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House of Representatives

The following is an amendment offered by
Rep. Chris Smith (NJ-04) to H.R. 5119 on
May 09, 1984 to prohibit use of population
and health funds of the development
assistance funds to carry our population
planning programs in the People's Republic
of China or to contribute to any
international organization which carries out
such programs in China unless the
President certifies to Congress that such
programs do not include forced or coerced
abortion. Attached is the debate that ensued.

AMKNOMEHT OFFERED BY MM. SMITH OF ITEW
JERSEY

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Chairman. I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:
Amendment offered by Mr. Surra of New

Jersey: Page 27. line 18, strike "Not" and
insert in lieu thereof "Subject to the limita-
tion in subsection (fX4XAXii) of this sec-
tion, not".

Page 27. after line 24. insert the following:
"(0 Section 104<f) of such Act is amended

by adding at the end thereof the following
new paragraph:

-<4XA) Funds authorized to be appropri-
ated to carry out subsection (b) of this sec-
tion for the fiscal year 1985. and any unobli-
gated balances of funds appropriated to
carry out that subsection for any prior fiscal
year, may not be used-'

"(i) to carry out population planning pro-
grams in the People's Republic of China, or

"(11) for contributions to any international
organization or any private or voluntary or-
ganization which carries out population
planning programs in the Peoples' Republic
of China.
unless the President has certified to the
Congress that he is satisfied that the gov-
ernment of that country does not carry out
any population planning programs which In-
clude forced or coerced abortion.".
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Mr. SMITH of New Jersey (during

the reading). Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the amend-
ment be considered as read and print-
ed hi the RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New Jersey?

There was no objection.
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.

Chairman, I rise to offer this amend-
ment in an attempt to end our com-
plicity in and unwitting approval of
the barbaric and utterly savage popu-
lation policy in China that includes
forced and coerced abortion.

Specifically, my amendment would
bar the use of American taxpayers'
funds to finance population planning
programs in the People's Republic of
China unless the President first certi-
fies to Congress that he is satisfied
that the Government of that country
does not carry out any population
planning programs that include forced
or coerced abortion. This amendment
is in the finest tradition of our human
rights policy.

The amendment applies to both
direct funding to China, a policy that
could well come into being within the
coming year and to international orga-
nizations like the U.N. Fund for Popu-
lation Activities (TJNFPA) and volun-
tary organizations which carry out
population planning programs in
China.

Mr. Chairman, I suspect that there
will be those today who will say that
the occurrence of forced and coerced
abortion in China cannot be proven,
which is what the Communist officials
say. To them I say the evidence is
overwhelming and even if you have
doubts, my amendment Includes a cer-
tification requirement. Mr. Chairman,
likewise, I suspect that there will be
those who argue that U.S. funds are
not used to pay for abortions directly.
To them, I would suggest that pouring
millions of dollars into organizations
that are an integral part of China's re-
pressive population program makes us
partners in the repression of women
and children in China for clearly, our
dollars further the goals and objec-
tives of that policy and the methods
employed. It seems clear to me that
the proposed $50 million grant to
China by the U.N. Fund for Popula-
tion Activities (UNFPA) of which the
United States donates approximately
25 percent, significantly improves
China's ability to expand and imple-
ment its aggressive population pro-
gram.

Mr. Chairman, there is an abun-
dance of evidence that the People's
Republic of China has embarked on
one of the most brutal and repressive
population control policies the world
has ever known. In order to enforce
the Government's 1979 "one child per
family" norm, coerced and forced

abortion has become commonplace.
Not rare, but commonplace.

Well documented stories of women
being hauled into clinics often in late
stages of pregnancy to undergo forced
abortions have been reported by repu-
table journalists and responsible news
media including "60 Minutes," the
New York Times, and the Wall Street
Journal. In its February 1984 "Coun-
try Reports on Human Rights Prac-
tices for 1983," the U.S. Department
of State states on page 746:

Each province sets guidelines for the de-
sired number of children to be born during
the year. These guidelines often become
translated into rigid quotas at lower level
units such as factories and communes. In
such units, women must apply for permis-
sion to have a child. Those becoming preg-
nant outside the "plan" are subject to peer
pressure, harassment, and sometimes eco-
nomic penalties and in many cases are
forced to have abortions, even in late stages
of pregnancy.

I recently contacted Elliot Abrams,
Assistant Secretary of the Bureau of
Human Rights and Humanitarian Af-
fairs to ask his view on whether or not
forced or coerced abortions were part
of China's population policy. Accord-
ing to Mr. Abram's office, it is an "in-
disputable fact."

On April 9, the Wall Street Journal
carried an editorial: "Paying for Abor-
tions" in which they called for termi-
nation of U.S. funds to China's pro-
gram.

By now, the evidence about coercive birth
control in China is overwhelming . . . China
Scholar Steven Mosher, in his book "Broken
Earth", described what he saw in one rural
village:

"(The Pregnant Women) sat listlessly on
short plank benches in a semicircle . . .
where He Kasifeng (A top cadre and Com-
munist Party member) explained the pur-
pose of the meeting in no uncertain terms.
'You are here because you have yet to
"think clear" about birth control, and you
will remain here until you do ... None of
you has any choice in this matter . . .'
Then, visually calculating how far along the
women In the room were, he went on to add.
"the two of you who are eight or nine
months pregnant will have a Caesarean; the
rest of you will have a shot which will cause
you to abort." What is less well known, how-
ever, is that the U.S. government supports
this 'family planning' . . . We realize that
China's huge population presents a unique
birth-control problem, but "poison shots"
and "struggle sessions" aren't the solution
. . . China may believe that only coercion
will work, but American taxpayers shouldn't
have to subsidize it.

