really coming to help Tibet?
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So many of them havereturned to their home basesfor promotionsafter ashort stint in Tibet. | heard about
afriend’suncle, who stayed in Tibet for lessthan four years and took 800,000 Yuan back to the mainland.
Therearemany storieslikethis, going back homefrom Tibet to Skyrocket intheir career or buy villas, soon
and soforth. Did they cometo 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?| don’t even want to imagine, the
more| think about it the morefrightful it gets. Let medsotak about theinner land (neidi) classesfor Tibetans.
| don’t know about other ethnic groups neidi classesbut | know quiteabit about the Tibetan ones. Everything
they study iswrittenin Mandarin and the history they learnisa so Han history. What about Tibetan history?

AsaTibetan who doesn’t know higher own history, ishe/shestill aTibetan? Of coursethereisreasonfor this
but shall we consider their racial feelingsand ethnic belonging? Many yearslater, many kidshave made
tremendous progressin Mandarin but their Tibetan level istill elementary. Let measotalk abit about March
14.China scoverageof it hasbeenindeed thorough and detail ed. But somei ssueshave been haunting metill.
For instance, inthe news, alot of information was* according to reliable sourcesmaterials.” 1 don’t know
how reliable these pieces of information are. Where on earth are the sources? Why not tell us, the public?
Videoson March 14 shown on the Internet are truly saddening. No matter which ethnic group, it’sheart-
wrenching. But let’slook at the commentsand our netizens, who speak about killing or exterminatinginevery
sentence. Why arewe so extremist? Why so partial ? How about let’ stry not to preemptively judge certain
peoplewithout getting thewhole story?

No ethnic groupiscomposed of al good people. Why not say thingslike that? Shall we al so reflect upon our
own behavior and our own mistakes?Tokill all Tibetans, is'tit alittleirresponsible?Wedid make effortsto
devel op solidarity and thegrowth of Han and Tibetan cultures. But weignorethefedingsand belief of Tibetan
compatriots. Wedid give, but wedidn’t do it sincerely enough and not perfectly enough. Not only shall we
giveintermsof materid, but also spiritual, support. We shal offer our help with an equal and caring attitude,
not just to do cosmetic work.

Think about it: Chinahasrun Tibet for so many yearsand now we havethissituation over there, thereare so
many thingswe should reflect on about oursal ves. We cannot alwaysthink that wearealwaysright and weare
thebest. For those who randomly say outrageousthings, please apologizeto our kind Tibetan compatriots.
Only mutua understanding and trust can build up our truly harmonioussociety ...

INDEPENDENT

China remains a land of torture and repression

Shao Jiang May 01, 2008

Asthe Olympictorch headsup Everest onthenext phase of itstroubled journey next week, itisalmost certain
to attract more protestsasit gets closer to Tibet.

But peaceful demonstrations must go ahead: what’s becoming clear isthat the real opportunity to protest
againgt the Chinese government’ streatment of itspeoplewill befrom outsidethe country. Theauthoritiesare
gradualy strangling dissent within Chinato ensurethat the Gamesin August go off without any embarrassing
protests.
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Thecrackdown on human rightsactivistisin Chinahasintendfiedin thelast ninemonths. It hasnever been easy
for peopleto speak out about issueslikepolitical freedom, the death pendty, HIV/AIDS, land grabs, or the
environment — I know thisfrom persona experience—but if anything, thingsare gettingworse.

Backin1989inBeijing | hel ped organisethe pro-democracy protestsin Tiananmen Square. Weheld public
discussionsaround sensitive political issues. After the Tiananmen massacre, | wasarrested and held in prison
for 18 months, followed by repeated harassment and detention. But | wasstill one of thelucky ones.

Many of the participantswerekilled—their relatives built the network called the* Tiananmen Mothers’. Many
aredtill inprison, anong whomisHu Shigen, alecturer at Beljing Language | ngtitute, who was sentenced to
20yearsin prisonin 1992 for commemoration of 4 Junevictims. | escapedin 1997 and now liveinthe UK,
wherel’ mfreeto protest at China’shuman rightsrecord; aright | exercised, peacefully, when the Olympic
torch cameto London.

But thesituation for those |l |eft behind isquitedifferent. An Amnesty report earlier thismonth spelledit out:
“Much of the current wave of repressionisoccurring not in spite of the Olympics, but actually because of the
Olympics’. Dissentersaretargeted and silenced. Anyone making direct connections between human rights
abusesand China shosting of the Olympicsistreated particularly harshly.

Ye Guozhuisserving afour-year sentence after he applied for permission to hold ademonstration about
forced evictionsin Beijing. He hasreportedly been tortured with el ectro-shock batonsin prison. Wang Ling,
hisassociate, had a so campaigned publicly after shelost her property asaresult of Olympic construction.
Shewasrecently thrown into a*“ Re-education through Labour” camp for 15 months, where conditionsare
notorioudy harsh. Wegot aclear hint asto what conditionswill belike during the Gameswhen the Ministry of
Public Security held a press conference in November 2007 to lay down the law about public protests.
Anyonewishing to hold assemblies, paradesand demonstrations during the Olympics, they announced, would
haveto comply with thelaw —including an obligation to gpply for permissionin advance. AsYe Guozhu'scase
shows, such permissionisamost never granted. And the consequencesfor thosewho try to protest peacefully
canbedire.

InMarchthisyear, Yang Chunlinwas sentenced to fiveyearsin prison for “inciting subversion” following his
“Wedon't want the Olympics, wewant humanrights’ campaign, which was meant to defend peasant rights
fromland saizuresby devel opersand officids. It' sreported that he wastortured in police detention: for seven
daysinAugust and September 2007, hisarmsand legswere stretched and chained to thefour cornersof an
iron bed so that he couldn’t move. He wasforced to eat, drink and defecate in that position. On 3 April,
human rightsactivist Hu Jawas sentenced to threeand ahalf yearsin prison for “ inciting subversion of ate
power” when he spoke up for imprisoned civil rightslawyers. Earlier thisyear more activistsweredetained 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 likesitsbig eventsto go
smoothly; no oneisgoing to be allowed to get in the way. And there is no bigger event than the Beijing
Olympics.

