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PERSECUTION OF CHRISTIANS WORLDWIDE

THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 15, 1996

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS,
SUBCOMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL OPERATIONS AND HUMAN
RiGHTS,
. ) - . . Washington, DC.

The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 1 p.m. in room 2172,
Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. Christopher Smith (chairman
of the subcommittee) presiding.

Mr. SMITH. The subcommittee will come to order.

Today the subcommittee will hear expert testimony on the rising
tide of persecution of Christians around the world. Our witnesses
today will testify about the systematic and severe mistreatment, in-
cluding but not limited to {\arassment, discrimination, imprison-
ment, beatings, torture, enslavement, and even violent death,
meted out to believers simply because they are believers.

The subject of religious persecution is a familiar one for the Sub-
committee on International Operations and Human Rights. This
subcommittee and.its members have held hearings, passed resolu-
tions, and otherwise helped to focus the attention of Congress and
the Nation on the persecution of Soviet Jews, of Bosnian Muslims,

" of Bahai’s in Iran, of Buddhists in Tibet and Vietnam, and of oth-
ers who have been oppressed for practicing their faith. This, how-
ever, is the first hearing to focus specifically on persecuted Chris-
tians, and to do so in a way that makes clear that this is not an
isolated or occasional outrage, but one that is perpetrated every
day upon tens of millions of people around the world.

We hope this hearing will advance several important goals. First,
the very sct of bearing witness is important in and of itself. Even
if we accomplish nothing else this afternoon, we have an obligation
to shed light on facts that I believe need to be shown, and to give
a forum to voices that need to be heard.

We hope, however, to accomplish much more. In this age when
human rights are always in danger of subordination to otlier objec-
tives, whether it be the love of money, the fear of immigrants and
refugees, or the desire to get along with governments and dictator-
ships that mistreat their own people, we need to be reminded that
when people are persecuted in distant lands, it is-often because
they believe in God and seek to do His will “on earth, as it is in "
Heaven.” The victims we so often ignore, whether the issue is refu-

. gee protection or most-favored-nation status for China, are usually
the very people with whom we share values. We need to see their
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faces, and to be reminded that they are our brothers and our sis-
ters.

Sixteen years z}%? durir:ig my first term in the Congress, I read
a book entitled “Tortured for Christ” by the Reverend Richard
Wurmbrand, a Romanian evangelical minister. :

In it, he detailed the horrific, agonizing 14-year ordeal that he
endured for his faith in Christ during Ceausescu’s brutal dictator-
ship in Romania. ) )

He said, and I quote, “the underground church is a poor and a
suffering church, but it has no lukewarm members.” I have found,
and I know members of our panels have found, that throughout the
world there are no lukewarm members when it comes to the under-
ground churches, be they in China or any other Catholic nation.

In the chapter “How Western Christians Can Help,” Reverend
Wurmbrand thundered, and I qucte, “And the free Church sleeps
on, oblivious of their struggle and agony, just as Peter, James and
John slept in the moment of their Saviour’s agony.

“Will you also sleep while the Undergroun% C>l’1urch, your breth-
ren in Christ, suffer and fight alone for the Gospel?

“The message I bring out of the Underground Church is: ‘Don’t
abandon us! Don’t forget us! Don’t write us off?’”,

The book, and numerous others like it that I have read over the
years, exposed the torture and degradation routinely employed
against Christians by dictatorships and the lack of response in the

est. These accounts are more than just chronicles of heroic faith

-~ in a God they love, but a call to action as well.
. Congressman Frank Wolf, a Republican from Virginia, and Tony
Hall, a Democrat from Ohio, and I have pressed for religious free-
dom in Romania, the East Bloc, Russia, the PRC, and in many Is-
lamic nations since the early 1980’s,

On one human rights trip to Romania in 1984, we demanded the
release of numerous imprisoned pastors and believers, including
Father Gheorghe Calciu. On the Senate side, Senator Bob Dole
mounted a strong push for Father Calciu’s reiease, as well. At a
press conference after his release, Father Calciu humbly told of his
suffering for Christ, and then finished by telling how the dreaded
secret police, known as the Securitate, decided to kill him by put-
ting two common thugs in his cell with instructions to end his life
in exchange for a reduced sentence. Father Calciu, undeterred and
ever the missionary, preached the Gospel of Christ to these hard-
ened men, and both gave their lives to the Lord. When their sen-
tences were extended rather than shortened, they went right on
praising God, having found the truth that set them free.

I have heard similar miraculous stories in Perm Camp 35 in Rus-
sia, in the late 1980’s. Mr. Wolf and I, after 2 years of negotiation,
were the first parliamentarians to get into that infamous gulag. We
not only interviewed each prisoner of conscience, but we gave them
Bibles. I will never forget seeing the tears of joy flowing down the
faces of many of these saints as they clutched the Bibles close to
their hearts. I was amazed that these prisoners weren’t filled with
malice or hate toward their KGB captors, kit with love and for-
giveness.

On one of three human rights trips to the People’s Republic of
China, I heard breathtaking stories of the Christian House Church
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Movement and of oppressed Catholics. One Christian woman, with
tears in her eyes, told me how she had been forcibly aborted by
rough and rude Chinese family-planning cadres, and that she
grayed that her baby was in heaven. Yet, like Christ, she said she
orgave them, for they didn't know what they were doing. Frankly,
I was amazed.

Another told me how the public security policeman beat, har-
assed and robbed Christians. Well, his wife, who was blind, con-
verted and was healed of her blindness, I was told. That police offi-
cer, like the Roman jailer in our Lord’s day, converted as well.
Such is the power and the mercy of the God that we serve.

It is important that we assess, ladies and gentlemen, the per-
formance of our government, which I believe has been a bitter dis-
appointment, and of international institutions such as the U.N.
Human Rights Commission, and High Commissioner for Refugees,
in responding to the pleas of persecuted Christians. In the past we
have heard that these institutions have been reluctant to acknowl-
edge the plight of persecuted Christians, much less do anything of

- substance to help them. Most of us can remember the Pentecostals
who sought refuge in the U.S. Embassy in Moscow during the early
1980’s who were finally rescued only after they had been pressured
and cajoled for months to leave because they were cluttering up the
courtyard. I met them in Moscow in 1981, the so-called giberian
Seven, and was greatly moved by their courage, faith and love. Yet,
to our embassy they were a nuisance.

On the other side of the world, the so-called “Comprehensive
Plan of Action” for Southeast Asian asylum-seekers has returned
thousands of Christians, including priests, nuns, ministers, and
seminarians, to Vietnam after they were callously labeled “eco-
nomic migrants.” And applications for asylum or refugee status
from Christians who have managed to escape from Islamic extrem-
ist regimes have typically been rejected, despite the draconian pun-
ishments often administered against them.

Finally, and perhaps more important, today we will afford an op-
portunity for a broad coalition of respected voices, from Amnesty
International to the Southern Baptist Convention and the Family
Research Council, who will bear witness to their own recognition
of the plight of persecuted Christians. This is an issue I believe
that shmﬁd unite liberals and conservatives, Republicans and
Democrats, even internationalists and isolationists.

Let me conclude by saying that our Lord admonished us to care
for the persecuted, the hungry, those in prison—the so-called least
of our brethren. For me, this has meant being absolutely serious
about human rights and the protection of all who are weak and
vulnerable and gisenfrzmchised. For me, this has meant inclusion
of all people, regardless of race, sex, age or condition of depend-
ency, including unborn babies whose right to life is cruelly denied
by some nations, including our own. Human rights are indivisible.

Today, millions of Christians endure torture and are humiliated
for their faith. They are the “least of our brethren” only in the cir-
cumstances in which they find themselves. For in reality, they are
the moral giants, the unsung heroes whose faith and courage will
be revealed in the life to come.
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In the meantime, let us take Reverend Wirmbrand’s words to
heart and fight, as never before, for our suffeiing brethren.

I would like to ask my distinguished colleague from Califorria,
Congressman Dana Rohrabacher, if he has any opening comment.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

I first want to congratulate Chairman Smith for the leadership
that he is providing, not only on this issue, and this is an impor-
tant issue, and I think we are going to make it, we are going to
make this a signature national and international issue. This is the
first step, and I congratulate him on taking the leadership.

Also, Chris Smith bears the burden of so many of these moral
questions, and those of us who share those convictions, but perhaps
have other priorities. I am very interested in the space program
and very interested in tax policies and things like that. I want all
of you to know how much we admire Chris Smith, how much we
admire him as a person because he keeps us focused on these
moral questions of the day that, if America does not focus on these
questions, who cares about the space program? Who cares about
the tax policy? The fact is, America will not be America if we could
not take stands, moral stands, and lead this world morally as well
as technologically and economically.

So I believe that the leadership Mr. Smith is providing us and
Jongress is just invaluable. He is an irreplaceable member, and he
has my gratitude for that. B

In terms of this question today, I remember full well during the
cold war that we saw the persecution of the Jews in Russia. 1
mean, that was something that was vivid to most Americans. I re-
member as a newsman covering that story on numerous occasions.
1 was a newsman out in Los ‘Angeles. It was an important story.
It was something that signified the nature of the Soviet Union it-
self. The world knew about it, and eventually we were able to wade
in and make a difference there.

In fact, the world has also been aware recently of the persecution
and the genocide that has taken place against the Muslim popu-
lations in Bosnia. This too is something that the world has paid at-
tention to recently, just recently. It took far too long for us to take
some type of positive steps to try to counter that.

Well, today, as I say, we are launching the first steps to making
sure that the world pays attention to another group of people who
ave persecuted and are being tyrannized for the sake of their own
faith(,l and that is the Christian communities in various parts of the
world. - ’

Now the world no longer faces this monstrous threat that we
faced; for 70 years there was an atheist force on this planet that
meant to destroy the symbols of faith and the organizational struc-
tures of religious faith of every religious doctrine. This militant
atheism, as represented by communism, was, I believe, a historic,
evil force on this planet. I believe that that force has been defeated.
Now is the time for us to unite and to make sure that all people
who are being persecuted for their faith, whether it be Jews or
Christians or Muslims, that we make this our policy as American
citizens, and our policy as decent people of the world, to try to end
these types of persecutions.
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In terms of Christians, Christians perhaps have been more quiet
in the United States about the persecution of fellow Christians
than any of the other groups that have faced persecution overseas.
That needs to change, and that will change with the leadership
that Chris Smith is offering and those of us in Congress that will
be involved in this issue. It is time for all people of faith to stand

- together, to see that the persecuted Christians throughout the
world are protected and that we stand with them against those
who would tyrannize them, those who would basically eliminate
their faith through force and violence. ‘

Again, whether we are talking about the Rohingyas in Burma or
whether we are talking about Christians in Muslim countries, or
whether we are talking about Christians in Comnmunist countries,
these people are suffering for their faith; they are the heroes and
the saints of our time, and at the very least, we, the people of the
U(r;it,ed States, should send them a message that we are on their
side.

So thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. I am proud to be stand-
ing with you. Co

r. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Rohrabacher, for your very kind re-
marks and for your very cogent statement. I think it is very well
taken, especially the point aﬁ)out the militant atheism. We so mis-
understood what was at the core of the Communist regimes and
still is. As Rev. Wurmbrand pointed out in his books, it 1s not just
a dislike of God; it was a hatred of God.

I would like to introduce our first panelist, and we have three

anels of experts today, and we welcome you. For all who are here,
mcludinﬁ the press, if this goes on for much of the day, the remain-
der of the day, it is important that this information get out. So
while each witness will be asked to keep it within approximately
10 minutes, this will be a long hearing; but I think the information
is of such a nature that this needs to be a long hearing.

Nina Shea has been an international lawyer for 17 years and is
currently the program director of Freedom House’s Puer)la Program
on Religious Freedom. In her work with the Puebla Program, Ms.
Shea monitors religious persecution throughout Asia. She is also
co-author of Human Rights Report on El Salvador, published by
Random House in 1983. In addition, her writings have appeared in
The New York Times, the Wall Street Journal, the Asian Wall
Street Journal, the Los Angeles Times, and the New Republic. In
1993, the Clinton administration appointed Ms. Shea to the U.N.
Commission on Human Rights. :

Ms. Shea, if you would please begin. I will introduce our other
panelists before their respective presentations.

Ms. SHEA. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. I want to abbre-
viatedmy remarks today, so I ask that my entire text appear in the
record.

Mr. SMITH. Without objection, it is so ordered.

" STATEMENT OF NINA SHEA, PROGRAM DIRECTOR, THE
PUEBLA PROGRAM ON RELIGIOUS FREEDOM, FREEDOM
HOUSE

Ms. SHEA. Mr. Chairman, Freedom House congratulates the sub-
committee for holding these hearings on the persecution of Chris-
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tians throughout the world. This is an issue which has been the
focus of the Puebla Program for 10 years and was the topic of a
conference we sponsored last month at which over 100 key Chris-
tian leaders and activists discussed strategies for ending the indif-
ference of the West regarding this abomination.

Mr. Chairman, thank Jou for so consistently raising your own
voice against the torture, enslavement, imprisonment and murder
of Christians throughout the world. - ,

I have been asked to address patterns of persecution against
Christians in those countries that remain under Communist con-
trol; namely, North Korea, Vietnam and China.

Mr. Chairman, each of these governments initially attempted to
eradicate religion by force. While North Korea came the closest,
this tact was ultimately unsuccessful and Christianity survived in
the underground. Today, each of those Communist countries at-
tempts to control and restrict Christian worship and activity usin
diverse means. While there was a Communist Bloc isc’ated behin
the Iron Curtain, the Free World understood as a given that reli-
gious freedoms and other human rights were denied in communist-’
controlled countries. Few realize that even now religious persecu-
tion continues in the remnants of the Communist world.

Mr. Rohrabacher said that communism has lost its force, and in-
deed it has. Coramunist ideological fervor has dissipated to varying
levels in these countries. In China and Vietnam, Marxist economic
policies have been overthrown in favor of capitalist ones. Neverthe-
less, these three governments continue to persecute Christians as
well as _other religious groups for simple acts of worship and wit-
ness. And all three rank at the bottom of the 1996 Freedom House
“Freedom in the World” survey among the “18 worst rated coun-
tries” in the world for political rights and civil liberties. The repres-
sion of Christians is part of a political climate in which human
rights and democratic freedoms are routinely abused. “I think inde-
pendently, therefore, I am guilty,” remains the prevailing maxim.
Pope John Paul II, in his annual address this year to the diplo-
matic corps for the traditional exchange of New Year’s greetings,
decried the oppression of Christians throughout the world and sin-
gled out both China and Vietnam by name.

Why do the Communist governments, which have forsaken ideol-
ogy in so many other respects, still oppress independent worship?
The answer is simple. The churches assert moral values that these
governments do not want to hear. .

A fundamental moral teaching that is in conflict with Communist
ideology is Christianity’s belief in the inherent dignity of the indi-
vidual. That is, individuals have rights by reason of the fact they
are human persons; rights are not derived from or distributed by
the State or political agents. The Christian view of the human per-
son is informed by the teachings of the Bible. In many Christian
traditions, a philosophy of natural reason has been developed in
the defense of the idea of the inalienability of human rights. Thus,
when Pope John Paul II defended universality of human rights at
the United Nations last fall, he appealed to moral criteria that are
accessible to all persons of intelligence and good will, regardless of
faith.
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This tenet of human dignity and rights remains anathema to
Communist authorities, for it. threatens their monopoly on absolute
and unchecked political power. .

An understanding of this conflict helps explain why the Central
Committee of China’s Communist Party, in several recent docu-
ments circulated in Hong Kong, names Christianity in China as a
principal threat to political staf)ility. The mechanism for Beijing’s
control of religion is the Religious Affairs Bureau, which is ulti-
mately controlled by the Communist Central Committee. The Reli-
gious Affairs Bureau registers, oversees and controls all churches
within a framework provided by its Catholic Patriotic Association
and the Three-Self Patriotic Movement for Protestants. Those oper-
ating independently, such as the Roman Catholic. Church and a
vast underground network of Protestant Evangelical house church-
es, are unlawful and their members liable for arrest and imprison-
ment on charges of “counterrevolutionary acts” or other crimes.

Since July, the Religious Affairs Burcau has been headed by a
Communist hardliner and atheist, Ye Xiaowen, who is now imple-
menting a fierce campaign to stem the growing tide of Christian
belief in China. Following his appointment, at least four prominent
Roman Catholic bishops were arrested and detained, which was the
first time in over a year that members of the hierarchy were de-
tained for more than a few days. One bishop continues to be im-
prisoned at this time. On January 14, authorities renewed their
. drive to register all religious meeting places. Evangelicals have
been targeted throughout the country, but with particular intensity
in Shanghai and in Anhui province where authorities have “reso-
lutely recommended” reeducation through labor for principal mem-
bers of independent churches, even for those “whose misdeeds do
not warrant criminal punishment.” .

The current word on the street among evangelicals is that local
authorities are being pressed hard to round up all evangelicals for
registration or arrest, Police have vowed to “hit and erm‘iicate” five
Christian-based religious groups operating in Anhui, according to
China’s Public Security Bureau News newspaper. American Bible
missionaries I spoke to this week were told by Chinese Christians
that they are at this time too afraid to meet with foreigners or hold
Bible meetings and are lying low in their Christian activities. They
reported that this is now the most regressive period for them at
any time since the pre-Deng period in the late 197(0’s. An American
Bigle missionary who recently returned from China said that an
arrest warrant with the names of 3,000 evangelical preachers is
being circulated by the Public Security Bureau. Many house church
leaders have argued that to register with the government would
compromise their religious faith by giving ultimate authority to the
state.’