In the May 16, 1982, edition of the
New York Times, veteran reporter
Christopher Wren quoted Mr. Ld
Hanbo, the deputy director of Guang-
dong Province family planning pro-
gram who said: "There is no question
of forcing pregnant women to have an
abortion."

The New York Times article goes on
to say:

Elsewhere in this coastal province two
women were locked up for 15 days as "sor-
ceresses" for Inciting pregnant women at

their farm commune to flee from family-
planning workers. All but 9 of the 325
women with unauthorized pregnancies were
later given abortions . . . Those incidents,
reported by the Canton radio, are but two
skirmishes in a desperate battle that the
provincial authorities have been waging
over birth control. Harsher reports reaching
Hong Kong last summer charged that thou-
sands of pregnant women in Eastern Guang-
dong were rounded up and forced to have an
abortion.

Broadcast newsman Morley Safer
narrated a segment on "60 Minutes"
aired on February 12, 1984, that pro-
vided further insight and documenta-
tion of coerced and forced abortion in
China.

Entitled "No Brothers, No Sisters,"
Morley Safer begins by saying:

Imagine the world this way. by law, one
child per family, which would eventually
mean a world without brothers and sisters
. . . but how does a government, even a to-
talitarian government, impose such a
policy? How do you dictate one child per
family? That's what the BBS and "Nova"
. . . went to China to find out.

"60 Minutes" continued:
Chong Zuo is considered to be a model

town in the attempt to achieve a nation of
one-child families . . . Madam Chen is the
official in charge of Chongzuo's one-child
policy. She tells the representative of each
factory the quota of births they've been al-
located for 1983. So far, they've kept to
their quota.

Madam CHEN. There was a pregnant
woman in Wazan factory. We persuaded her
to have an abortion. We took her to the hos-
pital. That night she changed her mind and
escaped. The doctor didn't notice, and she
escaped. She ran off to Shanghai. The
Shanghai people helped us find her, and we
brought her back to the hospital for the
abortion. We were all very busy finding her.
Such things happen.

SAFER. Workers must have their factory's
permission to get married. To get that, they
must receive instruction in family planning
and pass a written test. They must be over
24 years old. When they get their permis-
sion, they are told by Dr. Chen, the Family
Planning Officer, when they can try for a
child.

SAFER. In each team of 16 women there's
an informer, a tattletale. She's constantly
alert for anyone who might be pregnant
without permission, any whispers of some-
one acting suspiciously maternal.

Madam Chen goes on to say:
CHEN. "Controlling the population is our

aim. Less birth is our aim. Punishment is
not our aim. The fines are to enable us to
control the population. If they prefer the
fine and have a child, we have not succeeded
in our aim. Our job is to finish the baby in
the stomach. So when you have got rid of
one there will be one less person."

Later in the broadcast, Morley Safer
introduced us to another population
control leader. And we get a good look
at the methodology of coercive abor-
tion.

SAFER. Mr. Ming is the leader of a work
brigade of 500 families in a commune just
outside of Chongzuo. . .There are no two-
children families in the commune, but Mr.
Ming's record is being threatened by this
couple, Jeng Hu and Man Zue, who wanted
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to have a second child. It took weeks of per-
suasion to change their minds, and now, six
months pregnant, Man Zue has agreed to
have an abortion. . .It was this woman, Mrs.
Feng, a family planning officer, who com-
manded the persuasion. Mrs. Feng decides
which women can have a child. . .Mrs. Feng
called and said, I have to tell you why you
mustn't have this child. Man Zue said, come
back and tell me after the baby Is born. Mrs.
Feng brought along the leaders of the bri-
gade, who spent several evenings telling her
that one child is good for the country, that
it's also good for you. . .Next night, more
senior officers of the commune came to the
house. They went through it all again and
again, very slowly. The next night an even
more senior official came, and he said the
same things. . .And so it went on, night after
night. Man Zue said, I think they found me
very difficult. In the end, she got worn
down, she said, after awhile I knew they
would just keep on and on and on. . .Finally,
she did agree to have the abortion, at six
months pregnant. She'll be given an injec-
tion into the womb that will kill the baby,
the dead baby will then be delivered within
24 hours. Man Zue did sign the one-child
certificate.

A Wall Street Journal correspond-
ent, Michele Vink, reported in the No-
vember 30, 1981, edition of the Jour-
nal:

In Dongguan County in eastern Guang-
dong, for example, a reporter for Hong
Kong's leftwing newspaper Zheng Ming
Ribao saw pregnant women herded into ve-
hicles and taken to hospitals for abortions.
"The vehicles were filled with wailing
noises, and the scenes were really bitterly
distressing." He reported. One woman al-
ready nine months pregnant arrived at the
hospital, he wrote, and immediately re-
ceived an injection. "Three hours later the
baby was born—but then it stopped breath-
ing," the reporter said. Some pregnant
women reportedly were handcuffed, tied
with ropes or placed in pig's baskets. . . .
Though doctors aren't supposed to perform
abortions past the eighth month of preg-
nancy, they do. a Chinese source reports.
"Every day hundreds of fetuses arrived at
the morgue," he says. A woman with an un-
authorized pregnancy is likely to receive an
injection from hospital doctors before labor,
resulting in a stillborn child or a baby so 111
that it dies in a few days, the source adds.