Recent eventsin Tibet highlighted the situation yet more clearly. The crackdown onthe peaceful protestsof 10
March and what followed —violencefrom the policeand thearmy, massarrests, “wanted lists” of protesters
posted online—showed that the authorities' attitudeto peaceful demonstratorshasn’t moved onmuchin 19
years. But they havelearned to keep the mediaaway.
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Amnesty releasesthefirgt of four onlineanimated filmstoday, highlighting the crackdown on peaceful protests
in Chinaand asking people heretojoinits*Human Rights For China’ campaign. Campai gning techniques
have moved on considerably from our 1989 protest camp. Sadly the attitude of the Chinese authoritiesto
peaceful protest hasbarely moved aninch.

openDemocracy

free thinking for the world

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 mediawar has abated.

The Chinese government’ sfury iseasily understood - the protestswere atotal humiliationfor China. Thisis
thebiggest blow to the country’ simagefor twenty years. Theonly comparable setback cameafter the Tiananmen
crackdownin 1989. Then, China sreputation suffered dmost irreversible damagein theface of international
condemnation and sanctionsfrom the United Statesand Europe.

But at |l east the government was prepared for the consequences of its post-Tiananmen repression. Chinese
leaderswere ready to make the sacrifice necessary in order to hold onto power. Deng Xiaoping knew that
sanctionsagainst such alarge country as Chinacould not go onindefinitely, and that Chinacould rideout the
storm. Deng a so understood theimportance of repairing China simage, and asearly as 1990 put forward the
planfor Chinato apply to host the Olympics.

The Chinese government never expected such embarrassment over thetorch relay. Over twenty years, the
influenceof Tiananmen hasbeen diluted, and to international amazement, Chind srapid economic devel opment
hasmeadeit oneof theworld'slargest economies. Every mgor country hasbeen affected by China sdeve opment.
After itsunsuccessful bid to host the 2000 Olympics, Chinawasfavourite to be awarded the 2008 games,
and emerged victorious. Asacountry of over abillion people, amember of the United Nations Security
Council and of the World Trade Organisation, Chinahad nolessright to be awarded the gamesthan had the
Korean military regimein 1988.

Also, Chindssizemeansthat it will be unlikely to dipinto debt dueto the Olympics, unlike Greece. Interms
of hard factsand figures, Chinawas definitely one of the best-qualified countriesto host the games. The
Chinesegovernment wasfull of confidence, andin principlethetorch relay wasanideathat would bewe comed
by therest of theworld. But thingsdid not go according to plan.

The claim of right
What the Chinese government didn’t realisewasthat “ soft power”, rather than hard power, hasbecomekey.
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Soft power stemsfrom acountry’shuman-rightssituation. It dependson the progressacountry hasmadein
maintaining universal values, and trust in the country from theinternational community. However muchthe
clamismadethat the Olympicsareand must be separatefrom politics, thereisat least apolitical minimum
that countrieshaveto achieveto qualify ashosts. It would be hard, for example, toimaginethe gamesbeing
awarded to South Africaunder apartheid.

To befair, China'shuman-rights situation hasimproved since 1989. The situation now isthebest it hasbeen
since 1949, and thisiswhy the Chinese government feel sthat ishas been treated so unjustly. “Why doesno
onetalk about our achievements?’ thegovernment wonders. Theanswer liesintheruleof law and ingtitutions.
Theincreasing freedom andimproving humanrightsof the Chinese peoplelack any substantid legd or systemic
foundation. The government’soverarching concernisstill to keep theruling party in power. Unrestrained
government power can berelaxed and contracted at will. That isto say, the progress Chinahas madeisnot
necessarily aone-way street. When thingsare good, progress can bealowed, but at thefirst sign of trouble
theone-party totditarian sysemautomaticaly revertstotype. Itisat thesetimesthat thegovernment’ sobtuseness
and crudeness shockstheworld. For example, asthe preparation for the Olympicsbeganin earnest, at atime
when the wholeworld waslooking at China's human-rightsrecord, the government locked up Hu Jia- a
fragileyoung man who hasdone nothing but publish somearticleson theinternet - on chargesof “ subverting
thestate’.

Questioned on thisby foreign media, the normally e oquent Chinese premier Wen Jiabao could only respond
that China“isacountry with therule of law”. Inlight of thefact that freedom of speechisprotected by the
Chinese constitution, thisanswer seemsboth weak and ridiculous. Why thegovernment actssoidioticaly is
beyond comprehension.

The call of Tibet

Therecent Tibetan troubles could al so have been handled differently. If afew peoplewant to come out of the
templesand protest, what isthe problem?1f theroute and time are arranged in accordance with thelaw, and
the people conduct their march, shout their dogans and then go home, why should this causetrouble? The
more peopl e are repressed, the more they want to rebel, and the consequenceis chaos.

A country ruled by law should guaranteeitscitizens' right to protest. Inthose circumstances, if citizensbreak
thelaw, they should be stopped without hesitation. But Chinahasthingsthewrong way around. Thelawful
right to protest of anumber of monkswas crudely taken away, and then when trouble started therewasno
timely intervention dueto fearsover international opinion. Thisallowed theriotsto get out of control and
resulted inlossof lifeand damageto property.

Thisthemeisexemplified in other respects. Therewasalack of information and preparation onthe Tibet issue
beforetheviolence broke out, and then after the eventsthe government went into its conditioned response of
shutting out foreign journalists, before bringing them back in on organised tours. Thegovernment first blamed
anything and everything onthe Dalai Lama, and then - after coming under international pressure - announced
that it would enter into talkswith him. All of thisdemonstrates both the government’ spassivity and the stupidity
ingrainedinthetotditarian system.