Mr. Chairman, China has the dubious distinction of holding more
Christigp prisoners than any other country in the world. We do not
know the actual numbers because its judicial and penal system are
closed. The Puebla Program has in its data base the names of ap-,
proximately 200 Christian clergy and leaders, alone, now impris-
oned or under some form of detention or restriction because of wor-
shipping within these independent churches. Roman Catholic
priests are imprisoned for celebrating Mass and administering the
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sacraments without State authorization. Protestant Evangelical
preachers are arrested and tortured for holding prayer meetings
and distributing the Bible without State approvaf

Take the case of Dai Guillang, a 45-year-old evangelical preacher
who is now serving a 3-year sentence, and he never had a trial, for
propagating the book of Genesis. o

Or take the case of Reverend Vincent Qin Guoliang, a 60-year-
old Roman Catholic priest who is now-serving a 2-year sentence of
“reeducation through labor” on charges that have been not made |
public. He has been forced to do hard labor, mostly at No. 4 brick
factory in Xining, since his initial arrest in 1955 for refusing to re-
pudiate association with the Vatican.

I would like to turn now to Vietnam. Vietnam so restricts inde-
pendent religious association for Buddhists and Christians that
even American tourists routinely find themselves under arrest for
their faith at the very time that the United Sta’es is restoring dip-
lomatic and trade ties and Vietnam is seeking most-favored-nation
status. This is underscored with the stunning example that oc-
curred last week. ° :

A week ago, three Americans traveling with the Oregon-based
evangelical group, Youth with a Mission, were arrested and or-
dered under house arrest after they were found talking with eight
young Vietnamese Christians in Ho Chi Minh City. These Ameri-
cans were held without due process for several days before being
made to pay a fine and sent home. This outrageous treatment of
American citizens, the denial of their basic religious rights, shows
Vietnam’s utter contempt for human rights law.

How much more severely does Vietnam restrict the rights of its
own citizens? Both Roman Catholics and Evangelical Protestants,
as well as Buddhists, suffer religious repression.

Since the early 1990’s, Vietnam has employed a repression strat-
egy of striking at the Catholic Church’s hierarchial structure rather
than imprisoning clergy. The government has moved toward de-
capitating the Roman Catholic Church by barring bishop appoint-
ments and by stanching the flow of seminary entrants and grad-
uates and restricting the number of ordinations. In a petition to
Vietnam’s Prime Minister presented on September 29, 1995, the
Vietnam Catholic Bishop’s Conference detailed the problems that
have “seriously hindered our pastoral ministry and our faithful’s
religious life.” :

Regarding the Roman Catholic Church, the members of the popu-
lar indigenous congregation of Mother Coredemptrix were harshly
persecuted, and 14 o? those priests and monks remain in prison
and have been in prison since 1987. .

Evangelicals who work with tribal groups are frequent targets of
arrest and harassment for illegal preaching. T )

An Evangelist working with prominent ﬁouse church leader Revy/
erend Tran Mai was tried and convicted of “abusing his freedom ds
a citizen to propagate religion.” He was sentenced to 3 years in
prison. He revealed at the trial that he had been beaten by security

olice. According to his wife, the Evangelist was beaten, bound by -
ﬁand and foot and left to lie in the sun for a long period of time
during which he was denied water. He eventually became delirious

y
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and wént on a hunger strike until he was untied and given mini-
mal food and water. o S A

In May, a court in Bato District, Quang Ngai Province, sentenced
two Protestant Evangelicals to 2 years in prison, and this is prob-
ably for their itinerant evangelistic work among the Hre tribe.

These are only a few examples.

Finally, turning to North Korea with its Stalinist ideology and a
bizarre personality cult built around its founding leader, the late
Kim Il Sun, North Korea is the most repressive country on earth
today. The government relies on relentless propagenda and a com-
prehensive surveillance system that aims to control virtually every
act, thought and desire of its citizens. In this society, freedom of
behef and worship have no place.

Kim’s combination of thought control and brutal punishment ap-
parently has devastated North Korea’s Christian community.
Pyongyang, nicknamed “Asia’s Jerusalem” was one of the con-
tinent’s most Christian cities. Today, the North Xorean Govern-
ment claims there are only 10,000 Protestants and no more than
a few thousand Catholics in a country whose total population is
over 21 million.

Since 1988, churches have been allowed to be built. There are
now only three church buildings, one Catholic and two Protestant,
and these are government-built and operated and regarded by
many Western observers as propaganda outlets for the government
that are only open when Western visitors are in the country. The
government permits some limited worship in private homes,'?;ut its
claim that the majority of the country’s Christians worship in
about 500 house-churches is probably exaggerated, since the gov-
ernment restricts travel, forbids unauthorized meetings, and keeps
religious believers under surveillance. Currently there is not a sin-
gle Catholic priest in North Korea, and therefore there are no
masses or sacraments administered. ‘

Reports by some observers would indicate that worshipers in
these churches are actors in the government’s charade. A Washing-
ton Post correspondent witnessing services at two of the churches
reported that of the four Protestant congregants he asked to name
the first book of the Bible, none was able to do so, and that only
one of the four knew the numbers of Jesus’ apostles. This journalist
reported as well that worshipers seemed listless and hardly
touched the Bibles placed before them. Other journalists visiting
the churches reported buack that they were reminded of “a visit to
a Madame Tussaud’s Wax Museum” or a Potemkin village. .

But North Korea has gone farther than China and Vietnam in
another respect. It has imposed on its citizens an alternative reli-
gion centered on Kim and his son. Starting as young children,
North Koreans learn to look on the “Great Leader” Kim Il Sung
and his son, the “Dear Leader” Kim Jong Il, as infallible, god-like
beings, and the progenitors of the Korean race. The media dissemi-
nate legends attributing supernatural origins and powers to the
Kim family. History books ascribe to Kim all the country’s achieve-
ments, even those for which he bears no responsibility. Statues and
posters of Kim aré displayed throughout the country, and every
adult must wear lapel badges with his picture.
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In conclusion, in the realm of religious freddom, communism re-
mains distinctively harsh, even in the world of Asian author-
itarianism. China, Vietnam and North Korea all severely restrict
religion, including“Christianity, in an attempt to bring it under
~government control. Regrettably, even as trade and free’ markets
{)urgeon in China and Vietnam, religious freedom continues to de-
teriorate. The Communist parties that control these countries cling
to the political ideology that has been so consistently disastrous for
human rights throughout their rule.

Thank you very much.

Mr. SMITH. Thank you very much, Ms. Shea.

[The prepared statement of Ms. Shea appears in the appendix.]

Mr. SMiTH. I would like to recognize our next witness, Joseph
Kung, the president of the Cardinal Kung Foundation, a nonprofit
organization named after his uncle, Ignatius Cardinal Kung, the
Vatican-appointed Roman Catholic Bishop of Shanghai. Joseph
Kung’s uncle was arrested in Shanghai in'1955, and later was sen-
tenced to life imprisonment for his refusal to denounce the Holy
Father as the head of the Roman Catholic Church. For three dec-
ades, Mr. Kung lobbied for the release of his uncle, Bishop Kung.
Finally, in 1985, the 85-year-old Bishop Kung, very frail and very
sick, was released on parole after 30 years o‘fgimprisonment. After
Pope John Paul IT announced the elevation of Bishop Kung to Car-
dinal in 1991, Joseph Kung, at the request of Cardinal Kung and
the encouragement of Bishop Walter Curtis, established the Car-
dinal Kung Foundation to directly assist the loyal persecuted
Roman Catholic Church in China. .

I would just interject parenthetically that T traveled with Mr.
Kung to China on a human rights mission a few years ago. We
have met with a number of the official church people and high gov-
ernment officials. He made a very persuasive case on behalf of the
suffering Catholics. I would like to yield the floor to Mr. Kung.

STATEMENT OF JOSEPH M.C. KUNG, PRESIDENT, THE
CARDINAL KUNG FOUNDATION

Mr. KUNG. My, Chairman, I will abbreviate this text somewhat
in order to keep the time limit, with your permission.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to thank you for the opportunity to
tée}f!;ify before you today on the persecution of Roman Catholics in

ina.,

Mr. Chairman, the Chinese Constitution offers its citizens “free-
dom of religion.” In reality, Chinese citizens may only practice their
religion according to the choice of the Communist Government, not
according to their free choice and conscience. In the case of the
Catholic church, the government’s choice is “I'be Chinese Catholic
Patriotic Association” founded by the Communist Government.
Communists are atheists. It was never the mission of a Communist,
Government to promote “religion.” The primary goal of establishing
the Patriotic Association was therefore to replace the Roman
Catholic Church. The government failed; hence, the continuous per-
secution of the Roman Catholic Church.

Roman Catholics are required by their basic faith to accept the
authority of the Pope. Under no circumstances can a Roman Catho-
lic accept just any other church as a substitute without abandoning
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his faith and his status as a Roman Catholic. Roman Catholics in
China, therefore, cannot concurrently keep their faith and follow
their Eovemment’s instruction to reject the Pope’s anthority in the
church, in spite of the risk of persecution.

As Pope John Paul II said on January 14, 1995, in his message
broadcast to China: “A Catholic who wishes to remain such and to
be recognized as such cannot reject the principle of communion
with the successor of Peter.” By remaining ioyal o the Pope as
mandated by the Catholic faith, the Roman Catholic Church is out-
lawed in China and is known as the unofficial church.

Mr. Chairman, the persecution of the Roman Catholics is not an-
cient history. The persecution continues as we are speaking here
today. It gets worse at a time when China is given much freedoin
in business and finance. It gets worse at a time when China is
making significant economic progress. It gets worse at a time when
China 1s working hard to claim its status as an important member
of the international comr.unity. Certainly, the policy of the U.S.
Government to separate human rights and trade under the policy
of the current Administration must bear some responsibility for
this ongoing religious persecution.

As soon as the Patriotic Association was established, all prop-
erties of the Roman Catholic Church were confiscaied. Later, as
China opened up, many of the church buildings and other prop-
erties were transferred to the Patriotic Association, lcaving the
loyal Roman Catholics homeless and penniless.

Many foreign visitors have seen these reopened churches. They
appear Catholic. The priests dress like Catholic priests. Even their
prayers sound Catholic. But they are not Catholic. They all belong
to the Patriotic Association.

Behind the seemingly serene and pious scenes in these churches
are the continuous suppression, often brutal persecution, of the &
million Roman Catholics loyal to the Pope.

Persecution is much more widespread than merely targeting
those who have been singled out as ringleaders. Many others, ordi-
nary citizens and simple villagers, suffer serious routine harass-
ment for their faith. This includes intimidation, shert-term deten-
tion, beatings, physical abuse, lack of medical treatment during
confinement, and heavy fines which I would characterize as ran-
som,

Lacking a place to worship, Roman Catholics, particularly in the
countrxside, often build their own simr’.- churches on private prop-
erty. A few of these structures su+ .2, but most of them have
been destroyed by the government. ,

In the last 2 years, we had reports that four churches were de-
stroyed. Many more probably met with the same fate.

In 1994, for instance, the faithful in a remote village in Jilin
Province collected 20,000 Chinese yen; approximately, compared to
U.S. $2,500. They mobilized the whole village, including children,
to build a tiny chapel. They completed the structure quickly, in 5%2
days, hoping to escapes the notice of the local authorities. They
hoped that once the chapel was built, the government might just
tolerate it. They were wrong. More than 100 army trucks with sev-
eral hundred soldiers came. They ordered the villagers to tear
down this church. Instead, all the faithful gathered in the newly
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built chapel and prayed in unison. The soldiers grabbed all praying
villagers and threw them out. Then the soldicrs dispersed them
with a high-pressure water hose. During the late night of July 22,
1994, the soldiers returned. They tore down the chapel while the
villagers slept. The next merning, the villagers gathered at the de-
bris of the destrcyed church. They prayed. They wept.

Sixteen months later, on November 22, 1995, more than 40 vehi-
cles with about 150 public security officers destroyed another newly
built church nea: Dong Lu in Hebei. In the process, the officers se-
verely beat the Catholic construction workers, resulting in five in-
jured workers. Seven Catholics were detained. Two days later, a
Holy Mass was offered at the site of the destroyed church. Thou-
sands came.

Mr. Chairman. this is a picture of the debris of the church. Noth-
in%but brick left; everything destroyed.

etween these two incidents during the 16-month period, two
more churches, Loth located in Baoding, were destroyed.

Mr. Sun Guoiu from a small villauge in Hebei was arrested on
February 23, 1945, for organizing a retreat for the Roman Catholic
laity and for listzning to a catechism on audio tape. ‘

Mr. Sun was badly tortured. When he passed out, he was placed
outdoors in the cold, He was told that to secure his release, he
must give a barguet to the security personnel and pay a fine of
Chinese yen $5 040, which is equivalent to almost 2 years of a vil-
}ager_’]s income. v, Sun does not have this ransom and he remains
in jail.

Reverend Chi FHuitian of Hebei Province was arrested on April
17, 1995, for his refusal to obey a security burcau’s order to cancel
his Easter Mass. H{e stayed in jail about 6 months. He suffers from
a brain concussion due to the torture he suffered in jail.

Reverend Liao Haiging of Jiangxi Province, age 68, was arrested
many times. The latest rearrest was on August 4. He has a heart
condition and hizsh blood pressure. In the beginning of his deten-
tion, Rev. Liao w3 not allowed to receive medication from his fam-
ilv. I can go on and on and on for many other cases. But there are
two new cases.

Reverend Xu Delu of Jiangsu Province was arrested on October
8, 1995, after he had offered a Holy Mass in a private home.

Reverend Guoe Baile, also of Jiangsu Province, known as a “fish-
erman’s priest,” was arrested on November 1, 1995, after he offered
a Holy Mass on a 40-ton cement boat. Arrested with him were two
femule Catholics who were beaten with an electric baton.

During the Women's Conference in Beijing, while the U.S.” First
Lady and the world’s delegates were in China, many bishops,
- priests and faithful were detained in an effort to stop any attempt
of the Underground Church from contacting the foreigners. I know
of a number of young people who are still in hiding now because
they were discovered sneaking out of their village to go to Beijing.
Their intent was to meet with certain foreigners in an attempt to
reveal their struggles to the world via the international media.
They never succeeded.

In Yu Jiang of Jiangxi Province, the Roman Catholics, who have
no church buildings, would congregate by the thousands on top of
a desolate mountain to pray and to celebrate the Holy Mass on
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each important Catholic feastday. The Chinese Government tried
its best to suppress these services. We know of two tragedies dur-
ing the praﬁer service in the last 2 years.

ugust the 15th is the Feast of Assumption, an important date
on the Catholic calendar. It is a holy day of obligation on which
Catholics must attend Mass,

On August 13 and 14, 1994, about a dozen Catholic leaders in
Yu Jiang and elsewhere were arrested. Many homes suspected to
house out-of-town Catholics were searched. As a resuit, many faith-
ful attempted to escape by jumping out of the windows on the
up%er floors. Many sustained injuries. Others hid in the bushes all
might.

n August 14, roads leading to the mountain were blocked by
several thousand security personnel. Public transportation, includ-
ing ferries to and from this site, were forbidden for people sus-
pected to be Roman Catholics heading for the mountain,

Several thousand faithful, risking imprisonment, torture and
fines, walked through a chest-deep river and little-known paths to
reach the mountain but were stopped and beaten by government
forces who used electrically charged batons, injured scores and ar-
rested dozens. Despite these atrocities, 2,000 faithful broke through
the police line and reached the top of the mountain. There they
prayed and sang hymns. There were no bishop and priests to offer
Mass for them, because all of them were arrested.

There was another case where 30 or 40 Catholics were arrested
during the prayer service on top of the mountain, and four of them
were sentenced between 2 1o 5 years.

The bishop of this diocese, M‘ost Reverend Zeng Jingmu, was ar-
rested many times. He was rearrested on November 22, 1995, and
is still in jail. We are most concerned, as he has been in bad
health.

These repeated and intermittent arrests, without going through
the proper court procedures, are commonly referred to as adminis-
trative detention. This terrorizing methody has become notoricusly
prevalent in China as a weapon against the clergy and the lay
Catholic leaders. Not coincidentally, this methodology also makes
it more difficult for international human rights groups to obtain
timely information, or to lobby for their victims,

There is every evidence that the persecution is stepping up.

On December 22, 1995, just about a month ago, the religious bu-
rean in Shanghai announced 63 regulations to step up control of
the so-called 1illegal religious activities. The effective date of en-
forcement begins on March 1, 1996. We believe that other munici-
palities will follow suit. In essence, every religious group must be
registered. Each religious activity must be preregistered and ap-
proved. No mission activities from foreign countries is allowed. For
an unregistered religious group like the Roman Catholic Church,
no assembly of religious activities is allowed, no church is allowed
to be built, and no stipends or donations are allowed. These new
regulations appear to be a rigorous enforcement of Decrees 144 and
145 signed by Premier Li Pang on January 31, 1994. )

Many faithful know that they cannot follow the Patriotic Associa-
tion without abandoning their faith. They feel helpless, except to
prepare for the worst eventualities. They are now under close
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watch by the local authorities. Just as in the 1950's, they have
packed their small bags and are ready to be arrested en masse
once again. )

Bishop Joseph Fan of Shanghai, the auxiliary Bishop of Cardinal
Kung, is taking charge of the diocese. He has been watched very
closely by the Shanghai authorities for the past few years. At
fQresent, Bishop Fan's every movement is monitored by security of-
icers.