Pox Butterfield, a highly respected
reporter and former New York Times
Peking Bureau chief writes in his book
China, "Alive in the Bitter Sea":

In recent years the street committee has
gained a further and more extraordinary
power—the right to decide which couples in
the neighborhood may have children. This
prerogative is part of the government's
tough new campaign to reduce China's rate
of population increased. Each province and
city has been awarded a quota for the
number of babies to be born per year, and
the street committees then determine which
families may use the quotas. "We give first
preference to couples without children,"
said Mrs. Tlem, a street committee member
I got to know. "If a couple already has two
children or more, we tell them not to have
any more.

. . . Mrs. Tlem (a "street committee"
member) was frank about how her street
committee administered the program. "We
assign a person to keep track of each
woman's menstrual cycle. If someone misses

her period and isn't scheduled to have a
baby, we tell her to have an abortion. There
isn't room for liberalism on such an issue."

Nick Eberstadt, a visiting fellow at
Harvard University's Center for Popu-
lation Studies wrote in the New York
Times, April 22,1984:

So, increasingly, the population program
turned to coercion . . . in some areas,
women with "unauthorized" pregnancies
were rounded up and ordered to submit to
Injections of abortifacients. Official edicts
warned that those "who attempt to defeat
the fertility plan" would be considered "en-
emies of the people"—a threat that any
adult who lived through the Cultural Revo-
lution understood only too well. Families
that defied the "one child norm" were faced
with monthly fines that often meant semi-
starvation. (. . .) Almost a quarter of the
United Nations Fund for Population Acti-
vites' $50 million bequest to Chinese popula-
tion programs is American money. Failure
to act against these grave and obvious
human rights abuses would expose America
to some very serious charges—and those
charges would be right.

In their book "One Billion: A China
Chronicle (1983)," Jay and Linda Mat-
thews wrote:

The new birth control campaign had just
begun and commune officials wanted to
make an example of her . . . Finally, under
intense pressure, the couple agreed to let
the doctors Induce early birth at seven
months and let the baby die if it was a girl.
But when a commune official standing by in
the delivery room saw it was a boy, he ren-
eged and insisted it not be saved. The hus-
band and mother-in-law were on their knees
at the delivery room door, pleading for re-
consideration, but their child died because
the nurses were not allowed to put it in an
incubator. Some days later the mother-in-
law saw the four-year-old son of one of the
officials playing by a lake. In a rage, she
threw the child into the water, then jumped
in herself, and both drowned . . . Compulso-
ry sterilizations and abortions have become
common.

Mr. Chairman, the repressive popu-
lation policies have also led to an
alarming increase in infanticide. In his
article "Why are Baby Girls Being
Killed in China?" Steven Mosher
points out:

The wave of infanticide sweeping China is
a direct consequence of a population-control
policy of unprecedented severity. It restricts
families to one child, ignores the realities of
old-age economics in the countryside and
systematically denigrates the value of
human life. Parents are permitted to have
only one child, and then only after a "birth
quota" has been Issued by the authorities.
While the birth of a son has always been a
more important event than the arrival of a
daughter, Peking's policy of one child per
family has raised the stakes. For the peas-
antry birth has become a kind of Russian
roulette: The arrival of a son heralds a re-
laxed and secure old age: The coming of a
daughter portends poverty and slow starva-
tion during one's declining years. It is not
"feudal nonsense" but brutal economic re-
ality that moves the parents to hope for a
man-child. If the child Isn't male, then the
choice Is a stark one: Either kill or abandon
the newborn female Infant, reserving your
one-child quota for the birth of a boy, or
face a harrowing old age. It is no surprise
that many peasants decide in favor of their

own security, and trade the Infant's life for
their own.

It Is also an act in which the Chinese state
is a silent accomplice. The English-language
China Dally printed In Peking may publish
editorials lamenting the resurgence of In-
fanticide, but the Implementation of the
birth control policy at the grass roots en-
courages cadres to overlook the willful
murder of female Infants.

County, commune and production brigade
cadres are told how many births their unit
is to be allowed each year and are promoted
and otherwise rewarded on the basis of
whether they succeed In meeting the quota.
It isn't in their interest to prevent female
infanticide. Each girl who dies at birth or
disappears soon after is one less head that
they will be held to account for in the
annual birth control report. Not only are
forced abortions being performed up to the
time of birth, there are even cases of offi-
cially sanctioned infanticide. In one incident
shortly after I left Guangdong province, a
young woman pregnant for the first time
gave birth to twin boys. What should have
been an occasion for rejoicing quickly
turned tragic as the cadres present asked
her which one she wanted. Both of them,
she replied, but to no avail. One of the
babies—she could not and would not choose
which—was taken from her and put to
death.

Moreover, Mr. Chairman, many of
China's own newspapers have admit-
ted the rise in infanticide.

On March 3, 1983, the People's Daily
wrote "the butchering, drowning and
leaving to die of female infants and
the maltreating of women who have
given birth to girls has become a grave
social problem."

An article in the April 11, 1983, New
York Times written by Li Jianguo and
Zhang Xiaoying—pseudonyms for two
Chinese students attending school in
the United States states:

According to news reports in China's dai-
lies, during the last two years large numbers
of female infants have been butchered,
drowned or left to die, and numbers of
women have suffered gross maltreatment as
a result of nationwide implementation of
the Government's population control policy.