Whereas some Chinese have been stirred to nationalist emotions by the problemswith thetorch relay, the
Chinesegovernment isin shock. It needstimeto digest thefacts. It needsto ask itsdlf: in the eyes of theworld,
why areafew people shouting “free Tibet” more persuasi ve than the hundreds of billions of yuan that the
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government hasinvested in Tibet?Why doesthewestern public put moretrust ininformation fromthe media
than from the Chinese government?Why isanincreasingly powerful Chinaseen asathreet rather thanaforce
for peace?

The bond of law

Thetragedy in Sichuan hasmade headlinesacrosstheworld. Anintenseeffort of search and rescueisunderway
invery difficult terrain. The Chinese government isacutely aware of the need to performthistask efficiently.
But now that it ismore exposed than ever to the scrutiny of its own people aswell asforeign media, the
mechanismsof control and persuasionitisused to operating by arenewly vulnerable. Theproblem of trustis
just below - and occas onally emerges above - the surface. Thetens ons between hard and soft power areon

display.

Sowhenwill the Chinesegovernment finally wiseup? Theanswer issmple- whenit doesthings by thelaw.
When it unconditionally guaranteestherightsof citizens set down in the constitution, and cracksdown on
those who break the law. The Chinese government needs to understand that in response to the western
media, anindependent and free Chinese presswould be much more credible than agovernment spokesperson.
Thetruthliesnotin onevoice, but dowly becomesapparent amidst adiverserangeof voices. Anunderstanding
of thisunderliesthe effective deployment of soft power.

Whatever happens, the Beijing Olympicswill provide many lessonsfor the Chineseleadership. If they till
havetheability tolearn, China sleaderswill beableto turn thiswoul d-betriumphal year’searly humiliation

into aforcefor change.
CHINA NEWS CLUB
blog’

The Way to Resolve the Tibet Issue

Zhang Boshu May 17, 2008

Ever sinceMarch, theissueof Tibet and the Olympics have been stirred up together, drawing the attention of
theentireworld. Short sighted politiciansin our own country have been pleased that their petty schemesto stir
up nationalist sentiment have been so successful. Thisnot only manipul ates domestic opinion but also usesso-
caled* mainstream public opinion” to stand opposethe criticisms coming frominternational society. Onthe
other hand, thisservesto push for the consolidation of thesituation in Tibet in the hope of getting throughthe
Olympics peacefully. They did not realize that the Tibet i ssue has already become amajor factor affecting
Chind sfuture. Solving the Tibet issuewill take courage and great wisdom. Petty scheming could run Tibet and
ruin China.

How did the Tibet issue arise?
TheTibet issueisfirs of al ahumanrightsissue.

Although the authoritiesare not willing to admit it, | want to say it plainly. Thisproblem that plaguesthe
leadership of the Communist Party, if welook at itsorigin, was created by the Chinese Communist Party itself
astheruler of China
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Wedon't havetolook too far back in history. Whether infact from the Yuan Dynasty to the Qing Dynasty the
relationship between the Tibet government and Beljing was one of relativesor of equalsisameatter of dispute
among academics. For now, wedon’'t need to pay any attention to controversy.What ismost important as
that from 1912 onwards, Tibet wasfor along period in adefacto “ state of independence”. That Situation
continued until 1951 whenthe Tibet |ocal 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 Chinabut also recognized that Tibet’s current
systemwould 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 Lamaand 16-year old Panchen Lamaboth went to Beijing to take partinthe
First National People's Congress, attending as honored guests of Mao Zedong. They were appointed
respectively asthe Vice Chair of the NPC and the Vice Chair of the National People'sConsultative Congress.
Tibet's future seemed bright. Problems began to appear in 1955. Mao Zedong's utopian socialist social
transformation began to accel erate that year. Ripples spread from the Chineseinterior 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 aspectacular scale. Radical local Communist
Party leaders sought to carry out “democratic reform” and “ socialist transformation” smultaneoudy soas*“to
make spectacular progressin just one step”. They struck hard against the masters of the serfs and their
“representatives’, confiscating thelandsand property of monasteriesand forcing collectivization, dandering
thereligiousbeliefs of Tibetan people, and forcing upper class people, lamas and monksto “reform their
thinking”.

Theresult wasthat they stirred up dissatisfaction and resi stance among the Tibetan people. During 1956 -
1958, armed conflictsinthe Tibetan areasgrew larger and larger in scale. When one died out another arose
but were soon were put down by campaigns by the PL A to put down rebellion and wipe out rebels. Ten of
thousands of Kham and Amdo region Tibetansfled acrossthe JinshaRiver into Tibet. Thissowed the seeds
for the 1959 Lhasa“rebellion”. These historical circumstances|ed to the“rebellion” and indeed were a
necessary condition for that event to occur.

Thereisno need to gointo detail about what happened after that. Thevictorious* suppression of therebellion”
at Lhasashowed that the central government had achieved absol ute control of al the Tibetan areasincluding
Tibetitself. It a so marked the rapid move of Tibet towards* sociaism”. Chinese of my agegrew up hearing
songslike“TheRed Sunisrising about the snowy mountains’ and seeing movieslike® Serfs’. Inthosedays
weredlly believed that under theleadership of the Communist Party “the serfshave been liberated” and were
living happy lives. Later, after reading alot of historical materials, | learned that therewere many untruthsinthe
propaganda.