Bishop Fan and another loyal priest of Shanghai have announced
that no lonﬁer can they offer Holy Mass in their houses to loyal
Roman Catholics pursuant to the oppressive regulations effective
March 1, 1996. They were given to understand that if the priests
were to be caught offering Mass in their houses with Catholics in
attendance, they would be fined Chinese yen of 1,000 each and the
member of the faithful JMP for 500 each. The fine will be doubled
if they are caught a second or third time. In the event they are
caught for the fourth time, they would be expelled to the country-
side with reduced living quarters. It appears that something very,
very awful and dreadﬁll will happen soon to the loyal Roman
Catholic Church in China.

Recently, Bishop Su Chimin, Bishop of Boading, and his auxil-
iary Bishop, Bishop An Shuxin, have also been under very strict
surveillance. A security person watches them day and night at all
times. Mr. Chairman, Bishop Su is a bishop who met with us 2
years ago. He is in house arrest, in other words.

Last night I received some new cases. I am going over a couple
of minutes. We learned of an 80-ycar-old parish priest who was in-
vestigated by local authorities, ostensibly on the property rights of
his church and a seminary. The authonty also investigated every
resident status, dispersed all religious in the seminarians and con-
vents. Several nuns were arrested. Catholic doctrine is not, allowed
to be taught in the church. In order to prevent the Roman Catholic
students from attending Mass on Sundays, the school system de-
clared Sunday a school day and Friday a free day. If a student or
teacher were discovered to be Catholics, they were ordered to join
the Patriotic Association. They were not allowed to wear holy med-
als. If they refused, they would be dismissed from the school sys-
tem, and several persons were subsequently dismissed. Concur-
rently, the authorities promised that teachers who renounced their
Catholic faith would be promoted from private school teacher to
that of national status.

More than 400 security personnel from the local authorities are
now stationed in Boading and its neighboring towns to control the
so-called illegal religious activities. Boading is the place where
Bishop Su is. They even started a branch of a security office in
Dong Lu, which is the site of the annual pilgrimage in May with
total attendance well over 100,000 from all over China. To add in- -
sult to injury, the villagers must provide room and board to ali gov-
ernment security personnel. Can you imagine if this happened in
the United States?

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Kung, if we may, we will make the rest of your
very persuasive testimony a part of the record. When you men-
tioned Bishop Su, I vividly remembered our meeting with him. We
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will make that a part of the record if you don’t mind. 1 thank you
for PIy:our excellent testimony. -

[The prepared statement of Mr. Kung appears in the appendix.]

Mr. SMiTH. I would like to proceed with our next witness, Rev-
erend Tran Quy Thien, who was born in Vietham. Ordained as a
Catholic Priest in 1960, he served as a chaplain in the armed forces
of the Republic of Vietnam. In 1975, he was sentenced to 13 years
in prison along with many other religious leaders. After his release
in 1988, he was prohibited from conducting religious services. Rev-
erend Thien arrived in the United States in 1991 under the HO
program. Since then, he has been active in promoting religious
freedom in Vietnam. He recently met with President Vaclav Havel
in the Czech Republic to diséuss issues of human rights and reli-
gion in Vietnam. Reverend Thien.

STATEMENT OF TRAN QUI THIEN, CATHOLIC PRIEST

Rev. THIEN. Mr. Chairman, Honorable Members of the Sub- -~
committee on International Operations and Human Rights, ladies
and gentlemen, it is a greai honor for me to be here today in this
august assembly, which is a part of the legislative branch of the
United States and represents the highest authority in this land.
When I received the invitation to speak in front of you today, I re-
alized that it was not simply due to the fact that as a (gltholic
chaplain I have spent some 13 years in a number of Vietnamese
Communist reeducation camps. Rather, I am called here to speak
on behalf of the whole question of religious freedom in Vietnam, of
which I am only a living witness.

I would like therefore to start out by saying that the Communist
authorities in Vietnam did not single out my church, the Catholic
Church of Vietnam, as a target for their repressive policy. In fact,
following Karl Marx and considering all five major reFi ions of Viet-
nam, Bud."~i=m, Cathelicism, Caodaism, Hoa Hao, and Protestant-
ism, to be “the opiate of the people” that needs to be eradicated,
they have gone systematically after their extermination, suppres-
sion and/or co-optation. This is a policy that they have imple-
mented and perfected in North Vietnam since their rise to power
in 1945. When they came into full control of South Vietnam in
April 1975, they only elaborated on that policy, improvising adapta-
tions at first but cventually summing them up in two governmental
measures, Decision No. 297 dated 11 November 1977 and Ministe-
rial Decree No. 69/HDBT dated 21 March 1991, according to which
all religions in Vietham are under the control of the State Commit-
tee for Religious Affairs and all religious activities are strictly cir-
curmnscribed. This includes not only surh things as religious restric-
tions and prohibitions, church services, the selection of seminar-
ians, the training, appointment and movement of religion leaders
within the churcﬁ, but even such things as the regulation of gifts
or aid received from abroad, the importation of religious literature,
international exchanges with churcnhes and religious organizations
outside of Vietnam.

In the words of a famous Redemptorist father currently residing
in Saigon, Father Chan Tin, the current situation of the Catholic
Church of Vietnam is as follows: “The State intervenes blatantly in
the internal affairs of the Church and opposes the Vatican’s ap-
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pointments of bishops to vacant sees. To take the case of the Sai-
on archdiocese, the Vatican had appointed Monsignor Nguyen Van
uan to be the deputy to Archbishop Nguyen Van Bing“even be-
fore 30 April 1975. Claiming, however, that he owed the people a
“blood debt”, the State held him in prison for 13 years and even
after he came out of jail, he was expelled from Vietnam. When the
late Archbishop Nguyen Van Binh was seriously ill and about to
die, the Vatican appointed Monsignor Huynh Van Nghi to replace
him as the prelate of Saigon, but the State repeatedly opposed that
move and, even after Archbishop Nguyen Van Binh passed away,
the State still made everything possible to vrevent Monsignor NgKi
from coming to Saigon to assume his post. It had him under con-
stant surveillance, had him followed and prevented in every way
from reaching Saigon. These are some of the latest developments.
As for other areas of religious freedom, the: State continues to limit
the number of seminaries and seminarians, check on the back-
Fround of teachers at those seminaries, prevent the appointment of
ocal parish priests, raise all kinds of obstacles when the bishops
try to move the priests from one parish to another, all these and
others should suffice to prove that the State continues to blatantly
violate the human and civil rights of the Vietnamese people.”

From the above it is clear that the Socialist Republic of Vietnam
has been engaged in a vicious plan to do away with organized reli-
gions in Vietnam despite the fact that the Vietnamese people are
among the most religious people on earth. This plan is a systematic
one, divided into various stages, and it is fully controlled by the
Communist Party of Vietnam at every stage. Xs demonstrated by
a detailed document written in 1994 by Do Trung Hieu, the Party
member put in charge but who eventually came to be ashamed of
the role he played in the destruction of the Unified Buddhist
Church of Vietnam, the CPV does not stop before any scheme, no
matter how insidious, in order to destroy what it considers to be
its main competitors as far as the allegiance of people is concerned.

Thus, no pen will ever be adequate to describe all of the acts of
terrorism, repression, suppression, murder and imprisonment
aimed at the religious leaders and their followers, purely on reli-
gious grounds, in Vietnam. Among the raeans used toward those
ends as well as to sow division among the various faiths in Viet-
nam, one must not fail to mention the so-called political protection
public security force, which is one of the main instruments of vio-
lence of the regime, and the state-spensored churches that are con-
coctions meant to destroy the various churches of Vietnam from the
inside. For instance, to destroy the UBC they created an official
Buddhist Church of Vietnam-—only the word “Unified” is left out—
to buy some ambitious leaders and draw them to the side of the

overnment in an attempt to confuse the ignorant outside world,
gut this church is all shadow, no substance.

In the case of the Catholic Church, they created since 1976 a Li-
aison Committee of Patrictic Catholics that is allowed its own pub-
lication to contravene anry and every attempt by the mother church
to organize the Catholics of Vietnam, who number between six and
seven million, into an independent social force for good within an
independent Vietnam.
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Mr. Chairman, distinguished members of the subcommittee, la-
dies and gentlemen, in view of the above, it is absolutely necessary
for the world to speak up and to get the support of the Congress
of the United States, in demanding:

First, that the SRV Government restores to the churches of Viet-
nam their legality so that they can operate normally, as in any civ-
ilized country, without the interference of such superfluous bodies
as the State Committee for Religious Affairs or the state-sponsored
pseudo-churches that go by the various names of patriotic this and
patriotic that.

Second, that the SRV Government releases at once all religious
leaders belonging to every f{aith, not only nuns and priests, but also
lay persons imprisoned for their religious activities. Once released,
these people should not be on probation either, which is only a eu-
phemism for house arrest.

Third, that the SRV Government return all the church properties
to the various churches so that they could make their positive con-
tributions to healing society, in terms of cultural, educational, so-
cial and religious contributions.

Fourth, that the SRV Government only needs to follow the letter
and spirit of its own Constitution, which in Article 70 guarantees
the freedom to worship, freedom of religion, and freedom to prac-
tice or not to practice a religion. The SRV is also bound by the com-
mitment it gave in joining the United Nations that various free-
doms be respected, including the freedom of religion, as defined in
the U.N. Charter and the Universal Declaration of Human Rights.

In closing, I would like to present to you, Mr. Chairman and dis-
tinguished members of the Subcommittee on International Oper-
ations and Human Rights, my humble and most sincere thanks for
giving me this precious opportunity to speak on behalf of my co-
religionists and sister faiths in Vietnam. Thank you.

[The prepared statement of Rev. Thicn appears in the appendix.]

Mr. SmiTH. Thank you, Reverend. And you have spoken well.
Yours was an excellent statement, and I think it will be very help-
ful for this subcommittec and for other Members of Congress to
have heard your testimony. When the record is widely dissemi-
nated, as it will be, it will be very helpful in chronicling what has
happened in your country.

We do have one final panelist, Tom White, who has worked with
Pastor Richard Wurmbrand and The Voice of the Martyrs, Inc., for
nearly 20 years. He has visited over 90 countries, sharing the voice
and burden for the persecuted church. While teaching English in
the Cayman Islands in the 1970’s, Mr. White made repeated trips
to Cuba, dropping thousands of gospels and Bible portions into the
ocean currents. This was in response to the destruction of 100,000
Bibles in Cuba’s sugar mills. In 1979, Mr. White’s private plane
crashed on a Cuban highway and he was then sentenced to 24
years imprisonment. During his imprisonment, Mr. White experi-
enced firsthand the plight of the suffering church. After many
prayers, letters, and appeals from Mother Teresa and Members of
Congress, he was released.

Mr. SMrTH. I would like to ask Mr. White if he would offer his
testimony now,
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STATEMENT OF TOM WHITE, USA DIRECTOR, THE VOICE OF
THE MARTYRS, INC.

Mr. WHITE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I will summarize my notes. It is an honor for me to appear before
this committee. Members of this committee met my flight in 1980
when I was released from prison, and met us at Tamiami Airport
in Florida. It is an honor to see this tremendous work.

I will briefly summarize Cuba and then I would like to spend the
bulk of my time on Vietnam, confirming some of what our dear
friend here just mentioned.

Castro did destroy 100,000 Bibles in sugar mills and burned an
extra 27,000 Bibles. This is confirmed by the Bible Society during
his first 3 years in power. I would like to point out as of today,
Fidel Castro, who appears as the religious and spiritual guru of
Cuba, has yet to replace the 120,000 or 130,000 Bibles that he has
destroyed.

Time has passed. Chris Yales led a group of Jamaicans to Cuba
in 1994. They were all arrested and thrown out of the country for
carrying Bibﬁ'as. Cuba today has drawn up a blacklist of Christian
organizations, such as Campus Crusade for Christ, Youth With a
Mission and many others, forbidding them to come to the island.
Pastor Orson Vila is now still imprisoned in Cuba. He is the head
of the Pentecostal Assembly of God in the central region of Cuba.
He was arrested for having house church services.

The Cuban Government in 1989 gave permission to have house
churches but they were rvather surprised, as Mao was when he
opened his society for a period, when the Cuban Government saw
800 house churches spring up across Cuba just in these last few
years. As a result, the police have cracked down and arrested Pas-
tor Vila, who is still in prison at this time.

With that, I would like to conclude that brief statement on Cuba
and move into Vietnam. I do have photographs available in those
packets for members of the press and others present. There are two
photos of Pastor Vila. One was taken in prison when his wife was
visiting him, and the other is when he was pastoring his congrega-
fiion of over 2,000 people. This church still remains closed as of this

ate.

I just returned from Saigon 2 weeks ago. Our organization works
in countries where it is forbidden to propagate Christian faith or
to own Christian literature. The Vietnamese Government has only
allowed one printing of the Bible since 1975, the Communist take-
over. I wou](Flike to mention that many of the Vietnamese I men-
tion in my article here today are people that I know personally, are
my close friends in the last 4 or 5 years.

In the summer of 1994, the Vietnamese pclice raided a print
shop in Saigon and confiscated 400 New Testaments that waie
being printed for the K'Ho tribe. This is a New Testament printed
in Saigon secretly. This is in Vietnamese.

But the police still raid print shops around Vietnam, confiscating
and destroying Bibles. This shows how farcical the Vietnamese
Government is when they announced recently that they were hav-
ing an official printing of Bibles, yet at the same time they go
around and destroy Bibles that are unofficially printed.
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One week before the United States signed economic agreements
with Vietnam in July 1995, Vietnamese officials seized over 600
Christian books from believers. These are the books. This is a chil-
dren’s Bible story book printed in Vietnamese. 1 know this hap-
pened because I was there when that event occurred.

Vietnamese today travel from Hanoi to Saigon on hard wooden
train seats, just like the Siberians used to travel to Moscow looking

* for Bibles, they travel to Saigon looking for a Bible. There is an av-
erage of 1 Bible for every 3,750 Vietnamese today.

The Vietnamese Government uses exile, imprisonment and beat-
ings today. The head of the Evangelical Church of Vietham, most
people don’t even know his name, has been in exile for 13 years on
a rice paddy with his children. His name is Pastor Nguyen Lap Ma.
The Communist Government confiscated his church when they took
power in the south. He refused to give them the entire church, and
so they sent him in exile with his family on April 21, 1982. He is
still in exile. He has never been tried. He has never sat in a court-
room, but has been beaten by police on numerous occasions.

We have documents showing how his son is forbidden to go to
school as an eighth grade student. This is a photocopy of the police
document persecuting his 13-year-old son showing that he is
“under house arrest because of religion.” One of his daughters is
married but is allowed to see her husband only occasionally, once
every few weeks, because she is also in exile with the family. She
is 28 years old.

Central Vietnam, where many tribal groups are persecuted
today, the Vietnamese Government in the last 2 years has con-
structed hundreds of wooden poles with loudspeakers on them fac-
ing all four directions. Government propaganda now begins in the
morning at 3 am. in Dong Ho in Quang Tri Province and other
areas of Vietnam, from 3 a.m. in the morning until 11 p.m. at night
for all villagers. It is felt by some that this is being done to coun-
teract the growth of the Christian house churches in Vietnam.

On July 10, 1995, the police in Dac Lac Province interrogated
eight Christians, taking a tribal Christian named Brother K'Be,
placing him on television every week for 3 minutes with an expla-
nation of his crime. I met him personally. He told me that the po-
lice do not want the church to grow. He has been caugTVht three
times. He says, “If they catch me one more time, they will put me
in prison. I asked the police why our city of Di Linh has no
church.”

We also took photos in a labor camp in Vietnam in the 1990’s of
Pastor Kon-Sa-Ha-Hak, whose hands were tied behind his back
and lit cigarettes were put in his nose, making fun of him. We pub-
lished the photo of these two men in a labor camp, two pastors
with him, and they were released only after the Viethamese Gov-
ernment was embarrassed about their existence. That is another
reason I am happy for committees of this type because this is, I be-
lieve, one of our purposes, to bring these cases to the world.

The Vietnamese Goverament arrests men, women, elderly grand-
mothers. I have visited three times with Mrs. Vo Thi Manh, who
has 15 grandchildren. Her crime was holding house services. She
was transported from Thu Duc prison—we have photographs of
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that prison—to a labor camp in the back of a U.S. Army truck, an

old truck, with chains on her legs. She is 62 years old. ’

We have a photograph in the file you can see there of a Brother
K'Manh. He also speaks English. The police raided his village in
January 1995, took all eight Bibles in the village where 35 families
meet, Christian families meet. We also have his address for your
consideration.

There is a Christian named Ho Van Loc. I was in Vietnam a year
ago. The police had shot his water buffalo and cooked it in his f{'ont
yard because he had a Christian service in his home. Most of these
poor rice farmers who have a $14-a-month income, the most valu-
able possession and only possession they have is a water buffalo,
and the police killed his buffalo and ate it in the front yard, laugh-
ing. Now Brother Lec is in prison, and we have his prison address
for your record. He is serving a 1-year prison sentence at this time.

Also a Christian, To Dinh Trung, when Mrs. Shea mentioned, of
the K’Ho tribe has heen beaten, videotaped, and has slept in prison
latrines. We have a picture of him in the file for you today, as well.

I interviewed Mr. Trung some 6 months ago before he went to
prison. His young wife, when Mr. Trung was in prison recently,
had a third child only 13 days of age. The government accuses him
(and we have some of his court documents) of “taking advantage

" of citizens’ freedom to violate the interests of the government.” I
mean, it is a very convoluted type statement, and they accuse him
of evangelizing, bringing the good news to the people. I am sure
they use “good news” in the technical sense, not that they endorse
this as the good news.