We learn, from the People's Daily, the
Liberation Dally, the Worker's Daily,
Canton Evening News and The Chinese
Youth that these illegal incidents happen
not only In villages but in cities as well. In
the areas most seriously affected, female In-
fants and women who have given birth to
female infants have been forced to die. As a
result, nationwide, male infants have begun
to far outnumber female Infants. Both of
us, citizens of the People's Republic of
China, are deeply ashamed of, and mortified
by, this utter barbarism and disregard of
humanity. We are filled with boundless In-
dignation that during this last quarter of
the 20th Century such atrocities take place
In our country. They reflect, on the one
hand, the persistence of feudal thought and
traditional Indifference to the welfare of
women and female children, and, on the
other, the backward, benighted conditions
of poverty and Ignorance under which most
parts of China still lives. But if China has
curtailed population growth and lengthened
the life of an average individual at the
tragic expense of the lives of newborn girls,
would it not be the greatest irony possible
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for Mr. Qian to receive this award at this
time?

As you well know, Mr. Chairman, it
is common, accepted practice for our
Government to withhold Federal dol-
lars to programs, projects, and institu-
tions that are found to be practicing
racial or sexual discrimination, a pru-
dent policy, I might add, that I strong-
ly support.

There are numerous examples of
laws and regulations that stipulate the
loss of Federal funds if certain condi-
tions are not met. Examples are to be
found in laws pertaining to the handi-
capped, to HUD grants, to the loss of
highway funds and sewage treatment
moneys if, for example, provisions of
the Clean Air Act are not adhered to.

Even Presidential candidates recog-
nize that denial of U.S. funds for pro-
grams provides real leverage. Accord-
ing to the Chicago Sun Times, Sena-
tors GARY HART and ALAN CRANSTON—
the latter while still a candidate-
promised to deny Federal projects to
States whose legislatures fail to ratify
the equal rights amendment.

I believe we would be utterly remiss
and irresponsible if, when fully in-
formed of the use of forced abortion in
China, we were to look the other way
and pretend it did not exist or that it
was completely out of our hands. We
do have some clout in this grisly
matter. We can make a difference. We
do have some tools at our disposal—
namely our funds and our outrage—to
press for reform.

Mr. Chairman, UNFPA has three op-
tions if my amendment passes and
eventually becomes part of the law.
First, they can exert their consider-
able Influence and clout to exact re-
forms in Chinese population policies.
Or, second, they can disengage and get
out—an unambiguous message to the
Peking Government that the world
community will not tolerate—or walk
hand in hand with a policy of—forced
or coerced abortions. Or third, UNFPA
might decide to continue on in China,
without our aid, and thus itself look
the other way and pretend forced
abortions are not really occurring. Of
course, this would make a mockery of
the United Nations often stated com-
mitment to human rights.

I would suggest to my colleagues
that we In this body have an obliga-
tion, a duty, not to be partners in this
cruel repression of Chinese women
and children. I would suggest that if
we fall to take action, the cancer of
the Chinese experiment will worsen
and intensify and thereby claim more
vicitims. I would remind my colleagues
that such a policy would never be tol-
erated here. The outrage, I hope,
would be deafening. Civil libertarians
would assail such a policy, and they
would be right. Human rights activists
would assail such a policy, and they
would be right. Religious and moral
leaders would assail such a policy, and

they would be right. Government lead-
ers and editorial writers would assail
such a policy and they would be right.
Liberals, moderates, and conservatives
would assail such a policy, and they
would be right.

Forced and coerced abortion would
never be tolerated in our own back-
yard. It is no less offensive, I hasten to
point out, in someone else's, even if
they live on the other side of the
world.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to support my amendment. Our tradi-
tions, our laws, the generous Impulse
of our people call for us all to do noth-
ing less.

Mr. Chairman, I include the follow-
ing article for Members' further study:

[Prom the Wall Street Journal, Apr. 9,
1984]

PAYING FOR ABORTIONS
By now, the evidence about coercive birth

control in China is overwhelming. Pox But-
terfield, in his book "China: Alive in the
Bitter Sea," described how neighborhood
cadres monitor women's menstrual cycles.
CBS's "60 Minutes" recently reported on in-
voluntary abortions. And China scholar
Steven Mosher, in his book "Broken Earth,"
described what he saw in one rural village:

"[The pregnant women] sat listlessly on
short plank benches in a semicircle . . .
where He Kaifeng [a top cadre and Commu-
nist Party member] explained the purpose
of the meeting in no uncertain terms. 'You
are here because you have yet to think
clear' about birth control, and you will
remain here until you do. . . . None of you
has any choice in this matter. . . .' Then,
visually calculating how far along the
women in the room were, he went on to add.
'The two of you who are eight or nine
months pregnant will have a Caesarean; the
rest of you will have a shot which will cause
you to abort.' "

What is less well known, however, is that
the U.S. government supports this "family
plannirg." It does so by contributing to the
United Nations Fund for Population Activi-
ties C$38 million this fiscal year), which in
turn is giving $50 million over four years to
China's birth-control program. The contri-
bution is probably breaking U.S. law, which
prohibits U.S. aid for forced sterilization or
abortions.

The UNPPA naturally resists this conclu-
sion. "This organization has never funded
an abortion of any kind," says Rafael M.
Salas, the agency's executive director. He
says the UNFPA's agreement with China
prohibits coercion. And while abuses may
occur. Mr. Salas says, the UNPPA has no
evidence that this has happened in China.