Thedictatorship system of the Communist Party, the arrogance and ignorance of leaders, and the extreme
|eftist policies pursued by themin the Tibetan areas brought terrible disastersto both thereligiousand lay
peopleof Tibet. In 1962, the Panchen Lama, who wasranked asa” nationa |eader” wrotealetter to Premier
Zhou Enlai expressing hisdeep sorrow at what he had seen and heard of the suffering of the Tibetan people.
Sincethe Panchen Lamawas certainly not opposed to theleadership of the Communist Party, and wasloyaly
and faithfully reporting to the Party the actual situation inthe Tibetan areas, thisletter called the* 70,000
Character Document” can be seen asadocument that accurately reflectsthe difficult Situation of the Tibetan
peopleduring thoseyears. | might aswell quotefromit here:
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-O0n “class struggle” in the Tibetan areas:

“Inmost or inmany areas, the cadresdidn’t careif the campaign wasplanned or carried out well. They were
intent on making aspectacular display that would striketerror in people. They didn’t careif they attacked the
right people. The objective wasto do the campaign on abig scale and achieve numerical targets.” They
attacked many peoplewhom they shouldn’t have attacked. Often “thosewho werethe objects of struggle
meetings had not done anything particularly bad or committed seriouserrors. So they had to make up many
false and serious accusations. They exaggerated at will, turning truth and fal sehood upsidedown.” Many
innocent peoplewereforced to flee abroad against their will. Thosewho stayed behind livedinterror.”

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

“Because of therisein the agricultural areas of the five unhealthy tendencies|[Tr. Note: post Great Leap
Forward Party critiqueof GLF excesses- (wu feng)- over-egditarianism, the common practice of exaggeration,
confused orders, too many compulsory orders, and specid privileges. End note] and excessively tight controls
on grain, and the standardsfor the amount of grain the people could retain was set too low, aseveregrain
shortageresulted, ...and many households had no grain. In some areas some peopl e even starved to death.
“ InTibet, there had never been ashortage of grain likethat, especialy since Buddhism permeated the society,
everyonerich and poor, had the custom of hel ping the poor and giving ams. People could easily support
themsalvesasabeggar, so we never of anyone ever having starved to death.”

- Implementation of “dictatorship”

resulted intheimproper deaths of many prisoners: After the* suppression of therebellion”, the proportion of
prisonersinthe Tibetan popul ation reached several percent, something completely unprecedented. “ In 1959,
Chairman Mao set forth apolicy that sincethe population of Tibet wassmall, people shouldn’t bekilled or at
most only afew people should bekilled. But infact, just the opposite happened. Except for the somewhat
better treatment of imprisoned members of the upper classes, most peoplewho werelocked up in prison
endured very bad conditions. The prison wardensdidn’t care about thelives or health of the prisoners. They
often verbally abused and savagely beat prisoners. Moreover, wardensdeliberately moved prisoners back
and forth between very warm and cold places so that the prisoners could not adapt and their clotheswere
awaysunsuitable. Their clothes could not keep them warm, their mattresseswere not waterproof, and the
wind andrain entered their cells. They never got enoughto eat, living inmiserable conditionsyet they sill had
to get up early to do work. The hardest work was always given to these people. Their became worn out
physicdly, often camedown with diseases. Asaresult of no rest and inadequate medica care, many prisoners
died who they should not have.

-On religion and nationalities issues:

“Under the so-called “ dimination of superdtition”, thefirst priority wasopposng religion. The second priority
was destroying images of the Buddha, Buddhist scriptures, and stupas.” When they demanded that monks
and nunsreturnto secular lives, they “firgt inal thetemplesand monasteries, under the pretext of “ study” and
“mobilization”, they brought al the monksand nunstogether into alarge hal or room, and madethem study
nervoudy day and night, forcing them to criticize each other in order to create abig wave of sharp struggles
and attacks. People who openly expresstheir belief in religion were given label s such as a superstitious
element or someonewho doesn'’t likethe revol ution. They were congtantly attacked without rhyme or reason.
Evenworse, in some placesthey madethelamas stand on one side and nunsand lay religiouswomen stand
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ontheother. They werethen forced to chose each other inmarriage. In Tibet, therewereoriginaly over 2500
temples. After “ democratic reform” therewereonly 701¢eft. Originaly therewere 110,000 monksand nuns.
Ten thousand fled abroad, leaving 100,000 behind. After “democratic reform” therewere only 7000 monks
and nunsleft. What especially cannot be condoned isthat in some areastherewas deliberate desecration and
insultsto religion such asthe Buddhist Canon used for compost. Many paintingsof the Buddhaand scriptures
were used to make shoes or other objects. Thereisabsolutely no reason for this. Becausethere were many
insane things done that even alunatic wouldn’t do, peoplein all classes of Tibetan society were deeply
shaken. Their emotionswerein chaosand they became exceedingly sad and shed tears. They said“ Our land
hasbeen madeinto adark place.” quoting aTibetan proverb that means* aplacewithout religion”.

Alas, when | read these characters, my own heart bleedsand my face burns.

Most of these problemsa so existed in the Chineseinterior aswell. But they weremore seriousin Tibet. They
were more extreme and morewidespread there. No matter how well-meaning or nobletheinitial motivation
of thosein power wasto usetheir socia idea sto transform Tibetan society was, what itsshocking resultsare
all crimes. Theseare crimesthat resulted from ignorance, arrogance, rage and violence.

Under these circumstances, the over 100,000 Tibetanswho fled to Indiaand other foreign countriescalled
upontheentireworld to support the human rights of Tibetans. Thereforethe Tibet issue becameasymbolic
issuefor theentireworld. What can be surprising about that? Moreover, thiswas going on during the Cold
War and so in the minds of western people, Tibet becameafocal point inthe game of competing national
interestsinwhich china, the Soviet Union, India, the United Statesand other countrieswere engaged.