Mr. Trung was given, just a few months ago, a 3-year prison sen-
tence, and is now in the prison in Quang Ngai, Vietham.

I would like to-point out in all of these tribal areas, nc official
church exists. There are now tens of thousands of new Christians
in Vietnam, and the government says they must attend the official
church. There is no official church. There is no building. There is
nowhere they can go, unless they want to walk 50 to 100 miles
every Sunday morning to church. There is no alternative,

Mr. Trung’s wife wrote a letter—we have the entire text of that
letter which is in the record—concerning all of the laws that the
Vietnamese Government has broken. An excellent letter for a
woman who has no shoes and lives in a house with a dirt floor. It

_is an incredible letter. You will have to read this.

" She states her husband never did try to put down the govern-
ment. He encouraged people not to gamble or be involved in super-
stitious practices. And she asks, why was he arrested? She states
that Bibles have been printed in Vietnam, so why did the police
burn her husband’s Bible? It is an excellent report from her.

I just received in the last few days a report in the handwriting
of the villagers from the village of Tra Nham. This is their letter,
where they talk about several years of persecution,

In the early 1990’s they came and killed the pigs and they fined
them. They had to pay in pigs for worshipping Christ. In 1993 they
came and shot to death several oxen, and tied up Christians, fined
them. The police use many Christians in Vietnam today just as
forced labor, and they economically rape their villages of rice.
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The third time here in 1995 they went back to this same village
and fined them all bags of rice. They beat them until their faces
were black. I am readirg this from the letter of the villagers them-
selves. They killed the pig. They killed the chickens. To us this
sounds funny, but a chicken is about a week’s wages in Vietnam.
They fined them 80,000 VN Dong.

In North Vietnam today there are only 9 to 12 official church
buildings, which may be Protestant churches, but in the entire area
of North Vietnam. But there are tens of thousands of new Hmong
tribesmen that are listening to Christian shortwave radio.

In this issue of the North Vietnamese newspaper which was pub-
lished in 1991, it ridicules the tribesmen for listening to the gospel
on radio. Although this is an old paper, we have new documents
of Christians who were arrested and fined for listening to the radio.
That paper is called the Nhan Dan, N-H-A-N D-A-N. That was
April 21, 1991, In that paper they accused the Vietnamese of wor-
shipping a King (K-I-N-G with a capital K) stopping their work,
going to buy radios.

Radio Hanoi in August 1994 attacked Christian radio broadcasts,
stating that they are here to spread incendiary propaganda and de-
stabilize Vietnam. This is the type of radio. We buy thousands of
these and try to circulate them in North Vietnam. They cost $8.
Ironically, they are sold in Hanoi and Saigon, and then the police
take them from the Christians and smash them to pieces. So that
is their Achilles’ heel, I guess, but it is interesting.

The government refuses the South Vietnamese church to visit
the North Vietnamese church. There are still two Vietnams, South
and North. No South Vietnamese Christian official has been al-
lowed to visit any North Vietnamese Christian official. They keep
the two nations separate.

We have lists of confiscation reports of Bibles here in original
court documents, lists of arrests. The latest report I received just
yesterday, which I will add later to this, is of an attack on five
Hmong villages in North Vietnam, tribesmen who were listening to
these broadcasts. Ribs were broken. A former policeman who be-
came a Christian was killed by policemen by forcing alcohol down
his throat until he died. The other villagers fled into the jungle.

I ask all at this hearing today to place the Vietnamese Govern-
ment on notice of its continued arrests, beatings, fines, harassment
of their less than 10 percent Christian minority by recalling our
American ambassador from Vietnam and by bringing the names
and cases of these persecuted before Vietnamese Government offi-
cials.

In conclusion, the Deputy Prime Minister of Vietnam, Mr. Phan
Van Khai, stated at the United Nations: “The government of Viet-
nam respects democracy and human rights. It allows different po-
litical viewpoints.” If this is correct, the Vietnamese Government
should stop the hypocritical practice of using a 1991 local security
law and other laws to forbid the freedom of worship and religious
assembly for its people.

Thank you. .

[The prepared statement of Mr. White appears in the appendix.]
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Mr. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. White. I would ask, without objec-
tion, that your full statement and that of the other witnesses be
made a part of the record.

Mr. Rohrabacher. o ‘

Mr. ROHRABACHER, Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

I would like to ask the witnesses their reaction to what we are
confronted with when we bring up these human rights abuses.
What we are confronted with is businessmen who are deing busi-
ness in Vietnam or in China, and we are told that all we really
need to do to bring about a better society in these countries, more
respect for human rights, is to invest more money. In fact, the
more businesses that seem to go over there, every time there is a
complaint about human rights, there seem to be more businessmen
at our door defending that proposition.

Is there any evidence that economic progzress and greater eco-
nomic ties with the United States will bring about greater respect
for human rights by Vietnam and China? Maybe we can just have
a very short answer from each of you, starting with this side.

Ms. SHEA. That is a good question. Mo, there is no evidence. In
fact, religious freedoms have deteriorated in both countries since
trade has been renewed, and what we are seeing is that unfortu-
nately a number of American companies are incorporating the local
practices.

In one case, in China, an American firm fired one of its employ-
ees after he was arrested for prayirg without authorization. It was
only after an international human rights campaign was waged was
he rehired. And we are hearing disturbing reports now of——

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Could you give us the name of that company?

Ms. SHEA. It was Chrysler Corporation.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. &rysler Corporation?

Ms. SHEA. Yes. Gao Feng.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Firef% oae of its employees where?

Ms. SHEA. In China.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. In China?

Ms. SHEA. Yes.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. For praying? ,

Ms. SHEA. And that particular man is back in prison now at this
very moment. He was rounded up as a suspect person, a suspect
Christian, during the period immediately prior to the U.N. Fourth
World Conference on Women. There was a roundup at that time of
dissidents and Christians. He is one of the rounded up and is still
in prison.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Do you have his name?

Ms. SHEA. Yes, I do.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. What is his name?

Ms. SHEA. His name is in my testimony on page 3, second case,
Gao, G-A-O, first name, F-E-N-G.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. And when did that happen?

Ms. SHEA. That was in 1994 that he was initially fired after his
arrest. He was absent from work for a couple of weeks. The com-
pany has an ironclad policy. Anyone who comes bac:. to work after
an absence without an official éxcuse is fired.

In that case, Chrysler did not take Chinese repression seriously
enough. They went to the police and said, “OK, he said he was
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under arrest. Where is the record?” Of course, there is no record.
There is no due process. So he was fired automatically.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. OK. So let's get this straight, so that the peo-
ple out there understand what we are talking about. These Amer-
ican companies that are claiming to us that American investment
will eventually bring about a greater respect for human rights, at
least this particular company, Chrysler Corporation, fired a man
who had been arrested for participating in a religious activity, and
he had been arrested basically for participating in this religious ac-
tivity and thus he could not get to work.

Ms. SHEA. Yes.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. And because he couldn’t get to work, Chrys-
ler Corporation fired him? ,

Ms. SurA. That is correct. Because he was arrested that one
time, he was under suspicion and he was one of the people that
they—and because there was an international human rights cam-
paign waged on his bebalf, the government then went after him
right before the U.N.’s World Conference on Women.

r. ROHRABACHER. So this must be a tremendous bit of leverage
that the authorities have, to know that not only when they arrest
someone are they incarcerating that person and putting them
through hardship at the moment, but the authorities know, as well
as the victim knows, that this could create an economic catastrophe
for the person’s family because the American corporation will let
that person go for not coming back to work on time.

Ms. SHEA. Yes.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Frankly, I think that is a very disturbing
piece of information, and I think that we will be questioning Amer-
ican corporations that come before our committees as to whether or
not employees who are arrested for religious activities, whether or
not they automatically lose their job because they are absent from
work, whether or not this is the type of hand-in-glove cooperation
that we expect from our American companies.

Ms. SHEA. I would also encourage you to question them, as well,
about whether or not they are enforcing the one-child policy in
their companies. That is what we are hearing now, is that the
American companies are being asked and are enforcing the cne-
child policy. .

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Do you have the name of any company in
particular?

Ms. SHEA. We are doing an investigation on that right now, and
I don’t want to reveal it, until the investigation is over.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. OK. Because it always helps when we name
a company, because now we have Chrysler Corporation who will
feel compelled, I am sure, to come and tell us whether or not their
administrator on the scene was aware of this or not, and we will
expect them to tell us that.

Mr. SmiTH. If my friend would yield, we would very happilf; set
up a meeting with leaders of the corporate world, including Chrys-
ler, to come in and give a full explanation.

This morning, parenthetically, I was on CNBC with Ambassador
Lilley, our former U.S. ambassador to China. The Business Coali-
tion for U.S.-China Trade, a large consortium of business interests,
was supposed to be there to debate, and it was a no-show.‘
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As a matter of fact, they had even faxed, and CNBC sent me a
copy of, their position paper on stabilizing and improving U.S.-
China trade relations. In it, they had the audacity to assert that
human rights have improved dramatically and that the United
States must move beyond the divisive annual debates over MFN;

_ that the yearéy struggles over MFN renewal have undermined any
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long-term U.S. strategy toward China and have set back progress

.on trade and, get this, human rights.

So by linking human rights to trade, we, according to this busi-
ness coalition, have set it back. And now, as your testimony clearly
indicates, in the case of population issues, they are actual enforcers
of the coercive one-child-per-couple rule, and in the case of religious
persecution, the issue at hand today, they are helping to implement
this very terrible strategy of breaking up religion.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, it must be terribly demoraliz-
ing for people in the world who know that people of the United
States and our love of freedom and liberty is the only real powcr
in the world that they can count on to side with what is right, and
especially when they themselves are persecuted and under this-
threat, it must be terribly demoralizing to see American citizens ac-
quiescing on the scene to this type of thing.

Mr. ite, do you have some comment on whether or not——

Mr. WHITE. Yes. | appreciate your questions.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. They are questions of basic philosophy. This
is what we are given. I mean, every day American businessmen
come to us, and they are treating us as if we don’t believe in free
enterprise if we are not going to let them go over there because,
after all, if you invest over there things are going to get better. 1
mean, this is the basic argument we get. :

Do you want to comment on that?

Mr. WHITE. Yes. I think we need to remember that in America
it is more or less homogenized, but in totalitarian governments you
have a city or a zone or a district or province that may have more
spiritual freedom or a better economic situation than others,

For instance, Saigon, where many American companies go and
say this is wonderful, look what is happening here. Very few Chris-
tians are harassed right now in Saigon, because Saigon accounts
for 34 percent of the Vietnamese economy, but they are only 5 mil-
lion out of 73 million people. So the same thing is reflected in the
spiritual life of Vietnamese Christians who earn maybe $14 on the
rice paddy and are beaten up by the policemen. "

So I don’t think we can generalize, since some people say, “Well,
look, we now have trade relations and it’s getting better.” No, it is
not getting better. It is not getting better for most of the Vietnam-
ese economically, neither is it spiritually, just because it i3 in one
city or one province or certain zones.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. In China, has there been any evidence in the
last few years—we already heard that Freedom House su%gests
that maybe this has not happened. Has American business had a
positive role toward freedom of religion in China?

Mr. KUNG. I am not too familiar with American business doing
in China as far as violations of the human rights.

And Nina mentioned about the Chrysler case, which I am very
impressed. But, however, looking at the Chinese side of it, it is nu-

N
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merous, numerous, numerous. When they discovered a person who
because of his religious background, he will be quoted as illegal ac-
tivities, therefore he will be sentenced for some sort of a detention.
As a result of that, he is absent from the work and he is fired. Be-
fore, any student who is a Catholic or who has a political back-
ground with religious affiliation, he is automatically not allowed to
go to the university, .

One of the casualties is my own family. I have a family of four
brothers and four sisters, including myself. We are four boys and
four girls, and I am the only one w%lo was fortunate enough to get
out of China early enough without getting suppressed by the re-
gime. But all my younger brothers and sisters in China, they were
not allowed to go to the university, and one of my sisters were in
,iail for 20 some years. So it is not uncommon in China for a case

ike Chrysler, which appears to be very unique but as far as China
concerns, there must be many cases like it right now.

Mr.. ROHRABACHER. And in Vietnam—now this has only been
about a year since American businessmen have actually been per-
mitted to go in there in a legal way—have we seen any evidence
that they are having a positive impact on religious liberty?

Mr. WHITE. We haven’t really seen any connection between the
two. Saigon City itself, due to the fact that it has been more Euro-
pean for decades and so on, there is less harassment of house
churches, although there are still arrests. But, no, we have seen no
improvement with the other 95 percent of Vietnam. Or perhaps you
were asking him. C :

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Yes.

Rev. THIEN. In our opinion, religious freedom in Vietnam and
trade are interrelated.

Even though the economic life of a person might improve, that
person, that human being, still feels the need for faith, religious
faith. Even though the government has started its policy of liberal-
izing the economy 8 years ago, there is still the need for freedom
of religion in Vietrnam.

SadFy enough, the situation related to the religions in Vietnam
becomes more difficult now, especially after the normalization of re-
lationship between the United States and Vietnam. The most con-
crete illustration is the fact that in Vietnamese prisons at this mo-
ment there is still a very large number of religious leaders of all
religions who are being detained arbitrarily.

Igi\ave here with me a list of religious leaders who are still in
prison, and with your permission I would like to submit it for the
record at this hearing. :

Mr. SMITH. Without objection, the list will be part of the record.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. How many people are on that list?

Rev. THIEN. There are 68 names on this list and it is not com-

lete. .
P Mr. ROHRABACHER. Sixty-eight names of religious leaders?

Rev. THIEN. That is right.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. This is not including just the religious people
who have been arrested for religious reasons; these are just the re-
ligious leaders?

Rev. THIEN. Religious leaders.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. All right. I am going to thank you very much.

@
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Before I yield back to the chairman, let me just say that we as
Americans do play a ve?r special role. People all over the world
look to us. I will never forget when I met Natan Shcharansky. I
had been a speech writer for Ronald Reagan, and Natan
Shcharansky was a hero of human freedom in the Soviet Union
back in the dark days. '

He was a Jewish dissident, who had been put into prison, into the
gulag, and he could have been released at any time if he just
signed a document that he was wrong about the Soviet Union being
a dictatorship and oppressing human freedom. He refused to sign,
and word got around, not just in the Jewish community but to all
of us, that there was a heroic individual that languished in this
‘horrible torture of the gulag rather than giving up his honor and
signing a false document. :

Eventually he was traded. He was traded for a spy. The United
States gave a spy to the Russians and they gave us Shcharansky.
I thought it was a great deal. You know, they got a scum bag and
we got a heroic saint. What happened was that he ended up at the
White House within a week, and he was there meeting President
Reagan to thank him for getting him out of the gulag.

Being one of Ronald Reagan’s speech writers; it was really an im-
portant day to me because when he met the-President, you know,
and he had a discussion with him, he later met with the press and
they said, “What did you tell President Reagan?”

e said, “I just told President Reagan not to tone down his
speeches,” he says, “because even in the gulag someone smuggled
to me a small little slip of paper, and on it, it said the President
of the United States has called the Soviet Union an evil empire.”
And he says, “When I knew that we had a President of the United
States who was speaking up with such a strong voice, I knew there
was hope, and that’s what gave me the courage to struggle on.”

Well, the next day I happened to be at the Israeli Embassy at
a function honoring Shcharansky, and I turned around and
Shcharansky, he was the hero of the day, was heading in my direc-
tion and he walked right up to me. Somebody had pointed me out.
And he said, “They tell me that you are one of the speech writers
for President Reagan.”

And I said, “Yes, I am.” :

And he said, “I have often wondered who you are.”

It was incredible, because here was a man who was suffering in
the gulag, and he understood that the President was making these
strong statements, but he knew there was somebody like myself in
the background on the staff some place who was struggling to get
these pro-freedom statements into the President’s speeches.

Now, today we don’t have Ronald Reagan, but I can tell you that
. the world looks to the United States of America and hears our
voice. It hears the voice of this hearing today, and when people
hear today that the Americans are meeting in Washington, DC and
discussing the suppression of human liberty, the suppression of
Christians and their rights to pray, it will give them the courage
to resist and to move on and the courage of knowing they are not
standing alone. They may not know who we are individually, but
they know that good people like us exist.
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-So I want to thank the panelists and thank the chairman and
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. SMiTH. Thank you, Mr, Rohrabacher.

I have a number of questions, some of which I will submit be-
cause it is getting late and we need to go to our next panel, but
Just let me ask one or two very brief questions. '

I think Mr. Rohrabacher hit the nail on the head when he was"
talking about the linkages to trade and issues related to that.
Many of us were shocked and dismayed by President Clinton’s ac- .
tions, after he had made so much fanfare about linking trade and
most-favored-nation status with improvements in human rights. He
had a very, very fine executive order linking them. Religious free-
dom was right there, as was a requirement of significant progress
in human rights. All of us, Democrats and. Republicans. who be-
lieved that he was sincere hailed him and said so publicly.