We respect Mr. Salas's protests, but we
also find it hard to believe that some of that
money isn't going to pay for forced abor-
tions. And even if the money goes only to
Peking's birth-control bureaucracy, it still
supports a policy that requires the chilling
coercion that Mr. Mosher describes. In to-
talitarian China, policy flows from the state
down, and political control is rigid enough
to make sure it's enforced. Nor can the Chi-
nese toss out the government if they don't
like its policy, as the Indians did a few years
back when they opposed Indira Gandhi's
forced sterilizations.

The U.S. Agency for International Devel-
opment is concerned enough to have begun
investigating UNFPA's funding in China.

Jay F. Morris, deputy administrator of AID,
says "there's no denying what the Chinese
are doing" with birth control. But he says
that so far. AID hasn't any evidence that its
money is subsidizing cocercion. As for con-
cern about Indirectly subsidizing a policy,
Mr. Morris says: "That's a much larger Issue
that we really don't deal with.

We realize that China's huge population
presents a unique birth-control problem, but
"poison shots" and "struggle sessions"
aren't the solution. Countries with far
higher population densities—such as
Taiwan and South Korea—have prospered
without such measures. They've recognized
that the best birth-control policy is an eco-
nomic policy that produces rapid growth.
China may believe that only coercion will
work, but American taxpayers shouldn't
have to subsidize it.

TESTIMONY OF JACQUELINE R. KASUN, PRO-
FESSOR OF ECONOMICS, HUMBOLDT STATE
UNIVERSITY, ARCATA, CALIF.
It Is not widely known that the People's

Republic of China is operating the world's
most coercive program of population con-
trol, including forced abortion, sterilization,
and infanticide.

What may not be so widely known is that
United States foreign aid dollars are sup-
porting the Chinese program. According to
the Population Reference Bureau, a popula-
tion activist group supported by the United
States government, the Chinese population
control program receives about $50 million a
year from the United Nations,1 whose larg-
est supporting donor is the United States.
The Chinese program also receives support
from the International Planned Parenthood
Federation which in turn gets a large part
of its money from the United States govern-
ment.2

The Chinese program of population con-
trol has been operating with varying de-
grees of intensity since the 1950's. It has
been intensely studied and widely reported
in the house publications of American popu-
lation organizations—the Population Coun-
cil, the Population Reference Bureau,
WorldWatch, and related groups. Cultural
exchanges between China and the United
States have taken Americans to China and
brought Chinese to this country to study
and explain the system. American television
and Steven Mosher's recent book Broken
Earth.: The Rural Chinese (Free Press, 1983)
have brought it to public attention.

By the early 1970's the system of birth
quotas was in effect in China. The quota
system meant that couples who had preg-
nancies out of turn were denying that privi-
lege to others and were therefore subjected
to intense peer group pressure for abortion
and/or sterilization. Punishments—such as
loss of pay and employment and dismissal
from school—and rewards—such as pay-
ments for sterilization and vacations for
abortion—were in effect.3 The program was
greatly admired by enthusiasts such as the
U.S. State Department's Ambassador Mar-
shall Green for its use of the so-called "vil-
lage system" of population control, because
this system uses group rewards and peer
pressure as means of enforcement.4 When
the group reward (such as additional seed
for fertilizer for crops) depends on meeting
the village birth reduction quota, group
pressure on recalcitrant couples is very ef-
fective. The U.S. Agency for International
Development admired the village system so

1 Footnotes at end of article.
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much that, under the direction of Dr. R. T.
Ravenholt, the agency Introduced it into
AID'S program for Indonesia.6

Prom the two-child family of the 1970's it
was only a step for China to the one-child
family norm proclaimed In 1979. Increasing
reports of repression and resistance began
to reach the outside world at the same time
as the evaluations by the United States-
based population organizations became ever
more admiring and funding from the United
States Increased." By 1982 Christopher
Wren was reporting in the New York Times
on thousands of Chinese women being
"rounded up and forced to have abortions."
He described women "locked in detention
cells or hauled before mass rallies and ha-
rangued Into consenting to abortions." He
told of "vigilantes [who] abducted women
on the streets and hauled them off, some-
times handcuffed or trussed, to abortion
clinics" and of "aborted babies which were
. . . crying when they were born." 7 Michele
Vinfc reported in the Wall Street Journal on
women who were "handcuffed, tied with
ropes or placed in pig's baskets" for their
forced trips to the abortion clinics.* As
Steven Mosher points out, the People's Re-
public press Itself now openly speaks of the
"butchering, drowning, and leaving to die of
female infants and the maltreating of
women who have given birth to girls" • in
this society where only the son can care for
his parents in their old age.

As the horror of the system has mounted,
so have the accolades in the population
lobby press. The Population Reference
Bureau lists it among "well-designed family
planning programs.10 WorldWatch, which is
supported by the United Nations and there-
fore indirectly by the United States, cites It
among its "Population Policies for a New
Era."" Planned Parenthood of Korea,
which receives support from International
Planned Parenthood, which in turn receives
support from the United States, has
launched its own one-child family drive.18
Topping it all, Rafael Salas, director of the
U.N. Fund for Population Activities which
was created at the urging of the U.S.
Agency for International Development and
which receives financial support from the
United States,13 has presented the Chinese
government with an award for excellence. I
am proud to say that a distinguished
member of my profession, Dr. Theodore
Schultz, a Nobel Laureate enlisted as an ad-
viser to the U.N. Fund for Population Ac-
tivities, told the agency to remove his name
from the award.14

The honey-voiced narrator of a Nova film
being shown on public television in the
United States assures us that this brutal
program Is necessary in order for China to
"modernize" and to avert what she calls the
"catastrophe" of excess population. The
fact is, the Chinese system is catastrophe. It
robs human beings of their dignity, treating
them as If they were livestock being bred for
the convenience of the state. The Chinese
system of population control is not the
result of overpopulation In China but rather
the result of the catastrophic misdirection
of policy and abuse of power by the Chinese
government.