TheU.S. Centrd Intelligence Agency didinfact providefunding, technical and other support to Tibetansin
exile. That waspart of the effort of the United Statesto contain the* spread of communism”. Chinese can of
coursecursethedamn Americansfor plottingto“ split China” without revealing their redl intentions. But onthe
other hand, if the Communist Party had not done so many stupid thingsin Tibet and forced Tibetanstofleeinto
exile, what would other people have been ableto say?What pretext could they haveto butt in? | haven't even
mentioned the Cultural Revolution. That “ historically unprecedented” “ revolution” becauseit waseven redder
and evenfurther left, it waseven more extreme and more cruel. Of courseit created even greater disastersfor
the Tibetan people. | won't discussthem here.

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

Objectively speaking, there hasbeen no shortage of enlightened people within the Chinese Communist Party
leadership. At different timesand in different positionsthey have opposed | eftist work methodsin Tibet.
However, under these historical circumstances, they could achieveonly limited results.

Xi Zhongxun, from northwestern China, wasaVice Premier and Secretary Genera of the State Council inthe
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” cameto bewritten by the Panchenand
so was charged with * accommodating and not interfering with the Panchen. The Tenth session of the Eighth
Congressof the Communist Party dismissed Xi Zhongxunand, in additiontothemgjor crimeof “usnganovel
to attack the Communist Party” wasd so charged with “ accommodating and not interfering with the Panchen.”

Another dismissed, highlevel Communist Party official wasLi Weihan, who wasan old communist who had
been head of the United Front Department since 1947. During April and May 1962, at aNationalities\Work
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ConferencehddinBeijing, someof the nationditiesreligiousfiguresoffered somesharp criticisms. Li Weihan
remained calmly and honestly said that he welcomed criticism from everyone. He praised the talk of the
Tibetan Buddhist LamaXijiashenzhi [romani zation of Chinese name], saying that hewas* open and above
board, with aheart asclear asamirror” and standsassymbol of “ patriotism in theareaof nationa minorities
religiousaffairs’. Li Welquan'saction waslater severdly criticized by Mao Zedongwho said that “ The United
Front Department isneglecting the classstruggle and isbeing capitul ationist.”

After theend of the Cultural Revolution, many issuesin Tibetan affairswere neglected. Nationalitiespolicy
and the rel ationship between the Han nationality and the Tibetan nationality needed to be adjusted and the
livesof Tibetansneeded to beimproved. In May 1980, just after Hu Yaobang had become General Secretary
of the Chinese Communist Party, Hu and Wan Li flew to Tibet for aningpection visit. Ontheplane, Husaid to
the accompanying XinhuaNewsAgency journalists“ In our policiesin the nationa minority areas, we must
alwaysseek truth from facts, and adjust measuresto suit local conditionsso asto fully respect the autonomy
the Tibetanshaveto govern their minority areathemselves. That isthe crux of al the Tibet issues.” OnMay
29, inthework report that Hu Yaobang presented at the meeting with the cadres of the Tibetan Autonomous
Region, hestressed that the devel opment of Tibetan must resolve six bigissues’.

Thefirgt is, under theunified leadership of the center, fully implement the autonomy rightsin the nationalities
areas. “ Any document, order or regulation which isnot suitable for the conditions of Tibet should not be
implemented.” “You should according to your own characteristics, draft specific decrees, lawsand regulations,
and rulesto protect the specia interests of your own nationality.”

Thesecondis*Under the present difficult conditions of Tibet, you should carry out apolicy of recuperation
and rebuilding and considerably reduce the burden on the people.” “We have decided that within several
yearsrequired purchasesby Tibetanswill beabolished.”

Third, “ Tibet should implement specid flexible policiesto promote the devel opment of production.”

Fourthly, “ Devote theresourcesthat the stateis providing to Tibet to the devel opment of agriculture and
herding and the daily necessitiesmost needed by Tibetan people.”

Fifth, “With the condition that the socialist road befollowed, devel op science, technology and educationin
Tibet”

Hu Yaobang especialy stressed, “ L ooking down on Tibetan history, languageand art istotally wrong....Loving
the minority peopleis not amatter 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-thirdsor more
of the cadresin 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 canthat ever do?’ Theabovecanbe
summarizedin six characters* cut taxes, open up, and withdraw personnel”. These werethe“emergency
measures’ energetically promoted by Hu Yaobang to resolvethe Tibet issue. Theseviews, strong criticismsof
socid evils, wereenthusiastically wel comed in the Tibetan areas. Of course because of historical conditions,
the enlightened |eaders of the Chinese Communist Party were unabl e to discussand consider institutional
perspectiveson the problemsthat occurred in Tibet. Hu Yaobang in hisMay 29th speech said that we should
not look back on the past but rather “ unify ourselvesand ook to thefuture’.
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ThisreflectsHu Yaobang'sexperience and resourcefulnessand thefrustrations of ageneration of reformersin
the Chinese Communist Party. After dl, the many of thetragediesin contemporary Tibetan history aredirectly
linked to the Communist Party system and the social policiesthat the Party carried out. Thisisall aresult of
thesepolicies. If we do not reflect upon the originsof the Tibet issue, then wewill not beabletoresolveit.

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 hasgrown very quickly. Thecentral government hasa so certainly invested alot of capital in Tibet
and devised aseriesof special preferential policiesand measuresto accel erate the devel opment of Tibet.
Therehavebeen direct sateinvestment construction projects, Chinese centra government financia subsidies,
and support for projectsfrom partnersaround the country for the moderni zation and construction of Tibet.
Theoverdl economiclevd of Tibetimproved consderably asaresult. However thepaliticd structureremained
thesame asbeforewith the Party exercising control over politica, economic, cultura, andreligiousaffarsjust
asbefore. An autonomousregionin name, but in actual fact, autonomy wasin the samelamentable state as
before. The core of the Tibet issue hasnot beentruly solved, and under the new socia conditionsavariety of
new problemshavearisen.

Themarket economy has becomethe economy controlled by influentia people. Itisthat way inthe Chinese
interior, anditisthat way in Tibet. The blending of the system of Party dictatorship and the policy of opening
up created anew privileged stratum that includesHan and aswel | as Tibetanswho have positionsin Party and
government ingtitutionsand cultural ingtitutions. Faced with swvarms of merchants coming from the Chinese
interior, many ordinary Tibetansin Lhasaand other areasfdll discriminated against and marginalized.