One of the trips to China with Mr. Cohen was midway through
that review period, during the MFN period of time when they were
supposed to be making significant progress. Regrettably, they were
reFressingf; in each and every category of human rights, including
religious freedom. Li Pang’s 144 and 145 were really part of a blan-
ket attemrt to crack down on the house church movement and on
the Catholics and others who were not part of the officialdom of the
Chinese co-opted church. The crackdown was massive and it con-
- tinues, as you have all testified today. :

The President has optinrns now. I think he—and hopefully the
business community--is beginning to see that these people, this
dictatorship, does not keep its word. Whether it be nuclear pro-
liferation issues vis-a-vis Pakistan and Iran or the issues we are
discussing today, they haven’t kept their word. If they look at the
spirit and the letter of the law relating to those issues, sanctions
have to be meted out. They have not kept up with their agreement
on intellectual property rights with Mickey Kantor and the U.S.
trade. They are not trustworthy. :

When it comes to the laogai and the use of prison labor, Harry
Wu has sat right where you sit and has testified, both before his
more recent imprisonment and then after again, that the so-called
memorandum of understanding with regard to the use of prison
labor isn’t worth the paper it is printed on. We do not have access
to those prison camps to verify or to debunk whether these mate-
rials are being made by inmates, political prisoners or otherwise.
It looks good on paper but it really isn’t worth the paper that it
is printed on.

In forced abortion and every area of human rights, they have got-
ten demonstrably worse; the same is true regarding intellectual
property, as I said a moment ago. Regarding MFN, the business -
community is telling us in papers like this they want to make it
permanent. Somehow, you know, the li%ht:s will go on and human
rights will be breaking out all over the place.

e know that dictatorships, when they become further empow-
ered, don’t necessarily improve human rigavht‘s. It is not a given. The
Nazis made the trains run on time and they became very, very
powerful. The People’s Liberation Army, in a parallel way, is be-"
coming much more powerful by the day.. We are part of its
empowerment, and I think we need to wake up. And, of course, we
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should not forget China’s saber-rattling towards Taiwan. That is a
very dangerous situation.

I think the President has an opportunity now to say, “Wait a
minute, I threw in the towel on human rights.” It is time to reclaim
that and to say that we are going to relink MFN, that we are going
to be very serious about human rights, because we have not been.
We have been like church mice, barely speaking up with regard to
these issues. [ think it is outrageous, frankly, and we have sold out .
the dissidents and the brave souls in China that have risked all.

But having said that, if you want to respond to that, please do.

The State Department right now ig planning on ending the or-
derly departure program, which has afforded thousands of Viet-
namese nationals the opportunity to come to the United States di-
rectly from Vietnam. They plan on doing that, we hear, within the
next couple of menths. I need to know, if you can tell us, whether
or not this program has benefited victims of religious persecution.
We had Secretary Brown here before our full committee not so long
ago, and I asked him whether or not this whole normalization proc-
ess has been linked to the U.S. POW-MIA issue or human rights,
and he said no.

It seems to me that we have leverage. These people want access
to credit. They want access to our markets. Again, talking about
the business community, where are they going to find markets,
when you have a trade deficit of some $35 billion, to unload all of
those products? It seems to me that we should say wait a minute,
treat your people with respect and dignity, and then we will know
that when you sign a contract it wiﬁ’r be honored. It doesn’t take
a rocket scientist to figure that out.

But if you could, please respond to the ODP and address any
other issues that you might want to conclude on. :

Rev. THIEN. According to my opinion, sir, there is a definite rela-
tion between the ODP program and the political prisoners situation
in Vietnam. But it doesn’t relate too much to the situation of the
religious leaders and lay persons who are right now in jail in Viet-
nam, because that is part of a different policy, which is the policy
of eliminations of the religions in Vietnam by the Socialist Republic
of Vietnam Government.

Sir, the reason why the government of Vietnam has let out the
political prisoners is because they see in every single one of them
potential adversaries, one potential discontent that is going to cre-
ate security problems for them.

Well, the government of Vietnam is trying to kill two birds with
one stone by letting the political prisoners out of Vietnam. First,
they eliminate a potential threat. Second is that they know that be-
cause of their family feelings, every Vietnamese who is out of Viet- -
nam will try to help their own families financially, and so in a way
that is a way of bringing in some more finances into the economy
of Vietnam.

As far as I know, the 2 million Vietnamese who are now overseas
send home at least $600 million a {ear to help their families.

Mr. SMiTH. Would anybody else like to respond?

Ms. SHEA. No. .

Mr. KUNG. Can I echo your statement, sir, by reading two more
paragraphs of my presentation? '
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The U.S. Government has used its influences to secure freedom
for citizens of many other lands, such as South Africa, Haiti and
Bosnia. We find it anomalous, indeed, to observe that the United
States was willing to impose a trade embargo on South Africa as
long as the situation of Apartheid continued, and for a long time
it has been imposing trade sanctions against the repressive regime
in Communist Cuba, but the United States has accorded to the
Pe’f‘gle’s Republic of China most-favored-nation trade status.

e question remains: Is the United States truly prepared to sac-
rifice some possible monetary loss to its business interests in order
to send a very strong message to a nation which has no regard for
basic human rights and is viclating them on a daily basis? It is im-
portant to keep in mind that a country which violates the basic
rights of its citizens is most unlikely t,or{xonor its promises to other
nations,

The United States of America was founded because our fore-
fathers suffered, fought and worked hard to gain this God-given
right of freedom. On behalf of the faithful in the loyai Roman
Catholic Church in China, I urge the U.S. Government to help the
Chinese citizens to regain their rights of religious freedom. The
U.S. Government and all freedom-loving countries must press
Beijing to stop these assaults on religious freedom and challen%e
the Beijing Government to demonstrate that it can be a responsible
member of the international community.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Kun%.

I want to thank our witnesses for their expert testimony—Rev-
erend Thien.

INTERPRETER. Father Thien here would like to submit to the com-
mittee a list of 56 religious leaders of all five denominations in the
refugee camps now in %outheast Asia. In particular, there is a case
of one Buddhist nun who is about to be repatriated back to Viet-
nam right away. _

[Materials submitted for the record appear in the appendix.]

Then we also want to bring to your attention the situation of the
Hoa Hao, which unfortunately is not known well enough outside of
Vietnam. And yet, because they do not have an%r international af-
filiations, their story is hardly understood at all and yet they are
also being very viclently repressed.

Mr. SMITH. Thank you very much. That will be made a part of
the record and I look %rward to looking at it as soon as the hearing
concludes.

Thank you again to this panel. L

1 woulg like to ask our next panelists if they would make their
way ‘o the witness table. As they are doing that, I will introduce
them.

David Forte is professor of law at Cleveland State University. He
holds academic degrees from Harvard University, Manchester Uni-
versity in England, University of Toronto and Columbia Scheol of
Law. Mr. Forte was Counselor for Legal Affairs to the U.S. Delega-
tion to the United Nations, serving under Ambassador Jeane Kirk-
patrick and Vernon Walters. Among the professor’s fields of inter-
est is Islamic law, which he teaches and has written on extensively.

24.741 862
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His most recent work is “Apostasy and Blasphemy in Pakistan,”
pablished by the Connecticut Journal of International Law.

The Reverend Canon Patrick Augustine is the Associate Rector
for the Church of the Holy Comforter in Vienna, Virginia. Reverend
Augustine’s journey in faith began in Pakistan as a third genera-
tion Anglican cleric in a primarily Muslim society. He currently
serves as the Honorary Canon of St. John’s Cathedral in Peshawar,
Pakistan. Reverend Augustine also chairs the Committee on Over-
seas Mission and works closely with the Muslim community.

Next will be Abe Ghaffari. He is a native of Iran and a citizen
of the United States. In 1981 he founded the Iranian Christisns
International, Incorporated, and currently serves as its executive
director. Mr. Ghaffari was born and raise?i in Iran as a Muslim,
and converted from Islam to Christianity in 1967 while attending
- college in the United States. During the past 15 years, Mr.
Ghaftari has assisted more than 450 Iranian Christian refugees in
the long immigration process. Mr. Ghaffari has prepared reports on
human rights violations of Christian minorities in the Islamic Re-
public of Iran and other Muslim countries.

And, finally, Pedro Moreno currently serves as the international
coordinator of the Rutherford Institute, an international legal and
educational or§anization devoted to the defense of religious free-
dom, human life and family autonomy. Mr. Moreno has worked ex-
tensively in the field of religious liberty, havin%]delivered a keynote
address on the topic of religious freedom at the first Presidential
R;ayer breakfast organized in La Paz, Bolivia in January 1990. Mr.

oreno was coauthor, along with John W. Whitehead, the founder
and president of the Rutherford Institute, of a book entitled
“Church and State in the Americas.” He has also written over 90
editorial articles in both English and Spanish and has been pub-
lished in more than 20 ma%azines and national newspapers.
hI would like to ask Mr. Forte if he would begin his testimony at
this time.

STATEMENT OF DAVID F. FORTE, PROFESS0R OF LAW,
CLEVELAND STATE UNIVERSITY-MARSHALL COLLEGE OF LAW

Mr. FOoRTE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Let me start with a brief
statement about our foreign policy and then go on and talk about
how it applies to Islamic countries.

Right now our State Department seems to be more exercised over

irated CD’s than priests who remain loyal to Rome in China or

ouse Christians whose worship is a crime. In Pakistan, we seem
to be more concerned with the transfer of advanced weapons but
not with the unleashing of primitive violence against Christians.
Why do we make agreements with Castro for the limited accept-
ance of refugees but send back believing Christians to tyrannies?
Something is desperately awry here.

It used to be that liberal democratic critics of American foreign
policy said that we didn’t spend enough time on human rights and
that we spent too much time worrying about a Communist menace.
Well, they were wrong. The Communist menace was the worse out-
rage of human rights, bu! now they are in charge. This is their
chance. Yet we see American foreign policy for many of these coun-
tries seemingly made more in the board rooms of the Chamber of
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gp??gerce than in the State Department’s Department of Human
i .

at is goin% on here? In regard to Islam, to the extent that we
do not vigorously and consistently criticize the tyrannies of radical
Muslims against believing minorities, these are the messages we
send to the world regarding Islam:

One, we don’t believe in protecting those religious adherents of
the West. We must, therefore, be the materialist bankrupt culture
the Islamic radicals claim we are.

_Two, radical Islam is a legitimate force in the world, and it is all
right with us if for reasons of State Islamic Governments give in
to the radicals’ tyrannical agenda.

Three, we treat our Islamic friends with patronizing indifference.
After alf, we in effect say, this isn’t a human rights problem, this
is a Muslim problem, and we know how these people behave.

Well, Mr. Chairman, my fields of interest are international af-
fairs and Islamic law, and let me give you 2 minutes of ancient his-
tory to tell you what I think is occurring and recurring today.

uring the first century of Islam, barely two or %hree decades
after the death of Muhammad, a terrible rebellion broke out in the
new Islamic empire. The empire was, at that time, wracked by a
civil war fought between the followers of Uthman, who was the
third Caliph to succeed Muhammad and whose followers eventuall
became the Sunni Muslims, and on the other side, Ali, the fourt
Caliph, whose followers eventually became the Shi’as.

But those who rebelled against both wings were called the
Kharijites, and their battles and theology were terrible indeed. The
Kharijites held that any Muslim who committed a sin was an apos-
tate, an unbeliever who could never reenter the fold of Islam and
must be killed. Any Caliph who did not follow the strict practice
of Islam must be overthrown. The Kharijites fought gmtally
against both the followers of Ali and of Uthman, seeking to become
the one and only version of Islam. They were finally suppressed,
but not until more than a century later.

Tcday, a modern version of the Kharijite heresy stalks Islam. It
has gained the reins of power in Iran and the Sudan. It threatens
Algeria, Bangladesh, Egypt, even Saudi Arabia. It cows a timid
government in Pakistan to accede to its program. It persecutes mi-
norities, particularly Christians, but its real objective is to steal the
soul of Islam, to change that great religion’s tradition of art, cul-
ture, learning and tolerance into its own image of rigid and tyran-
nical power.

Its weapon and symbol is the Shari’a, the sacred law of Islam,
and the radicals seek especially to enforce its criminal provisions
against adultery, alcohol, theft and apostasy. But little do these
modern day radicals realize that the criminal portions of the
Sharia—the most notorious being that of stoning for adultery, am-
putation for thefl, and death for apnstasy—were the least devel-
oped part of the classical law of the Shari'a because the Islamic
state, repeat from ancient times, always kept to itself ncorly the
entire range of criminal jurisdiction.

The Caliphs intentionally excluded those qadis who formed the
Shari’a from deciding criminal cases. There never was a time in the
history of Islam when the portions of the Shari’a dealing with
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eriminal offenses were enforced in the literalness their adherents
now claim for it. But today the ancient rules of the Shari’s, hardly
observed even in the days when they were formulated, are used in
a program more nearly akin to fascism than to religion.

n Pakistan, for example, the law against blasphemy is being
used to unleash a regime of terror against Christians, Christians
who are among the poorest and most socially rejected of Pakistan’s
peoples. The law against blasphemy has two effects. First, it di-
rectly attacks reliﬁous minorities who are supposedly guaranteed
their rights by Pakistan’s Constitution and the International Law
of Human Rights.

Second, the law against blasphemy legitimates private acts of
terror against Christians by unﬁettored uslims who believe, and
have been told by radical mullahs, that they have a right to attack
blasphemers and apostates directly with {egal impunity. All too
often the authorities in Pakistan have confirmed that doleful fact.

According to the State Department’s Human Rights Report of
1992, “Christian groups rarely press charges against the perpetra-
tors of such incidents and believe the authorities are unlikely to
pursue such cases.”

Let me give you one example. Naemat Ahmar, a Christian and
teacher in the State school in the village of Dasuha, was shocked
one day in December 1991 to find anonymous posters around the
village accusing him of blaspheming the Prophet of God. A later in-
vestigation by the Human Rights Commission of Pakistan found no
witness among his students, colleagues, or even Muslims in the vil-
lage who had ever heard him make any such insuits. '

Ahmar believed that a rival candidate for his teaching position,
a Muslim, had put up the posters. Fearful, Ahmar consulted with
the Bishog‘ of nearby Faisalabad, took leave from his post and teok
a job in Faisalabad. On January 6th, 1992, Farooq Ahmad, who
had seen the posters in Dasuha, traveled to Faisalabad, found
Ahmar at his place of work, and stabbed- him to death, inflicting
17 wounds. After the first strike, Ahmad asked Ahmar why Ahmar
haci blasphemed. Ahmar denied it, but Ahmad continued the at-
tack.

At the police station, Ahmad “was kissed by some of the police-
men for his remarkable courage and commitment to Islam.” Villag-
ers came to give him cockies and flowers. ManK clerics from the
area visited him to offer their congratulations, while some engaged
lawyers to defend him.

In addition, the president of the local bar association offered his
services to Aixmad, while no prominent lawyer would uccept rep-
resenting the family of the murdered Ahmar. Beyond taking the
names of witnesses, the police took no steps to develop the inves-
ti%ation. The Bishop of Faisalabad gauged that among Christians,
a “sense of helplessness, insecurity and anguish had crept in.”

Recently, a case in which a boy and his two uncles were charged
with blaspixemﬁr, one of the uncles having been murdered in the
street when the defendants emerged from court, gained inter-
national notoriety. Allegedly, the boy, who is illiterate, and his rel-
atives threw pieces of paper on which were written insults to the
Prophet into a mosque. No neutral observer, including the Pakistan
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Human Rights Commission, believed that the evidence was credi-
ble. Yet the surviving defendants were sentenced to death.

Asma Jahangir, a courageous lawyer with the Pakistan Human
Rights Commission, undertook a defense of the Christians when no
other lawyer would step forward to represent them. For her advo-

cacy, religious extremists have attacked her and her family five
times. Nonetheless, she prevailed in an appeals court which re-
- versed the sentence, and the two Christians left court, fled, and
have taken asylum in Germany. Their families, incidentally, have
had to leave the village, a village in which they have lived for cen-
turies, because posters were put up threatening them with blas-
- phemy as well.

You see, the blasphemy law works like this. If a person charges
another with blasphemy, the charged person is arrested where he
waits in jail 6 months to a year while an investigation goes for-
"ward. In jail, he is often set upon by Muslim prisoners for his sup-
posed act. It is a way to destroy the reputation and the livelihood
of a person simply because he is a rival to you.

en international outrage this last year reached the govern-
ment of Prime Minister Benazir Bhutto, she promised to modify
the law against blasphemy. However, a general strike called by
radical Muslims faced down the government. Recently, Prime Min-
ister Bhutto has promised that the blasphemy will remain a capital
crime; there will be no major reform.

Our inaction helps create regimes and forces whose ultimate aim
is to destroy the West and the great tradition of Islam as well.
Imagine, Mr. Chairman, if the U.S. State Departinent took a neu-
tral or disinterested view of the radicals who murdered Prime Min-
ister Rabin, In fact, we accept and champion the view of the world-
wide Jewry that those who commit acts of violence supposedly in
the name of Jewish law are not part of genuine Judaism at all.

" We have the same moral obligation, and indeed the same enlight-
ened self-interest, to treat the religion of Islam in the same way.
We should show our support and respect for the vast majority of
Muslims who reject those who practice violence as being unIslamic.

Let us raise our horizon and take a look at what is happening
in the world today. The destruction of the great Communist tyr-
anny by the West did not automatically usher in an era of democ-
racy and capitalism. What has risen to threaten the West, is a dif-
ferent tyranny, the second-worst kind. It is not Communism, it is
Fascism. China, I believe, now has a Fascist regime. Although I
spent 5 years studying international affairs in order to get a Ph.D.,
if you want to know the difference between Communism and Fas-
cism, it is this: in a Fascist country you can buy a Gucci handbag.
The rest is the same.

Iran is a Fascist regime. Sudan has a Fascist regime. We should
call these movements for what they are. They are not religious. Let
us never legitimize them with that name and insult hundreds of
thousands of Muslims. These are a new form of Fascist tyranny.