After more than three decades of econom-
ic mismanagement by their central plan-
ners, the Chinese people have realized one
of the slowest rates of development and
lowest standards of living on earth. Though
they have vast Industrial and agricultural
resources and are an Industrious and Intelli-
gent people, their output in 1981 amounted
to only $300 per person, barely enough for

survival. Most of their economic resources
are unused. For example, less than a third
of their agricultural land is in crops." Far
more densely populated nations around
them in Asia have forged ahead of them In
economic development. Taiwan, with a pop-
ulation density more than five times as
great as China's, produces eight times as
much per capita and has a larger volume of
trade.1' The Republic of Korea, with a pop-
ulation density four times as great as
China's has a per capita output almost six
times as great as China's.''

From the Great Leap Forward through
the Proletarian Cultural Revolution and up
to the current one-child family drive, recent
Chinese history has consisted of one mad
experiment after another, with devastating
consequences for the Chinese economy and
the Chinese people. What China needs Is
not population control but political rational-
ity and economic efficiency. According to
Christopher Wren, the Chinese estimate
that it now costs more than $865 to prevent
one birth in Guangdong.1' This Is almost
three times the per capita gross national
product and fifteen times the annual cost of
supporting a child in China. What this
means is that with a tiny fraction of the
effort now being lavished on stamping out
births, the Chinese could support the chil-
dren in question and still.have enough left
over to mount a sizeable' investment pro-
gram for the improvement of their econo-
my. A sustained and efficient development
program of this magnitude would bring
China to comfortable prosperity rather
than the ruin which it Is now producing.

The United States cannot change the gov-
ernment of China. We cannot stop their
mad experiments upon their own people.
We can and we should, however, separate
ourselves from this savagery. We should,
like Professor Schultz, let the world know
that we do not countenance or support such
things. For the sake of our national honor
and our name in history, we should—we
must—immediately terminate all support
for the U.N. Fund for Population Activities,
for the International Planned Parenthood
Federation, and all organizations which sup-
port population control In the People's Re-
public of China.

HOW BAD IS THE SO-CALLED POPULATION PROBLEM IN
CHINA?

[Many countries ire more crowded tnan China, but few produce is little per
person, as the following table shows]

Persons per GNP per
square mile capita

1982 dollars 1981

Country or Stale:
Taiwan
Republic ot Korea
lapan
West Germany
United Kin(dom
Ma *
Switzerland
China
France -
United States
Pennsylvania
Maryland
New York

1,48!
1,080
IK
643
595
570
398
285
256
64

264
429
371

'2280
1,700

10.080
13,450
9,110

260
17,430

300
12,190
12,820

HA
IU
KA

1 Federal Resent Bank d Sao Francisco.
Source: Population densities from "Statistical Abstract ol tne United States."

1982-83: GNP figure from Work) Bank, "World Development Report 1981"
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[From the Richmond News Leader, June 28,
1983]

CHINA'S BIRTH CONTROL
Communist China's population control

programs emphasize abortion and steriliza-
tion. Chinese officials often "encourage"—
I.e., force—expectant mothers to abort their
babies; they also require the sterilization of
couples with two or more children. Both
practices contravene explicit provisions in
the international aid programs subsidizing
Communist China's birth control drives.

Communist China receives extravagant
grants from the United Nations Fund for
Population Activities (TJNFPA). In turn, the
fund receives extravagant grants from the
U.S. Agency for International Development.
Not only does the UN proscribe the use of
its money for forced sterilization. U.S. law
prohibits the use of AID cash for abortion
and sterilization. The standard disclaimer
attached to AID applications states:

This project is consistent with AID poli-
cies, and with sections 104 of the Foreign
Assistance Act and 525 of the Appropria-
tions Act, 1982, which provide that funds
will not be used to pay for the performance
of abortions as a method of family planning
or to motivate or coerce any person to prac-
tice abortions or to pay for the performance
of involuntary sterilizations as a method of
family planning or to coerce or provide any
financial Incentive to any person to undergo
sterilizations or to pay for any biomedlcal
research which relates, in whole or in part,
to methods of or the performance of abor-
tions or involuntary sterilization as a means
of family planning; or to lobby for abortion.

The Intent is clear. And clearly. Commu-
nist China's forced abortion and steriliza-
tion programs traduce U.S. law and UN reg-
ulations. The issue transcends birth control.
It Involves the sanctity of the law.

Either laws mean what they say, or there
is no reason to write them. No nation should
be above the law. If law prohibits the use of
U.S. or UN money for, say, building soccer
fields, then countries using such cash to
construct stadiums should forfeit their
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grants. A similar standard should apply to
birth control programs.

Although UN officials concede that Com-
munist China may be violating UNFPA
guidelines, they seem less than vigorous in
enforcing the law. U.S. officials appear simi-
larly lackadaisical. Yet Communist China's
flouting of the law carries profound Implica-
tions for relations between it and the U.S.