Evenworseisthedl encompassing control of religiousaffairs. Onthesurface, rdigiouslifein Tibet hasaready
been restored. The state spent great sumsrepairing damage and protecting symbolic Buddhist structures, the
templesarefilled with burning incense. The Buddhist Canon will never again beused for compost. But thisis
just the surface of things. Thereisadeeper redlity that ishidden behind thesethingsasif beneath amask.

Theindependent scholar Wang Lixiong, who hasdone much research, including many research tripsto Tibet.
Hisconclusion: in Tibet thereisno truereligiousfreedom. On one hand, the government strictly controlsthe
registration of religiousactivitiesin thetemples, limitsreligious personnel to acertain “ authorized personnel
complement”, and forbidstiesbetween temples. Religiousactivitiesouts de thetemplesareforbidden. Onthe
other hand, spontaneousreligiousactivitiesouts de government control arerigoroudy suppressed so that they
will not haveany influence.

In the Kang region of [Tr. note: ethnographic] Tibet, not far from the county seat of Sela County, isthe
mountainvalley of LarongwithitsWuming Buddhist I nstitute. When founded in 1980, therewereonly 30 or
so peopleat the Ingtitute. At the end of the 1990s, therewere nearly 10,000 Tibetan and Han monksthere.
Thisworried the Chinese government. The authoritiesordered that reduce the number of its personnel from
the authorized number of 4000 nunsto just 400 and 4000 monksto just 1000. All the 1000 Han who had
cometo study Buddhismwereforced toleave. Thisrequirement wasrejected by the Living Buddhawhoran
thelngtitute becauseto makeamonk returnto secular lifeinvolvesaseriousviol aion of vows. Thegovernment
took action, sending peopleto destroy the housing of the monks. On July 10, 2001 during the height of the
destruction of monastic housing, 1700 monastic cellswere destroyed inasingleday. “| have heard people
describethat scene, the sounds of housesbeing destroyed, the dust rising up everywhere, on oneside one
thousand nunscrying, asif theworld itself were shaking. Inthe areaaround the Wuming Buddhist Academy
were many nunsin groupsin the countryside hiding out to avoid pursuit by thegovernment.
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Aneven more deadly consequence of the strict control of religion have been breaksin the transmission of
Tibetan Buddhism. Traditiond Tibetan religion hasaninterna control mechanism. For example, dthoughther
Isareincarnation systemfor the Dalai Lamaand the Panchen, but in the Geluga School, eminent monksand
heads of monasteries have aset term of office. They are chosen from among the most learned lamas. The
winnersin the competition can becomethe head of the Ganden Monastery — that isanatural teacher for the
Daai Lamaand the Panchen Lama. This system has continued for several hundred yearswithout abreak,
thereby ensuring theauthenticity in thetransmission of theteachingsof Tibetan Buddhism from generationto
generation and ensuring aswel |l the excellent character of eminent monks. But since 1959 this continuous
process hasbeen interrupted. From the 1980sto the present, athough on the surfacereligious activitieshave
beenrenewed, it hasbecome hard to find atrace of thevery core of thereligion— the piousbeliefs of eminent
monks, deep researchinto Buddhism and teaching aimed at enlightening all sentient beings.

Thegoverning authoritiesoperatea“reverseelimination” selection system among theleadersof the monks.
“Any monk leader whoinsistsonreligiousprinciples, refusesto beatool of theauthorities, will besubject to
pressureand purging or even sentenced to prison asawarning to other clergy. Any monk with arelatively high
traditional rank who keepssilent, doesn’ t cause troubleisacandidate for recruitment by the United Front
Department. Hewill begiven rewardsbut aclub will beawaysbeready to intimidate them. Any monk willing
to be persona advancement first, who isopportunistic, givesup religious principles, and willing to beatool of
the government will be given all sortsof advantages, membership in the National People’'s Congress, the
Nationa People's Consultative Congressor even higher government positions. Thegreenlight will begiven
for their activities, resourceswill be provided so that they will beamodel who can draw in other leaders
among themonks.” In sum, therefore, athough the Chinese Communistsboast of religiousfreedom but their
religiouspolicy isaimed at the destruction of Buddhism, nolessthanit wasin the daysof Mao Zedong. Mao
Zedong wanted to completely extirpate Buddhism. In Tibetan history there were eraswhen Buddhismwas
extirpated yet Buddhism gtill continued becausetherdigion lived inthe heartsof believersand so could not be
destroyed by an external force.

Today the Communist Party religiouspolicy aimsat the degeneration of themonk stratum of Tibetan society.
“Thisisamortd danger to Buddhism.”

Asaconsequenceof all this, athough Tibet has made cons derable economic progressover the past thirty
yearsand thelivesof ordinary Tibetanshaveimproved, but Tibetansarestill dissatisfied and “ events’ occur
over andover intheTibetanregions. The Tibetanissueisdtill “anissue’ that isthefocusof congtant internationa
attention. Ever sincethat have occurred since March arejust new developmentsin the course of thisongoing
transformation.

Demonizing the Dalai Lama is Extremely Stupid

After the*hitting, smashing, steding and burning” event of March 14, the Chinese government immediately
announced that thiswasinstigated by the*“Dalai Clique’. When inApril therewasinterference with the
transmission of thetorch, theauthoritiesagain asserted that the Dda Clique’ had ingtigated “ Tibet independence
dements’, withtheaim of destroying the Olympic Games, in order to further the cause of “ Tibet independence’.