When I came in from Washington International Airport—this
will conclude my remarks, Mr. Chairman—I threw my briefcase in
the back seat of a taxi and slid in behind the driver and looked
over his shoulder. He was from the Middle East and there was Ar-
abic writing on the dashboard. I thoaght to myself, what is his
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Islam going to be? Because what we legitimize in our foreign policy,
we legitimize at home. You can tell a person by his fruits, and the
fruits of Fascism is and always has been a frontal attack on reli-
Emus minorities. It is happening today. The longer we allow it to

appen, the worse it will be for millions of Christians, for millions
of Muslims, and for America.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Forte appears in the appendix.]

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Forte, thank you very much for that very incisive
and insightful testimony. It is very helpful, I think, for all of us.
_ I think we do need to differentiate between the fact that Islam
is not a religion that is %iven to violence, it is the extremists that
are responsible for that. I think your point is well taken about our
alleged or purported neutralit{ in dealing with this. The State De-
partment and this Congress, I think, need to very quickly reevalu-
ate that, or it will come home. We have one particular person trav-
eling right now, Reverend Farrakhan, who seems to be embracing
wherever he goes, including in Iran, the hardest line imaginable.
So I thank you for that very strong statement.,

Mr. SMITH. I would like to ask Reverend Augustine to make his
presentation.

Rev. AUGUSTINE. Mr, Chairman, I am going to present a sum-
n]la(ri'ydof my testimony. I ask that the whoige of my document be in-
cluded.

Mr. SMITH. Without objection, it is so ordered.

STATEMENT OF REVEREND CANON PATRICK P. AUGUSTINE,
ASSOCIATE RECTOR, CHURCH OF THE HOLY COMFORTER

Rev. AUGUSTINE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say thank you to the
House Committee on International Operations and Human Rights
for inviting me to testify about the violation of human rights and
persecution of Christians in the Islamic world with particular em-
phasis on Pakistan. I consider it a special privilege to testify before
this august House on behalf of hundreds and thousands of suffer-
in%members of our human family.

efore 1 say any more, I want to make it absolutely clear that
the purpose of my testimony is not to demonize Islam. I have been
working for many years in my church in Rawalpindi, Islamabad,
Pakistan, Chicago, Illinois, and here in Vienna, Virginia, to hold
Christian-Muslim dialogs which have been reported well in the
local and national newspapers.

I serve on the advisory committee of the Christian-Muslim rela-
tions of the Presiding Bishop of the Episcopal Church in U.S.A. M
letter published in The Washington Times, which is available wit
me this afternoon, on March 6, 1995, made a plea for people of both
faiths to unite against injustice. ,

Mr. Chairman, I stand here as a sincere friend of the Islamic
cemmunity who has participated in marches of support for the free-
dom of Palestine, Afghanistan, Kashmir, and Bosnia. I ’Fﬁ'ay to God
Almighty for the spirit of tolerance to hear the truth. The purpose
of.this testimony is to testify about the present difficulties and per-
secution being faced by Christians in Muslim majority situations.
For example, central Asia, Egypt, Iran, Malaysia, Morocco, Niger,
Nigeria, Pakistan, and Saudi Arabia. I would like to focus my testi-
mony on the country of my birth: Pakistan. :
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_Pakistan is a Muslim majority country, with a number of reli-
gious minorities, including Christians, Hindus, and Ahmadis. The
national flag d_gpicts this by a narrow white stripe to represent the
minorities beside the green background of the rest of the flag. The
official government figures from the last census give the Christian
population as 1.3 million, however, I believe this figure is grossly
underestimated. and would suggest 3.5 million, nearly 3 percent of
the total population.

_Muhammad Ali Jinnah, the founder of Pakistan, emphasized in
his speech to the Constituent Assembly on August 11, 1947, that
all members of a newly formed nation had equal rights of citizen-
ship. I quote: “You are free; you are free to go to your temples; you:
are free to go to your mosques or to any other places of worship
in this State of Pakistan. You may belong to any religion or caste
or creed—that has nothing to do with the state.” -

The 1985 amendment to the 1973 Constitution, Presidential
Order No. 14 of 1985, had an important change of emphasis as far
as non-Muslim minorities were concerned. All previous constitu--
tions had included in the preamble the following clause, taken from
the Objectives Resolution of 1949: adequate provisions shall be
made for the minorities freely t» profess and practice their religion
and develop their cultures. In the 1985 annex to the Constitution,
the word “freely” was omitted, and there have been many protests
from Christians about implications of this one word change.

There has been very grave concern among Pakistani Christians
concerning a Shariat bill, the version of which was presented to the
Pakistan Senate on May 13, 1990. The bill stated that it was based
on the Objectives Resolution and aimed to make Shari’ah the su-
preme law in Pakistan, which is Clause 3. e

There were many critics of the bill, including constitutional ex-
perts, lawyers, human rights groups, women’s groups, and the Shi-
ite Muslims. The bill contradicted the constitutional guarantee that
all citizens are equal before the law and are entitlegu to equal pro-
tection under the law. Christians feared that the Shariat bll would
open the way to non-Muslims sinking to the status of dhimmi, non-
Muslims under the protection of an Islamic Government but with
no rights as citizens, that is, Christians and other minorities would
become little more than resident aliens in their own country.

Blasphemy law under the Shariat bill has proved to be an easy
tool for unscrupulous Muslims to make trouble for Christians and
Ahmadiyya against whom they have a personal grievance. Accusa-
tions made against individuals have had the extra effect of fueling
general anti-Christian sentiment. A progressive Muslim newspaper
examining various cases of Christians accused of blasphemy sums
up as follows: In all cases an ulterior motive for the charge appears
a distinct possibility. And religious fanaticism has been whipped up
to such an extent that the accused may not be safe even if he is
acquitted. It is very possible that local people and maulvis will re-
main determined to carry out their death sentence. Indeed, several
Christians accused of blasphemy have been killed.

I have in my testimony quoted four different stories. I will men-
tion two of those stories.

Basihir Masih and Gul Pervaiz Masih. On December 10, 1991,
two brothers, Basihir Masih and Gul Masih were involved in a
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heated argument over the repair of a common water tap. Three
days later the neighbor reported to the police that the brothers had
broken the blasphemy law. Both were arrested and imprisoned. A
month later Basihir was released after the deputy commissioner of
the area had made inquiries and found that he had not even been
present there when the reported blasphemy was supposed to have
taken place.

The next day the Islamists demonstrated in the street demand-
ing that both brothers be killed for their blasphemy. Mullahs is-
sued a fatwa, or legal pronouncement, that they deserved death
and posted lm'%fI notices around the city demanding that the broth-
ers be killed. They also appointed a death squad of young college
students to carry this out, but with Gul in prison and Basihir 1n
hidigﬁ moving from one village to another, the death squad was
not able to achieve their aim.

Gul was chained and in solitary confinement, with no blanket
against the cold, and was harassed and beaten by the Muslim pris-
on Mullah. He was found Euilty at his trial before the district judge
in November 1992 on the basis of the lone witness of Sajjad
Hussain, a member of a Sunni Muslim militant group. He was

iven the death sentence and was the first case under g]asphemy
aw in which death was prescribed. Many international human
rights organizations, including my own Episcopal Church, appealed
for the release of Gul Masih., On November 27, 1994, the Lahore
High Court acquitted and released Gul Masih, but as his life re-
mained in danger from Islamic extremists, he fled the country.

I would like to mention another story of Tahir Iqkal, a Christian
who was partially paralyzed and had been in prison in Lahore
since December 1990. He was charged under section 295B of the
Penal Code, that is with desecrating the Qur ’an Sharif. However,
he was the object of much animosity because of his apostasy from
Islam and the free lessons he gave to Muslim children. He was de-
tained in prison for his own safety, but was beaten and ill-treated
there. He died there in mysterious circumstances on January 20,
1992. This is a story of a handicapped individual.

Other forms of discrimination against Christians. The hudood, or
restrictions ordinance, part of criminal procedure, and the law of
evidence introduced by the British in India before partition, have
been Islamized, so that a non-Muslim giving evidence in a court of
law counts as only half a witness and may only testify against a
non-Muslim. Women are also admitted as half witnesses only, val-
ued at a quarter of a Muslim man. Under the gisas, or retaliation,
and diyat, or blood money, ordinancg, compensation is awarded on
the same sliding scale. A’ Muslim woman or a non-Muslim man get
half of what a Muslim man would get, and a Christian woman gets .
a quarter. ,

There is general mistrust of Pakistani Christians, who are sus-

ected of siding with the Christian West against their own country.-

ey are often accused of espionage for Britain, the United States
and even Israel and India. During the Gulf War of 1991, Christians
suffered extra persecutions, for example, being beaten up or killed,
churches burned down and cemeteries desecrated. On October 30
1993, the Christian village of Sikandarabad, Sindh, was bul]dozeci
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and the debris set on fire. The 35 Christian families who lived in
the village took refuge in Karimabad, three miles away.

In a development linked to the Salamat Masih blaspkemy case
mentioned previously, a village called Ratta Dhotran, near Lahore,
had en adjoining settlement known as Isaiyan-di-Thatti, where
until recently there lived some 32 Christian families, includin
Salamat masih, comprising about 250 people who were forc
under severe persecution and death threats to leave their land and
houses. The young Muslim militants said, there is no way that we
will let people from Masih faith, meaning Christian faith, pollute
our village. We won’t let them stay here and we don’t care about
the police or anyone else.

e walls of the buildings on the road to Ratta Dhotran were
painted with anti-Christian slogans. The Christians reported that
they received daily death threats from the boys. Interestingly, two
religious communities lived together harmoniously in Ratta
Dhotran for many decades. The Roman Catholic Church helped the
entire village to settle in Francisabad, a new Christian locality on
the outskirts of the city of Gujranwala.

According to Pakistani law, if either spouse of a non-Muslim
marriage converts to Islam, then the marriage is automatically dis-
solved. In recent years, there have been a number of cases of Mus-
lim men abducting Christian women and forcing them, sometimes
at gtempoint, to recite the Muslim creed, which is all that is needed
to become a Muslim. After that, their abductor promptly marries
them on the basis that their former marriage is. now dissolved.
Christian women are being converted to Islam by force.

At the end, I would like to present two recommendations, It is
m})‘l humble plea, sir, before the Honorable Members of this House,
which is the very icon of freedom, to remember the sufferings of the
persecuted communities and never hesitate to raise their persistent
voice for justice and fairness for Christian minorities living within
the Islamic countries.

The U.S. Government should assist and grant visas and provide
asylum to those whose lives are found under danger by the Islamic
militants. We recognize, sir, that there are other minorities besides
Christians who are suﬁlering within the Islam world. Equally there
are Islamic groups who are being oppressed in the West and else-
where. We pﬁad for compassion and action for all suffering peoples
whatever their race or religion.

We affirm that all human beingis have been created in the image
of God and as such reflect His tgory. They are to be treated with

- dignity and with respect. Therefore, it is the task of us, all of us,
to stand on the side of those who are oppressed of whatever com-
munity, of whatever group. ) g

Sir, thank you for listening. Respectfully submitted.

Mr. SMITH. Thank you very much, Reverend Augustine. That
was a very detailed statement, and I think it complemented Mr.
Forte'’s statement regarding the use of the blasphemy law to terror-
ize. I think it is something that we have paid scant attention to.
Congress has raised the igssue on a few occasions, but hasn’t high-
lighted it as' something that truly undermines religious freedom
and hurts people, and as you said so well in your testimony. So I
want to thank you for that. . ,
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) ['Il‘he prepared statement of Rev. Augustine éppenrs in the appen-

%] .

Mr. SMiTH. I would like to ask Pedro Moreno if you would
present your testimony at this time. -

STATEMENT OF PEDRO C. MORENO, INTERNATIONAL
COORDINATOR, THE RUTHERFORD INSTITUTE

Mr. MORENO. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I will summarize my
statement and I would ask that the whole statement be submitted
to the registn(?'. Also, some of the statements that I will make that
are not included in this written statement.

Mr(.i SMiTH. Without objection, that will be made part of the
record. ’

Mr. MORENO. In the last 30 years, the State of Chiapas in Mexico
has witnessed some 30,000 Protestants forced into exile. Many of
these exiles live in permanent refugee communities in and around
San Cristobal de las Casas. Their only crime is adherence to a form
of Christianity other than the traditional religion. People in the
states of Chiapas, as well as in Oaxaca, Hidalgo, and others, have
been victims of senseless violence, which has included stoning,
shootings, evictions, rape, and even murder.

Religious persecution in southern Mexico has many underlyinF
factors. One of them is socio-political: the existence of an unofficial,
parallel power structure in the region which is intolerant of people’
of different beliefs. This is coupleg with the fact that the Mexican
Government is either unable or unwilling to control these intoler-
ant elites. i

There is a municipal council, Mr. Chairman, which is elected by
the Chamula Indians in this region which acts with total disregard
of regional and national laws in Mexico. And members of this coun-
cil, especially the President until recently, have been charged with
inciting and even encouraging the eviction of the Chamula Indians.
This is one of the problems and why the Chamula Indians are
being persecuted in this region: because they don’t belong to the of-
ficial religion, and because the government in this region is con-
trolled by economic, social, and religious structures that are acting
independently from the Federal Government.

Also in the State of Chiapas, the economy is dependent on the
sale of poch, a locally made hard liquor. Since evangelicals do not
consume poch, merchants of this liquor, tribal leaders and local au-
thorities, resort to persccution.

In Chiapas, which is Mexico’s poorest state, most Chamula Indi-
ans live in a state of virtual servitude. They depend on tribal
caciques, or bosses, for economic stability and for acceptance into
the community, which takes place through participation in tradi-
tional religious ceremonies marked by extreme drunkenness. These
traditional religious ceremonies, often a syncretic mix of Catholi-
cism and animistic rites, are at the center of social life in Chiapas’
rural areas.

Despite Article 24 of the Mexican Constitutior, which guarantees

"“freedom of religion for people in Mexico especiallty, these actions
continue. There are several cases of religious intolerance, some of
them occurring even these days, Mr. Chairman. ‘
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I spoke again with Mexico just a few minutes before we came to
this meeting. There are meetings taking place at this moment in
Tuxtla Gutierrez, which is close to Chamula, and evangelical lead-
ers are meeting with local authorities to try to sclve some of these
problems. :

Just on February 11, 3 or 4 days ago in Sinacantan three men
were detained by caciques, or localybosses, which are the municipal
authorities, because they converted to evangelical Christianigr 15
days . These people were in prison and later, after a few days,
were released, but they are receiving threats. ‘

There have been threats just in the last 2 or 3 days against
evangelicals in El Puerto and Zequentic, in the State of Chiapas,
as well as Huacatenango where a meeting took place yesterday
concerning evicted people that need to return to their homes.

There are 30,000 of these Chamula Indians that have been evict-
ed and most of them are still displaced and unable to return to
their homes, '

On September 29, 1994, a group of Chamula Indians decided to
go back to their own land. This was the first group in 20 years that
was {;oing back to their land. They were attacked by a mob of 300

eople. Three evangelicals were killed, and an evangglical girl

osa Diaz, was hos].)ita]ized in critical condition after being rape(i
and shot in the small village of Icalumtic in Chiapas.

More recently, on October 5, 1995, Pastor Aurelio Gomez of the
Interdenominational Christian Church of Ejudal, in Huitiupan was
shot to death during an attack by five masked assailants.

I have many other cases of evangelicals that have been beaten .
and stabbed and raped on different occasions. April 12, 1994, Do-
mingo Lépez was attacked, his wife and daughter beaten and
raped; in November, 1993 there were several other incidents.

ay 25, 1993, the body of missing evangelical Vicente Mendez
Velasquez was found after the self-confessed murderers led the po-
lice to the body and admitted that they had shot him four times
and then hacked his body with machetes before disposing of it in
a nearby cave.

One document that I would like to bring to your attention, Mr.
Chairman, is an agreement that was signed, and I have a copy of
the agreement here in Spanish, signed on July 13, 1989, which had
the signatures of representatives of evangelicals, as well as munici-
pal authorities and representatives of the legislative, executive and
judicial branches of the Mexican Government in the region.

According to this agreement, the evangelicals would go back to
their lands after committing themselves to not building any chapel
in their communities; they would not proselytze, they would not
practice their religion in other communities, they would not use
any particular home as a chapel, and they would not listen to reli-

ious music in their own homes. We also have several other inci-

ents of religious persecution in other states of Mexico, such as
Oaxaca and others that I mentioned. So it is clear that there is
- widespread discrimination against minority religions in Mexico, es-
pecially Protestants. ’

The Rutherford Institute, which I represent today, filed a legal
complaint with the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights
asking the Commission to intervene by asking the Mexican Govern-

A ]



40

ment for an explanation as to why this situation has not been dealt
with by Federal authorities, We also visited the region to gather
firsthand information.

Alfter 2 years of corresponding with the Inter-American Commis-
sion, the Mexican Government responded on October 19, 1995, stat-
ing that several efforts have been made to resolve the conflict. One
of the clearest, a recommendation by the National Commission of
Human Rights in Mexico asking the governor of Chiapas to pros-
ecute the perpetrators, asking the Congress of Chiapas to have a
constitutional procedure to investigate the municipal authorities,
and asking the gresident of the municipal council of Chamula to
abstain from, and I am quoting here, “violating the rights of indige-
nous people in those municipalities and to respect the diversity of
religious creeds.”