Many in the U.S. want to increase trade
between Washington and Peking dramati-
cally. Trade agreements between the U.S.
and potential enemies usually include assur-
ances that American products or technology
will not be used for military purposes. If
Communist China openly breaks laws re-
garding population control, then can the
U.S. expect it to obey agreements regarding
manufactured goods?

The United Nations and the United States
often speak of their desire to enforce Inter-
national law in a world rent with lawless-
ness. Communist China's abuse of its popu-
lation control grants gives the UN and the
U.S. an opportunity to practice what they
preach.

[From the Wall Street Journal, July 25,
1983]

WHY ARE BABY GIRLS BEING KILLED IN
CHINA?

(By Steven W. Mosher)
In 1980, when I was living with the 8,000

members of Sandhead Brigade in China's
Guangdong Province, I asked village friends
whether female infanticide ever occurred lo-
cally. The answer, which came with rather
more heat than I had expected, was an em-
phatic no. "Ours is a land of fish and rice,"
one wrinked old midwife told me in explana-
tion. "All the people here have always been
able to raise their daughters." She and
others insisted that even under the old im-
perial regime girl babies had never been put
to death.

Yet less than two years later Chinese
friends in Hong Kong who had recently
been back to the village began to tell of girl
infants dying soon after birth in suspicious
circumstances. One young woman was even
more candid, admitting to me that when her
mainland sister-in-law had recently given
birth to a girl, the baby had been murdered
Immediately. A bucket of water had been
prepared beside the bed. When the newborn
turned out to be a girl, she was drowned.

Female infanticide isn't just an anomaly
of the village I lived in. Premier Zhao
Zliyang thought the problem widespread
enough to condemn it in his report to the
National People's Congress in December
1982. "We must protect in particular infant
girls and their mothers." he said. "The
whole society must resolutely condemn the
criminal activities of female infanticide and
maltreatment of mothers. The judicial ap-
paratus should resolutely punish the of-
fenders according to law."

In recent months provincial newspapers
throughout China have reported grisly tales
of the murder of female infants. On March
3, the People's Daily admitted that "the
butchering, drowning and leaving to die of
female Infants and the maltreating of
women who have given birth to girls has
become a grave social problem."

Peking claims that these crimes are com-
mitted by "backward" villagers in the name
of "feudal" attitudes that "boys are pre-
cious, girls are worthless." Male villagers,
said to desire sons to "carry on the ancestral
line and extend the generations," have been
especially singled out for censure, "in their
keen desire to have sons." the English-lan-

guage Peking Review said last January,
"some men still torment their wives who
bear daughters and worse still, they kill the
baby girls through neglect or outright
murder." If Peking Is to be believed, many
peasant men are ignorant and misguided
monsters who willingly sacrifice their infant
daughters on the altar of some feudal belief.

Nothing could be further from the truth.
Infanticide does have a long and tragic his-
tory in many parts of China. But by the
middle decades of this century, It looked as
though this barbarism was on its way to ex-
tinction. In Chinese villages today, where
ancestral land has long since been expropri-
ated by the state and ancestor worship in on
the decline, traditional notions of clan and
family continuity no longer exert much in-
fluence. These attenuated ideas could not
possibly account for the sudden reoccur-
rence of female Infanticide.

The wave of infanticide sweeping China is
a direct consequence of a population-control
policy of unprecedented severity. It restricts
families to one child, ignores the realities of
old-age economics in the countryside and
systematically denigrates the value of
human life.

Parents are permitted to have ony one
child and then only after a "birth quota"
has been issued by the authorities. Each
population unit, such as a rural collective, is
limited to a certain number of births per
year, which it allots to couples who have.

Women pregnant with "over-quota"
babies are forced to attend round-the-clock
"studies courses" until they submit to an
abortion. Families who actually have a
second child must pay heavy fines of up to
$2,000—several years wages in mainland
China—and run the risk of demotion or as-
signment to less desirable work as well.

This draconian policy makes no provision
for the long-term economic concerns of
peasant parents, especially their anxieties
about financial security in old age. Sons are
the only social-security system known to vi-
lagers. for there are no pension program In
the Chinese countryside. Neither can
daughters give long-term assistance, for
rural custom decrees that they take up resi-
dence with their husband's family upon
marriage and sever all economic ties with
their natal family. Even if they were to keep
a daughter at home, peasants say, it would
be impossible to find her a husband in a
population of only sons.

Those who are without sons must toll in
the fields throughout their twilight years.
As their strength declines to the point
where they cannot keep up, they are as-
signed lighter work that pays scarcely
enough for their rice ration. Old age is a
long downward spiral of flagging vigor,
worsening diet and weakening health.

While the birth of a son has always been a
more important event that arrival of a
daughter, Peking's policy of one child per
family has raised the stakes. For the peas-
antry birth has become a kind of Russian
roulette: The arrival of a son heralds a re-
laxed and secure old age; the coming of a
daughter portends poverty and slow starva-
tion during one's declining years. It is not
"feudal nonsense" but brutal economic re-
ality that makes the parents to hope for a
man-child.

If the child Isn't male, then the choice is a
stark one: Either kill or abandon the new-
born female infant, reserving your one-child
quota for the birth of a boy, or face a har-
rowing old age. It is no surprise that many
peasants decide in favor of their own securi-
ty, and trade the infant's life for their own.