The* humanrightsissue’ wassubgtituted for the*independenceissue’ to servetheneedsof peoplein authority.
Thisiseasy tosee. Butintheir effort put theblame on the head of theDa al Lama, we can see how preposterous
thetraditiona political logic of the Chinesecommunistsis. Thisaso revealsthat therulerslack alongterm
drategic visonand political wisdom.
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TheDada Lamaisthespiritua leader of Tibetan Buddhism. Heisa so oneof themaost famous political figures
intheworld. Theyear theDalai Lamafled Tibet hewas 24 yearsold. In half acentury of exile, thisethnic
Tibetan sage has blended the essence of Buddhism, magnanimity, liberal democracy and other universal
vauesof contemporary civilization. Already in 1987, the Dalai Lamaproposed the* Five Point Peace Proposa”
whichincludesthe suggestion that Tibet becomea“peacezon€’, that “ Chinaend itspolicy of moving settlers
into Tibet”, “respect for the human rightsand democratic rights of the Tibetan people”, “ Restore and protect
Tibet’snatural environment”, and “ hold sincere talks about the future status of Tibet and therelationship
between the Tibetan people and the Chinese peopl€’.

INn 1988, the Dalai Lamaalso madethe* Strasbourg Proposal” in 1988, which proposed that “ Tibet should
becomeasdlf-ruled democratic political entity in union with the People' sRepublic of China, inwhich“the
Chinesegovernment would beresponsiblefor Tibet’ sexternd affairs, but Tibet could establish officesoverseas
for thereligiousand cultural aspectsof foreignrelations’ etc.

During thelast seven years, the Dalai Lamahasat many timesand in many places stated clearly that he does
not seek Tibet independence, only real autonomy for Tibet. On the methods and ways of achieving thishe
strongly callsfor apeaceful “middleway” , whichwouldinvolvehonest dia og with the central government and
negotiationsto resolveissues. Ever since 2002, the Dalai Lama sspecia envoy hasmet with representatives
of the United Front Department in Beijing six timesin order to explain to theruling Communist Party rulersthe
“middleway position” but have not gotten any responseto the proposal.

Therigid stance of the Chinese Communist Party isvery easy to understand from their political tradition: the
ingtitutional arrangementsfor Tibet have aready been decided. Sowhat isthereto talk about?A ccepting the
so-called “autonomy” of the Dalai Lamawould shake thefoundations of the party- state, so therecanbeno
yieldingonthispoint. Therefore, “talks’ arefor the Communist Sidejust aperfunctory exerciseand only done
for show, and so of coursethere can beno concrete resultsfrom them. Yet these delays cause moreand more
difficultiesfor theDalai Lamasince hehasto explain thingsto both the Tibetan exilesand to believerswithin
Tibet.

Therearemany different organi zationsand groupsamong the Tibetansin exilewith different politica positions.
Thereareradica oneslikethe* Tibet Youth Congress’ which hasattracted alot of attentionlately. It'spolitical
positionisvery different fromthe Dalai Lama's“MiddleWay” . The Tibet Youth Congresswasfoundedin
1970 mostly by second and third generation Tibet exiles. Membershipisnow several tensof thousandswith
organizationsin 40 countries. At the outset the Tibet Youth Congress stood for non-violence, but is has
changed itsposition over the past severa years.

TheDda Lamahasstated clearly that he opposesany schemeor action involving theuse of violence. Hesaid
that if such an act should occur, hemay haveto*resgn” to show histrueposition. Severa daysago, theDdla
Lamaduring aninterview with AsiaWeek [ Yazhou Zhoukan] said that he bdlievesthat giving up theMiddle
Way of giving up effortsto achieve Tibet independence and seeking ahigh degree of autonomy isstill the
mainstream view of Tibetansin exileaswel asthemainstream view of peopleinthe Tibetan areas. Asfor the
Tibet Youth Congress, theDdal Lamasaid that he can only admonishthe Tibet Youth Congressnot totakethe
radical road. However, he hasno way to order the Tibet Youth Congressto shut up.

Beijing may not completely trust the statementsof the Dalai Lamabecause overcoming political enmity built
up over alongtimewill taketimeand face-to-face communication. However, indiscriminately demonizing the
other side, charging that the Dalai Lamaisthe commander inthe* Tibet independence camp” and should
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certainly be punished by theentire nation, and reviled by everyone, can only put the Dalai Lamain adifficult
stuation (whileheistrying to put pressureon radica forcesamong Tibetans) and put the Chinese communists
into apolitica dead end (frozen into therigid face of thedictator ), giving up thefreedom of maneuver needed
inpolitical negotiations. |sn't thisan extremely stupid way to behave?

Yet, inthefina andyss, thisisthe obstinate and stubborn traditiona political 1ogic that hauntsthe Communist
Party. According to thislogic, there can be no equal negotiating partners. There can only be enemies|ocked
inalifeand death struggle. Even worseishow therulersare haunted by their own logic of interests— for
accordingtothislogic, Tibet “ autonomy” isintolerable. It would be afundamental threat to the party-state,
and athreat to alarge group that benefits from this system. Considered in terms of these two logics, the
demonization of the Dalai Lamabecomes easy to understand. But whereisjustice?\What arethe prospects
for thegrest family of thepeoplesof China? Consdering the puerileand shallow “ patriotism” and * nationaism”
shownintherecent turbulent tide of meticuloudy planned and instigated demonstrationsin both Chinaand
abroad by thenew “Boxers’, aswell asthevery deep problemsfacing the country, oneisleft with abitter and
confused tastein one’ smouth and troubled deep into deeplessnights.

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

TheTibetissueisfirg of dl ahumanrightsissue. Butitisnot only ahuman rightsissue. Abusesof humanrights
arean“effect”, nota“cause’. Anirrational system of political dictatorshipiswhat caused the* Tibet issue.”