These recommendations, according to the same Mexican Commis-
sion of Human ights, was fulfilled only f)artiall by the Governor
who did not realiy bring anybody to trial. The State Congress ar-

ed that they could not do anything agains: the municipal au-
thorities because they had already resigned, even though they were
charged with murder, and that the municipal president, Domingo
Lopez Ruiz, had rejected the recommendation. Not only that, but
the municipal president challenged the Commission to come to the
regin, ingisting that the evictions were legitimate, and that he
vi"ould continue carrying them out or encouraging them or allowing
them. ' -

The government of Mexico argues that the Chamula Indians
have not resorted to Federal courts and other Federal procedures.
But in a situation where 30,000 people have been evicted, when the
whole world knows about their problem, for 30 years, we believe
that the Federal Government should not be waiting for them to %o
to the Federal Government or court. These Chamula Indians are 1l-
literate, do not have lawyers or resources, they are intimidated,
killed, raped, evicted. They do not have a place even to live, much
less to have a Federal procedure on their behalf.

We believe that—and the Mexican Government argues also—that
these cases could be breught to a Federal instance where a general

rosecutor or attorney should investigate the situation. But we he-
ieve that it will require the immediate attention of the Mexican
authorities.

We believe, Mr. Chairman, that the situation‘ is very serious,
that the response of the Mexican Government is inadequate to the
demands of the Chamula Indians, and we hope that your efforts to
grotect religious freedom and human rights around the world will

ring about a renewed focus and commitment on the part of na-
tional authorities in Mexico as well as the international communit
to find a lasting solution to the long-suffering of the Chamula Indi-
ans.

Thank you vi? much. )

Mr. SMiTH. Mr. Moreno, thank you very much for your testi-
mony. \

.[Tie prepared statement of Mr. Moreno appears in the appen-

X.
Mr. SmiTH. I would like to ask Mr. Ghaffari if he would present
his case now. s - ‘
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STATEMENT OF ABE GHAFFARI, PRESIDENT, IRANJAN
CHRISTIANS INTERNATIONAL

Mr. GHAFFARL Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for giving me this op-
portunity to speak about religious liberty for specifically Iranian
evangelical Christians. I will summarize my statement.

The persecution of Christian minorities in the Islamic Republic
of Iran first gained attention from the public and some human
rights organizations in the early 1990’s. However, the killings of
three evangelical Protestant pastors in Iran during the first half of
1994 gained worldwide attention and brought more focus on the
worsening plight of persecuted Christians, particularly that of Mus-
lim converts to Christianity and other evangelical Protestant Chris-
tians. ) ’

A little brief history. The recent history of religious liberty for
Christians in Iran can be divided into three periods: the late
1970’s, and early 1980’s; the mid and late 1980’s; and finally, the
1990’s. I will only discuss the 1990’s.

During the 1990’s, persecution drastically increased with some
notable occurrences. Kirst, the Iran Bible Society was closed in Feb-
ruary 1990. Second, RéVerend Hossein Soodmand, a Muslim con-
vert pastor, was condemned to death by the Islamic court in the
city of Mashad in December 1990 and the sentence was carried out
shortly thereafter. The charges against him were conversion from
Iilam evangelizing Muslims, and pastoring a Muslim convert
church.

Third, Reverend Dibaj was condemned to death by the Islamic
court in the city of San in December 1993. The court verdict la-
beled his charges as apostasy from Islam.

Fourth, Bishop Hovsepian-Mehr led an international campaign

- which culminated in the release of Reverend Dibaj in January
1994. An Islamic Covernment official denied that there was a
death sentence against Dibaj, even as copies of the court order for
death sentence were being distributed worldwide. The official stat-
ed the death penalty was too severe; however, he did not say what

- would constitute just penalty for conversion from Islam in the Is-

lamic Republic. :

Fifth, Bishop Hovsepian-Mehr disappeared in mid-January 1994
from Tehran. His body was found in late January buried in a Mus-
lim cemetery under suspicious circumstances.

Sixth, Reverend Tateos Michuelian, another Iranian evangelical
Christian pastor, and Reverend Dibaj disappeared in late June
1994 from Tehran. Their bodies were found in early July 1994.

In January 1994, Bishop Hovsepian-Mehr released a list of
human rights violations against members of his church that in-
cluded the beating of Muslim converts, closing of Persian-speakin%
churches and arrest, detention, interrogations, and torture o
Christian pastors and evangelical Christians, acts that only esca-
lated during 1994 and 1995. Because of the church closings, the
number of Persian-speaking churches, Persian being the language
of 99 percent of Iranian Muslims, was reduced from over 20 1n
1990 to only 3 churches in 1995.

The negative publicity following the court sentences of Reverend
Soodmanﬁ and Reverend Dibq; in Iran led the authorities to aban-
don the use of such formal channels of persecution. As a result,
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Muslim converts to Christianity, other evangelical Protestant
Christians, pastors and church leaders continued to be arrested,
imprisoned and tortured, simply because of their religion. Some are
kept under heavy surveillance, with their phones tapped and their
letters routinely opened, while others receive written and oral

 death threats. Some have also escaped assassination attempts.
Others have lost their jobs or have been refused gainful emp?oy-
ment, housing, and education.

Since Bishop Hovsepian-Mehr's death in January 1994, govern-
ment agents are concentrating their persecution more on individ-
uals who are Muslim converts and/or those who encourage Muslims
to convert to Christianity. Ethnic Christians such as Armenians
and Assyrians also continue to face officially sanctioned discrimina-
tion, particularly in the areas of employment, education, housing,
the court system, and public accommodations.

Because of the structure of the underground church, only the
most severe incidents of persecution are reported to Iranian pastors
and church leaders or to the outside world, and some are reported
months or years after the incidents occur, often by refugees after
they flee Iran. For example, the killing of Mr. Manuchehr Afghani,
an Iranian Muslim convert to Christianity in Tehran in 1988, was
not reported until 1995.

The consequences of persecution of Christians in Iran: While some
Iranian Christians have lost their lives, others have found no
choice but to worship in small underground house churches. A
small percentage, about 1 percent per year, find ways to flee Iran.

Persecution of Iranian Christians fleeing to foreign countries: The
persecution of evangelical Christians does not end, however, with
their flight from Iran. The persecution continues in their country
of first asylum as they await immigration to a country where they
can freely practice their faith. In both Turkey and India, Iranian
evangelical Christians are persecuted by Iranian Muslim fanatics.
And stra gely enough, muc?\ of the refugee’s persecution is related
to the Ul\ﬁ‘lgR and U.S. INS procedures and the treatment that
they receive at the hands of these officials.

Persecution in Turkey specifically: Iranian evangelical Christians
who have fled to Turkey have faced persecution by their host gov-
ernment and fanatic Iranian Muslims. Converts have been threat-
ened. The only two Iranian Christian churches in Ankara and Is-
tanbul are now closed. The Ankara Iranian church disbanded after
the Turkish police raided a worship meeting and arrested two Mus-
limn converts for not having updated their residence permits. Both
Iranian Christians were deported to Iran in June 1994 where they
reportedly were questioned at the border and received 110 lashes
each. There are reports that one or both were executed in Iran.

The Iranian Church in Istanbul was pastored by an American
citizen. He was informed by the U.S. Consulate of an Iranian plot
to harm him and was advised to leave Turkey. He left in November
1995. Yet another sign of the growing anti-Iranian Christian senti-
ment festering in Turkey, a leader in the Iranian mosque in Istan-
bul recently protested the existence of an Iranian Christian church
in Istanbug )

Now the case of persecution in India—in India, Iranian Chris-
tians, particularly Muslim converts to Ch.istianity, are also per-



43

secuted. Iranian Christians have been verbally insulted and threat-
ened with death. Assassination attempts have been made on one
Iranian Muslim convert’s life. Another has had to remove his chil-
dren from school because fanatics questioned school officials about
his children. Others have had to move to unknown locations.

Now I would like to focus on the persecution by the UNHCR and
U.S. INS. In Turkey, the UNHCR has deried upwards of a dozen
Iranian Christian refugee family cases and has refused to reopen
their cases, even when new and pertinent information has been
submitted. Because most refugees do not have form completion or
interview skills and ‘adequate counsel and do not know how to
present their cases, their cases are denied.

In July 1994, the U.S. INS adepted a policy requiring all refugee
applicants be recognized as refugees by the UNHCR before bein
interviewed by the U.3. INS. Prior to that time, applicants ha
been allowed to apply directly to the U.S. Consu]ate.

At the same time, the UNHCR turned over all of its refugee proc-
essing and decisionmaking authority to the Turkish Government.
Therefore, as of July 1994, an Iranian Christian refugee in Turke
who is often a Muslim convert must be interviewed by the Turkis
security police who are most often fanatic Muslims, ?i‘he resulting
attitude and behavior of the Turkish police toward the Muslim con-
verts who are apostates is often hostile and abusive. The net effect
of the above changes in procedure is that not a single Iranian
Christian has immigrated to the United States from Turkey in the
last 18 months.

Now the case of India, Germany, and Austria. Written and oral
reports of persecution by Muslim fanatics have gone unheeded by
UNHCR officials in India. The U.S. INS in New Delhi has also
{ai&gd to accept as fact the persecution of Iranian Christians in

ndia,

U.S. INS offices have been very slow to accept Iranian Christian
refugees, even when they are already officially recognized by the
UNUI\%CR as refugees. In Frankfurt, one Iranian Christian was not

iven an interview until 8 months after his application was filed.

ome refugees in New Delhi have still not been interviewed 6
months after submitting their applications. The second ranking
U.S. INS officer in New Delhi has shown abusive behavior toward
the refugees, making statements such as, don’t waste my time with
your story, as well as screaming and telling them they have no
chance of being accepted into the United States.

The report to Congress on Proposed Refugee Admissions for Fis-
cal Year 1996, page 20, states that the U.S. INS interview with the
refugee applicant is nonadversarial. This has not always been the
case with the U.S. INS offices in places such as New Delhi, Frank-
furt, and Vienna. An American immigration attorney in Washing-
ton, DC, Ms. Jan Pederson states in a December 1995 letter re-

arding one refugee applicant, and I quote, “I would forewarn you
that some examiners in Frankfurt exhibited hostility toward Is-
lamic converts to Christianity.”

There is also marked inconsistency between U.S. INS processin
osts in decisions to accept or deny applicants. For example, an of-
gcer in Madrid accepted one particularly weak case while officers
in Vienna and Frankfurt denied very strong cases.
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The adversarial attitude of the U.8. INS officials and inconsist-
ent refugee processing has led to refugees finding themselves be-
tween a rock and a hard place. They cannot go back to Iran, yet
the governments of the countries in which they have found tem-
porary residence threaten them with deportation, and in some
cases actually deport them back to Iran. Many of the refugees are
also financially destitute and cannot survive unnecessarily drawn-
out appeals.
.. Some tangible recommendations for assisting persecuted Iranian

evangelical Christians: Change in the human rights situation in
Iran may not take place in the near future, but much can be done
to help the fleeing Iranian Christians. They have clear needs which
can and must be met. )

For example, independently investigate the refugee processing
procedures; designate all persecuted Iranian Christians and Chris-
tian minorities in Muslim countries and enclaves as priority one;
bring about changes in the U.G. Department of State policies and
U.S. INS procedures so that the same standards for acceptance are
used by U.S. INS officers at refugee processing posts which are
used in the U.S. asylum offices; an appeal process outside the U.S.
INS refugee processing post must be established for bona fide refu-
gees; establish a monitoring of the refugee apﬁlication process; Ira-
nian refugees and Christian refugees from other Muslim countries
and Mushim enclaves should be able to apply directly to the U.S.
INS in those countries, rather than going through the UNHCR, vol-
untary or joint voluntary agencies, which are NGO’s; U.S. INS ref-
ugee processinghposts should be established in all neighbering Mus-
lim countries; the U.S. Government must apply international pres-
sure to influence Iran and Turkey to stop returning one another’s
refugees and asylum-seekers.

Finally, a concluding proposal. We at Iranian Cbristians Inter-
national believe no more than 1 percent of the Iranian evangelical
Christians are able to flee Iran annually. This is due not only to
the foreign travel restrictions in Iran, but also due to the terrible
price associated with abandoning one’s homeland and the uncer-
tainty and suffering that await them when they reach another
count?r. If these problems are resolved, then the persecution of a
much larger number of evangelical Christians can be avoided.

If the Islamic Republic of Iran would provide a window of oppor-
tunity, say 2 years. for any evangelical Christian to leave Iran
without harm or retaliation against them or their family, we be-
lieve 10,000 persons would leave. However, for this to take place,
there must be new policies and procedures for the direct processing
of refugees, meaning bypassing UNHCR and joint voluntary agen-
cies by interested democratic governments in countries borderinﬁ
Iran such as Turkey. If there i1s such a guarantee of efficient an
fair processing, then the suffering of many Iranian Christians can
be relieved.

Thank you. ‘

Mr. SmMrTH. Mr. Ghaffari, thank you for your testimony.

& l,‘I;he prepared statement of Mr. Ghaffari appears in the appen-
ix.

Mr. SMITH. I think, as you know, part of the portfolio of issues

that this subcommittee has under its jurisdiction is refugee policy,
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and for the last year-and-a-half I have heen very much dismayed
and chagrined by the Administration and the UNHCR’s reluctance
to treat bona fide refugees all sver the world, including Iran, the
way they want to be treated. Granted, we are awash in refugees
right now because of wars and a whole host of other reasons, but
to close off one’s borders and to just insist on repatriation as op-
posed to properly adjudicating a request and determining whether
or not there is a well-founded fear of persecution really is a very
sad chapter in refusgee policy on the part of the UNHCR and the
U.S. Immigration Service. So I thank you for ypur recommenda-
tions. They will be taken very seriously to heart by this subcommit-
tee and, hopefully, we can do something tangible to assist.

Just ‘)rieﬂy on that question of refugee policy, why is it do you
think that the UNHCR and the U.S. Immigration people take such
a jaundiced view toward the Iranian Chnistians? Is it that the
don’t helieve that the persecution is real, or is it just a closed-mind-
edness on their part?

Mr. GHAFFARIL. Only partly. But also because the refugee cases
are not prepared properly; the refugees don’t know how to do it and
they don’t have interview skills, for example, and they don’t have
adequate counsel and help with the preparation of their cases. That
is part of the reason. ‘ :

so, there are blatant statements, for example, by UNHCR in
New Delhi that we have hundreds of thousands of refugee appli-
cants and we can accept only a very, very small percentage. So it
is these kinds of things.

Mr. SMITH. So the caseload overwhelms them as well?

Mr. GHAFFARIL Right. There is no opportunity for the refugees.
There are no countries which would accept them. There are very
few opportunities for these refugees to immigrate anywhere. That
is one thing that they state. And then also, this attitude of, well,
we really don’t believe you. Don’t waste our time. Sometimes just
a clear mistreatment of these refugee applicants. -

Mr. SMITH. I appreciate that. We will look into that.

You know, my concern about refugee policy grows by the day.
There is an immigration bill making its way through Congress that
would cap the number of refugees; a very, very severe cap, approxi-
mately 50,000 is one number that is being bandied about, and cur-
rently we allow 110,000 in. The Administration  is pushing to
downsize that from anywhere to 80,000 to 90,000 or maybe even
acquiesce to the 50,000. Some of us believe that refugee policy is
a completely different issue than illegal immigration, and it needs
’ to be recognized as such. Some people like to blur that line of de-
marcation and treat everyone as if they are an economic migrant.

We had a situation, I won’t go on with this too much longer, with
women who have actually been found by INS personnel to have
been victimized by forced abortion in China whom this Administra-
tion wants to send back to China. They have targets on their back;’
they will ?o right to the gulag as sure as I am sitting here. And
yet this closed-mindedness on the part of the Administration is
seeking to send them back. It took us 4 months to get those wit-
nesses before our subcommittee. So there is, I think, a very poor
attitude with this Administration, and there are Republicans who
feel like-minded, that refugees are better off’ sent back rather than
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being given safe haven here or snywhere else, any other country
of asylum. -

Let me just ask cur three distinguished witnesses who spoke to
the igsue of Islamic extremism, what should Congress do now?

Mr. Ghaffari, you gave some very specific recommendations. Is
the U.N. Commission on Human Rights in Geneva an appropriate
forum to really address the use of b%asphemy laws, and to address
it now? Because it seems like such a denunciation, which can take
place so easily as a way of getting even with somebody, or even if
someone happens to be a Christian or is converted, is a way of, as
you pointed out, Mr. Forte, perpetrating private acts of terrorism;
it encourages vigilantes, if you will. What can we do to really try
to chill that? Because it seems to me that is a very menacing, ris-
ing tide of abuse.

r. FORTE. The two methods are, as you well know, publicity
and spending. Those are Congress’ greatest weapons. In spending,
for example—is the third panel going to be dealing with Egypt and
Sudan? I am not sure,

Mr. SMiTH. We have will some people who will speak to that, but
this isn’t the last hearing on this as well.

Mr. Forte. In Egypt, for example, which receives, what, $1 bil-
lion a Year in aid, the Coptic minority has been definitely
marginalized. They no longer hold posts of political responsibility.
They are being discriminated against in economic advancement.
There have been reports of forced conversion of women. .

Anecdotally, colleagues of mine who visited Egypt would be ap-
proached by Coptic girls and would ask, “Are you Christian?” and
they would secretly pull aside their blouse to show a hanging cross,

-because if they displayed it, they would be attacked. Egypt, in
order to try to mollify the Muslim Brotherhood’s influence, is treat-
ing Christians as victims.

hat is a general pattern, that so-called friendly government, in
order to mollify the extremists, will allow Christians to become
scapegoats, andythat is on the sign of fascism. That is exactly what
happened in Nazi Germany. You use the minority as scapegoats in
order to gain more and more power against the intolerant, even
your own intolerant wing of your own party. That is what hap-
pened in Germany.