It is also an act In which the Chinese state
Is a silent accomplice. The English-language
China Daily printed in Peking may publish
editorials lamenting the resurgence of in-
fanticide, but the Implementation of the
birth control policy at the grass roots en-
courages cadres to overlook the willful
murder of female infants.

County, commune and production brigade
cadres are told how many births their unit
is to be allowed each year and are promoted
and otherwise rewarded on the basis of
whether they succeed in meeting the quota.
It isn't In their Interest to prevent female
infanticide. Each girl who dies at birth or
disappears soon after is one less head that
they will be held to account for in the
annual birth control report.

Front-line cadres take their cues from
their superiors, and these have made clear
that population growth Is to be held down
at all costs, even that of the lives of millions
of infants.

Not only are forced abortions being per-
formed up to the time of birth, there are
even cases of officially sanctioned infanti-
cide. In one incident shortly after I left
Guangdong Province, a young woman preg-
nant for the first time gave birth to twin
boys. What should have been an occasion
for rejoicing quickly turned tragic as the
cadres present asked her which one she
wanted. Both of them, she replied, but to no
avail. One of the babies—she could not and
would not choose which—was taken from
her and put to death.

(Mr. Mosher, one of the first American
social scientists since 1949 permitted to live
in a Chinese village, is author of "Broken
Earth: The Rural Chinese," to be published
later this summer by The Free Press.)

[From the New York Times, Apr. 11. 1983]
INFANTICIDE IN CHINA

(By Li Jianguo and Zhang Xiaoying)
According to news reports in China's dai-

lies, during the last two years large numbers
of female infants have been butchered,
drowned or left to die. and numbers of
women have suffered gross maltreatment as
a result of nationwide implementation of
the Government's population-control policy.
This shocking situation, which the Govern-
ment must take Immedite steps to stop, de-
serves to be brought to the attention of the
United Nations.

We learn, from The People's Daily, The
Liberation Daily, The Worker's Daily,
Canton Evening News and The Chinese
Youth that these illegal incidents happen
not only in villages but in cities as well. In
the areas most seriously affected, female in-
fants and women who have given birth to
female infants have been forced to die. As a
result, nationwide, male infants have begun
to far outnumber female infants.

The Government's birth-control policy
has reduced population growth rate to 1.2
percent—it is 2 percent in other developing
countries—but the rate reportedly was
creeping toward 1.3 or 1.4 percent, and this
means the Government may not meet the
1.2 billion target set for the year 2000. A
census last July put the population at
1,008,175,288—five million more than was
expected. The customary preference for a
male child, pressure to limit new families to
just one child, bonuses for cooperating par-
ents and a warning that families who have
more than one will be financially penalized
inevitably have led to infanticide.

On March 3, The People's Daily said: "At
present, the phenomena of butchering,
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drowning and leaving to die female Infant!
and maltreating women who have given
birth to female Infants have been very seri-
ous. It has become a grave social problem."
The People's Daily said, on Jan. 31. that be-
cause of Investigations and statistics from
Shenyang. Anshan, Benxl and six other
cities. In the last year 196 women went to
local offices of the Chinese Women's Asso-
ciation to report maltreatment" Apparent-
ly, the most seriously affected provinces are
Annul. Llaonlng, Shandong, Hebel, Ouang-
dong and Sichuan.

Both of us, citizens of the People's Repub-
lic of China, are deeply ashamed of. and
mortified by, this utter barbarism and disre-
gard of humanity. We are filled with bound-
less Indignation that during this last quar-
ter of the 20th century such atrocities take
place In our country. They reflect, on the
one hand, the persistence of feudal thought
and traditional Indifference to the welfare
of women and female children, and, on the
other, the backward, benighted conditions
of poverty and Ignorance under which most
parts of China still lives.

But traditional prejudice and economic
backwardness notwithstanding, we strongly
feel that all elements of our Government
concerned with implementation of the new
population policy should be held directly ac-
countable for the prevalence of such tragic
Incidents. Infanticide need not be an inevi-
table outcome of the policy. Apparently, the
affected units and organizations have not
adopted a policy of "gentle persuasion and
education" to achieve the desired goal of
birth control and population control but
have callously exerted political pressures
and adopted extreme political measures for
implementation of the policy.

It Is true that the population-control
policy has effectively reduced China's popu-
lation growth. Nevertheless, these other,
unintended results of such a policy contra-
dict fundamental values of humanism,
ethics and civilization. The Government, by
permitting the news reports of the atroc-
ities, obviously Indicates that it opposes
them. But, deplorably. It has not exercised
Its power to stop them, as far as we know.

Ironically. Qlan Xinzhong. chairman oi
the Chinese National Committee on Birth
Control and Population Planning, In June Is
to come to the United Nations to receive an
award as the representative of the country
that has been most effective in Implement-
ing birth control and population planning.
But If China has curtailed population
growth and lengthened the life of an aver-
age individual at the tragic expense of the
lives of newborn girls, would It not be the
greatest Irony possible for Mr. Qlan to re-
ceive this award at this time?

Because of this situation, we hope that
the Secretary General. Javier Perez de Cuel-
lar. will take appropriate action to inform
the concerned United Nations agencies—
with the full cooperation of the Chinese
Government—so that they may start a de-
tailed Investigation of this matter and. using
all the resources at their command, end
these horrors as soon as possible. To protect
Its dignity, we suggest that the United Na-
tions should postpone giving Mr. Qlan the
award pending an Investigation by responsi-
ble United Nations bodies and a report from
Peking that this deplorable situation has
ceased.
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