Didn't the Communist Party initialy seek to help the Tibetan peopleand themillion“ liberated serfs’ ?| believe
that thisistrue. Yet thehistory of theworldisfull of examplesof evil deedsdonewith goodintentions. During
thelate Qing, the court made great reformsin Tibetan affairsand promoted reformsin order to prevent the
great powersfrom continuing to encroach upon Tibet. In 1907, Zhang Yintang gaveto the Qing Court “ Twenty-
four proposalsfor the governanceof Tibet”. During 1905 - 1911, in thethe provinces of Sichuan and Kang,
areformto“changefromindirect control through local chiefsto direct control by the central government”.
The purposein addition to consolidating Qing rulewasto transform socid traditionsfor the* good of” ordinary
Tibetans. However, these" reforms’ werestrongly resisted by Tibetan people. Half acentury later the Communist
Party did the samething in the Tibetan areas, a beit more systematically and with more determination. The
result waslarger scale harmto the peopl e, religion and culture of the Tibetan aress.

Infact, history hasaready shown that China s 20th century communist revolution wasamistake. It wasabig
wrong turn during acentury of socia transformation. It not only brought misfortuneto theHan nationdlity, it
also brought misfortuneto the minority peoples. Today, peoplearethinking deeply about that history. Things
that are past cannot be called back. But we should remember thelessons of history, and look at theissues of
today and tomorrow with ascientific attitude. Thisistheresponsbility of the present generation.

Respect for thefundamental rightsof citizens, and respect for the distinctive culturesand traditionsmust be
implemented inacongtitutiond political system. Thisisthebasic path for solving the Tibet issue.

Recently Taiwan successfully changed theruling party for the second time. Thisshowsthe superiority of the
democratic system of government. It also demonstratesthe 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 asit cannot accommodate true
autonomy for Tibet. Only by dissolving the present system and creating acongtitutional democratic systemin
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accordance with the universal valuesand principlesof modern civilization can the day comewhen Taiwan
finaly returnsto the motherland, Tibet achievestrue autonomy, and Han and Tibetans get along with each
other inharmony.

From thebeginning of the 1960s, the Tibetan government-in-exilein Dharamasal a, Indiastarted to experiment
at building asystem of democratic government. In his Strasbourg Proposal, the Dalai Lamasaid that “ The
Tibetan government should be composed of an independent administration and legidature chosen by thevote
of dl citizensand acourt system.” The Dalai Lamaeven proposed changing the Tibetan form of government
that combines politicsand religion. Hedidn't worry if he might becomethe“last Dalai Lama’” in Tibetan
history. 10 Tibetans have already made preparationsfor ademocratic political system. Shouldn't the central
government in Beijing makesmilar preparations?

Certainly for the Chinese Communi st decision-makerswho know hold power, changing the present system
and creating anew ingtitutiona framework would take agreat deal of courage and wisdom.Thiswould not be
just for Tibet or for Taiwan; it would befor al the 1.3 billion citizens of the People€ sRepublic of China. Tobe
honest, even after Chinahas established acongtitutiona form of government, finding the reasonabl e sharing of
jurisdiction between the central government and the nationalitiesareaswill not beeasy.

| oncewrotean articleentitled “ Two Track Republican System: A Proposal for the Reform of the Chinese
System of Constitutional Government”. Inthisarticle pointed out that it isan uncontested fact that the
“division of powers’ and “autonomy” strengthen the rights consciousness of citizensand increasestheir
participationin public affairs(in the nationalitiesareas, autonomy &l so helps preservethe cultural traditionsof
nationalitiesand protectstheir specia interests). Yet thereisanother aspect to thisproblem, that isthetendency
of intereststo expand and the“logic of collectiveinterests’. Thelatter will certainly create some* problemsof
thecommons’ whichwill haveto be solved by theintervention of apublic power at ahigher level that isabove
local interests, especialy intervention by the centra government.

Returning to the present, thereisstill achancefor the central government to solvethe Tibet issue. That canbe
done by conducting genuine negotiationswith the Dalai Lama. Recently Beijing hasalready saidthat itis
willing to resume contact. That isgood. Evenif itisjust apose, itispostive. Everyone hopesthat thetakes
can produce genuineresults so asto create aharmoni ous bridge between the Han and Tibetan peopleswhile
theDdal Lamaisdtill dive. If thisissueisnot handled well, then* splitting” might becomeareal and present
danger.

AsaChinesecitizen, | naturally don’t want to see Tibet split off from the househol d of our motherland. We
should believethat thetrend of human civilizationistowardsunifying rather than towardssplitting. Unity is
hel pful for solving many of the problemsthat humanity isfaced with. AsaChinese proverb goes, themelon
that isgrabbed roughly cannot be sweet — unity needsto be avoluntary unity based upon acommunity of
Interests. Forced compliance cannot produce good results. Thissimpletruth can aso be appliedto politics.
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é S Jllﬂg Chang (the author of the award-winning
book, "Wild Swans - Three Daughters of China" and
"Mao - The Unknown Story")

“I was deeply impressed by his joke against himself, his
honesty, and his unusual approach to his own status as a
great spiritual leader of the world. He is the opposite of
someone who maintains a mysterious exterior, which after all
is a much easier way to be a spiritual leader. He opens
himself up, talks with a common touch and a sense of
humour, and punctures his own myth all the time",

Adding, "He has achieved the almost unachievable as a
religious leader. The world sees him, understands him, and
respects him - and worships him. Many people say that if the
world were to become one community, His Holiness would
surely be the best candidate to be its head.”

Wﬂﬂg LiXiUl’]g (Chinese writer and author)

“Dalai Lama is the key to the issue of Tibet. If china would
talk with the Dalai Lama and they were able to settle the
issues that concern all Tibetans, then the central government
would at last be able, with single stroke, achieve a
tremendous success”

&
= Wei Jingsheng (Chinese human rights activist)

“Wherever human rights are endangered, the speakers for
the local authorities have a common tune: it is an internal
affair, do not intervene. But you know the truth: human

rights issues are never an isolated, local or internal affair”.