So if you tie your foreign aid appropriations to specific findings
and demarches regarding human rights, much better results would
occur.

Second, with publicity, there are reports out of the Sudan and
out of Mauritama that International slavery is rife, particularly at
the expense of blacks and Christians. It seems to me that we have
universal jurisdiction under international law to arrest, under our
own domestic law, to arrest anybody anywhere who exercises—who
tries to enslave or tries to commit acts of piracy. _

Those are the two great crimes. It seems to me Congress could
demand that such enforcement take place through publicity.

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Forte, you will be happy to know we do have a
hearing scheduled with the Subcommittee on Africa that Ms. Ros-
Lehtinen chairs on Mauritania and the slavery issue. I thank you
for your comments.

Rev. Augustine.
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Rev. AUGUSTINE. I would like to add that the word “persistent”
would be used when you asked what the Congress can do, not one
time, but raise again and again this issue with the Islamic regimes,
and when an issue like Rashmir is raised by the Pakistan Govern-
ment which is about the violation of the human rights, in that re-

ion, Con&ress should also raise the issue of the violation of hun-

reds of thousands of Christians whose rights are violated every
day and they are oppressed and killed, and they receive threats
constantzfv. x :

I would also like to raise this issue, that our Congress should ask
the government of Saudi Arabia, which does not allow any religious
group—not only Christian, but any religious group—to even say a

rayer in their thoughts, in their mind, in their dreams, and if the

Metwah) muilahs, the religious police, comes to know about it that
even in their heart they said a Lord’s prayer, they will be arrested,
they will be rotting in those Sandis jaif)s forever,

In our country here, Sandis are sending hundreds of thousands,
millions of petro dollars to build Islamic mosques and are fully sup-
gorted, and if I have to contribute, I will contribute toward the

uilding of a worship place and they are opening many religious
centers; they are sending their missionaries in the United States.
But they would not allow any religious freedom for any religious
community back in most of the Islamic countries.

A recent example, the State Department wanted permission to
acquire a place for a Christian worship. The Saudi Government
gave no permission for religious worship to be allowed in that part
of the country. I would ask that our government, which has a very
good relationship, to be persistent in asking the Saudi Government
and to grant religious freedom to other religious communities in
that part of the world.

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Forte. 4

Mr. ForTE. One thing we can guarantee, and it is shameful that
we don’t, is the freedom of Americans to worship. It seems to me
entirely appropriate for Congress to place into the defense appro-
priations bill a requirement that no American who serves under
the armed forces will ever be ordered not to worship appropriately,
in the manner in which he sees fit, because of the country he hap-
pens to be assigned to. And I think it would be appropriate if you
put that into the State Department appropriations bill as well.

Mr. SMITH. Thank you for that recommendation.

You may find this of interest. The priest that married my wife
and me, Father Engeltera, was the lead chaplain in Saudia Arabia
during Operation Desert Shield/Desert Storm. When he came back
we spent considerable time talking to him about—and I had raised
this earlier with the ambassador to Saudia Arabia—the fact that
although the Americans were there literally to save Saudia Arabia
from Saddam Hussein’s aggression, which many of us thoxé‘ght after
Kuwait would continue right into Saudi Arabia, Father Engeltera
could not even display the cross on his uniform. Americans who
wanted to worship, whether Protestant, Evangelical, Catholic, or
Jewish, were precluded from doing so by the Saudi Arabian Gov- -
ernment. On a Sunday, for example, instead of advertising mass, -
they would have to advertise bingo-—not even bingo but some other
kind of recreation activity—because otherwise it would be an af-
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front to the Nation of Saudi Arabia. So your point is very well
taken that tolerance cuts both ways. We shculd extend complete
tolerance to the Muslims, but the extremist element ought not to
be aided and abetted in their intolerance. :

Rev. AUGUSTINE. You know, I fully agree with Dr. Forte. And in
our own country, if you can tell the Saudi ambassador to speak to
persons like me to hear the story how we have helped the Muslims
in the United States. The Afghan refugees in Springfield came to
me in Vienna, and there were about 300 of them who said, “We
have no place of worship.”

I said, “Would you like us to give you a parish hall at St. Chris-
topher Episcopal Church in Springfield, Virginia?” I provided for 4
weeks teaching of Islamic faith, their f\istory, their tradition, and
then brought both the communities together. For the last 4 years
they are worshipping free of charge in this Christian church.

During the Gulf War, I had a Christian-Muslim dialog and a
prf%er vigil in my own church, the Church of the Holy Comforter
in Vienna, Virginia, and through our church, through our discre-
tionar{dfunds, we have supported so many Afghan refugees and
other Muslims with food, with rent money. I wish the ambassador
of Saudi Arabia and other Islamic ambassadors could hear our sto-
ries, that we are keeping our churches open and we welcome them
when they are in need.

Mr. SMITH. Yes.

Mr. MORENO. Mr. Chairman, you mentioned Saudi Arabia. I
haven’t testified on Islamic countries today but I am aware of the
situation there, and I have visited Egypt and interviewed the Min-
ister of Religious Affairs there.

I was reading about Saudia Arabia. The U.S. State Department,
in its Report on Human Rights for 19941995, states that freedom
of religion does not exist in Saudi Arabia and that all citizens in
Saudia Arabia must be Muslim. We see that kind of reality, where
people are born into a religion and they have never chosen their
religion. As Muslims, not even Christians, but as Muslims they
never chose their religion and they don’t have the freedom to
choose their religion. If they choose a different religion, then they
are persecuted and the law requires even capital punishment to be
applied under Islamic law, the Shari’a.

o I believe that we should think about this situation and ques-
tion if even Muslims have liberty of conscience in Muslim coun-
tries. A religion that is imposed by law, by economic pressure, so-
cial pressure, family pressure, cannot be considered a sincerely
held belief if it is not something that can be changed, that can be
exercised on an individual basis.

We are dealing with the innermost ?art of the human being, and
we believe that anyone’s religion should not be imposed. Everybody
should have the freedom to chanFe their religion, and that is, of
course, stated in the International Covenant on Civil and Political
Rights and other documents.

r. SMITH. Thank you for that comment. I have additional ques-
tions I would like to submit to you for the record if you wouldn’t
mind responding. . L.

Just very briefly, Mr. Moreno, on Mexico and the situation in
Chiapas, which is obviously much different than the extremist Is-
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lamic repression and the Communist hatred of Christianity as well,
what does it count for? You know, you mentioned that somabody
who converted found themselves being harassed 15 days later. Is
this somethinF that is being brought {6 bear by people of religion?
Who is actually persecuting the evangelicals in Cl?iapas?

Mr. MORENO. There i3 a situation with the caciques, who are the
local bosses, and they have control over the community. They, of
course, claim to be Catholics, as most people in Latin America. But,
of course, Catholicism is very different in Latin America in many
regions, especially in rural areas, than Catholicism here in the
United States or in Europe.

So these people encourage a system of festivities where there is
heavy drinking, and many Evangelicals and some Catholics have
. refused to join in these festivities, and so they are persecuted. It
is clearly because of religious beliefs as the agreement I quoted
states. Just 3 days ago there was a group of people sitting in the
plaza in Huacatenango shouting “We don’t want Evangelicals in
this town.”

So it is a religious problem, and the Catholic church is divided
on the issue. On the one hand there are many people that support
the evicted Evangelicals and they are working for their protection
and for their right to return to their homes. But there are other

ups, other sectors of the Catholic church, that are not as sympa-
thetic to their plight. In any case, we believe that they are per-
secuted because of religious reasons and also because of economic
reasons.

Mr. SMITH. I want to thank this very distinguished panel. You
have made a number of good recommendations that this sub-
committee and this particular member will follow up on, and I
want to thank you. There will be additional hearings, so this is
part of a process, and I want to thank you for your very valuable
contributions.

Mr. SMrTH. I would like to welcome our third and final panel to
the witness table. One of the most exciting developments that is oc-
curring is that many of the churches are getting more involved in
:})eakin out and demanding action by our own government, the

nited States, and by groups like the United Nations.

I would like to first welcome Richard Land, who is the president/
treasurer of the Christian Life Commission of the Southern Baptist
Convention’s agency for applied Christianity. Prior to becoming the
Christian Life Commission’s president, Dr. Land served as The
Criswell College’s vice president for academic affairs from 1980 to
1988. Dr. Land has contributed articles to both learned journals
and popular periodicals, and has served as a contributing editor to
the Criswell Study Bible. He is an ordained Southern Baptist min-
ister and has been a member of the Southern Baptist church since
1953. The date of my birth, by the war.

Morton Winston, a professor of philosophy at Trenton State Col-
lege, currently serves as chairman of the board of directors of Am-
nesty International, USA. He joined the board of Amnesty Inter-
national in 1991 and has served on the Executive, International
and Administration Committees. As a long-time human rights ac-
tivist and scholar, Dr. Winston brings both experience and vision
to Amnesty’s board of directors. i '
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Reverend Dr. Albert Pennybacker served as president of the ecu-
menical development initiative and associate general secretary for
income development and interpretation, National Council of
Churches of Christ in the United States of America. Additionally,
on an interim basis he is serving as associate general secretary for
public policy, and is director of the NCC Washington office. His
major vocational commitment for 35 years has been in pastoral
ministry.

And, finally, Martin J. Dannenfelser, Jr., director of government
relations for the Family Research Council, joined this pro-family
policy group in 1995. His responsibilities include tracking and initi-
ating legislation relating to family policy. Mr. Dannenfelser re-
ceived a bachelor of science degree specializing in business and
public administration from Trenton State College in New Jersey.
Just let me say that it is good to see my good friend and colleague,
Marty, who served as my administrative assistant for a number of
years, for some 15 years, and it is truly a pleasure to have you on
this side of the witness table.

I would like to begin with Dr. Land.

STATEMENT OF DR. RICHARD D. LAND, PRESIDENT, CHRIS-
TIAN LIFE COMMISSION OF SOUTHERN BAPTIST CONVEN-
TION

Dr. LAND. Thank you, Congressman. 1 want to begin by express-
ing my appreciation to you and tell you that I will be summarizing
* my remarks, and I ask that my written remarks be written into the
record in their entirety.

Mr. SMITH. Without objection, so ordered.

Dr. LAND. The persecution of Christians in various parts of the
world has not been a high profile item on America’s agenda. I am
delighted and grateful to be able to say that due to your efforts and
the ef(’fl'orts of many others, that tragic neglect is rapidly coming to
an end.

I want to thank the Puebla Program on Religious Freedom for
their assistance in making this issue known. There was virtual
unanimity of support at a recent conference sponsored by them
here in Washington for the statement of conscience of the National
Association of Evangelicals concerning worldwide religious persecu-
tion. I have copies of these available and they are attached to my
statement.

The National Association of Evangelicals, which represents tens
of millions of evangelical Christians in America, has produced this
statement of conscience which outlines the facts of such persecution
of Christians, states the principles of opposition against such perse-
cution, and issues a call for actions which would directly address
such persecution. As a member of the executive committee of NAE,
I am delighted that the National Association of Evangelicals has
taken this leadership role. - .

I also want to specifically thank Stephen Rosenfeld of the Wash-
ington Post for lending his influential forum and powerful voice to
this issue. Also, the Executive Council of the General Convention
" of the Episcopal Church has joined in support of the National Asso-
ciation of Evangelicals statement.
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The 15.6-million member Scuthern Baptist Convention, reflecting
a %rowm.g concern on this issue, passed a resolution overwhelm-
ingly at its convention in June 1995. The resolution expresses sup-
port for all people suﬁ‘erin%denial of religious liberty in the world.

In addition,. ope John Paul II, as has been mentioned earlier
today, has reiterated his strong and longstanding stand for reli-

ous freedom in his remarks to the Vatican dipFom:atic corps on

anuary the 13th, 1996. In that speech the Pope raised the issue
of religious persecution in some Islamic countries, as well as China
and Vietnam, and noted that such abuses were “an intclerable and
unjustifiable violation not only of all the norms of current inter-
national law, but of the most fundamental human freedom, that of
practicing one’s faith openly, which for human beings is their rea-
son for living.”

When Episcopalians, Evangelicals, Southern Baptists and Roman
Catholics are all voicing grave concerns over the persecution of
Christians in other countries, I believe we can say that critical
mass has been reached. I believe we are witnessing the beginnings
of a broad-based movement which will insist with increasing inten-
sity that the government of the United States of America take seri- -
ous and important steps to use its influence to insist that the of-
fending foreign governments stop these atrocities.

Let me be clear that we are not insisting that the U.S. Govern-
ment seek to hold ‘he entire world to the pristine standard of the
U.S. Constitution’s First Amcudment religious liberty rights and
Fuarantees, as desirapie and as beneficial to humankind as we be-
ieve that would be. We are insisting that basic human rights be
recognized.

These persecutions of Christians are clear and unacceptable vio-
lations of the U.N.’s 1948 Universal Declaration of Human Rights,
particularly, but not exclusively, Articles 2 and 18. The inter-
national family of nations has agreed that all human beings have
the inherent right to freedom of thought, conscience and religion.

As we have heard today, the persecutions are real and they are
widespread. A focused campaign against these persecutions sup-
porteé) by a committed domestic constituency, such as sensitized
and informed American Christians, can and we believe will have
tremendous and far-reaching results.

The inspiring paradigm of the plight of Soviet Jewry, and the
tremendous impact that the American Jewish community was able
to achieve by galvanizing the will and determination of the Amer-
ican people, is the best argument both for the ability to make a life-
changing difference and for the fact that the efforts achieved can
be far-reaching.

The American campaign on behalf-of Soviet Jews helped to seal
the fate of Soviet repression and its far-flung empire. We believe
a campaign to use erican governmental influerice to stop the
persecution of Christians may have similarly dramatic results.

Evangelicals and Catholics are being persecuted in many of these
countries by those who are seeking to hold back the 21st century
by using the 20th century’s repressive methods. Christians are
tﬁ'reats to the anti-democratic forces which oppose modernity, and
if the Western secular elites do not understand this, make no mis-

Y
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take, the Chinese, Vietnamese and Cuban commissars and the Is-
lamic ayatollahs do.

Further, if the U.S. Government makes the price for persecuting
Christians, usually the most vulnerable people in these societies,
unacceptable, it strengthens the moderate Islamic elements in
these societies in their attempts to resist the thuggery and persecu-
tion perpetrated by Islamic radicals in their midst.

Clearly, the U.S. Government has been woefully negligent in
dealing with the issue of persecution of Christians around the
world. This issue has not occupied a significant place in American
foreign policy. It has often not even been on the State Department’s
radar screen, and that must change.

There are several steps the Clinton administration can and
~ should take to rectify this situation. First, the President should de-

liver a strong, hard)-'hitting major policy address making it clear

that governments seeking to be on favorable and friendly terms
with the United States must not persecute Christian minorities.

Second, the president should appoint a high level Special Advisor
to the President for Religious Liberty who would have broad-based
authority to investigate, monitor and report to the President perse-
cutions which occur and what the various agencies of the U.S. Gov-
ernment, such as the State Department and the Justice Depart-
~ment, are or are not doing abouf it. Such an advisor should be
someone who has the full confidence of and rapport with the Amer-
ican religious community.

In adc%i,tion, we would fully commend to your committee and to
the full Congress, as well as to the President, the entirety of the
-call to action on pages 3 to 5§ of the National Association of
Evangelicals’ statement of conscience. I would urge the Congress to
take a hard look at the NAE'’s cal! to action and to see what parts,
such as immigration service indjfference, special trade status, for-
eign aid, State Department reporting on religious persecution, et
cetera, could be embodied in legislation.

There are some examples of the State Department’s woeful and
callous indifference to the plight of persecuted Christians which I
believe need to be mentioned specifically. They are illustrative and
not exhaustive.

First, the current U.S. ambassador to China, Jim Sasser, at a
meeting with NGO’s in Washington, DC on January the 24th,
1996, indicated that he was not aware of the Protestant Evan-
gelical house church movement in China, perhaps the largest evan-
gelical movement in the world, much less of the torture and impris-
onment of its members.

It is right and helpful for the Ambassador to be briefed on the
persecution of Buddhists in Tibet and the massive violations of
women’s rights in the People’s Republic of China, but it is unforgiv-
able that in the many menths of briefings given him by the State
- Department, that they did not brief him on the gersecutions of a
movement that may number 80 million people in China. We believe
Ambassador Sasser should be recalled until such time as he can be
fully briefed on the extent of the persecution of Christians in
China, and there should be an investigation as to who was respon-
sible for the Ambassador’s background preparation and why they
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t:ou»lc‘ll be so shockingly insensitive to the persecution of millions of-
peopie. .

Second, the Vietnamese Government continues, as we have heard
here this afternoon, to this present moment, {0 persecute Chris-
tians. Yet when our government was negotiating with Vietnam -
over our government's recognition of that country, this issue was
not even on the table. In fact, at the very moment the United
States granted much-coveted full diplomatic recognition to Viet-
nam, that country embarked on a campaign to intimidate and sup-
press Christian worship. :

Third, the U.S. Attorney General should issue immediately a bul-
letin to INS hearing officers acknowledging mounting anti-Chris-
tian persecution in many parts of the world, and direct such offi-
cers to process the claims of escapees from such persecutions with
priority and diligence. What amounts to an anti-Christian bias in
U.S. Government circles in this area prevents Christians from es-
caping torture by fleeing to the Unitecf States. Just as an example,.
an Et iogian pastor arrested and tortured 25 times was told by his
lawyer that he had little chance of gaining asylum in the United
Sta{.es because Christian claims of persecution were not taken seri-
cusly. )

Fourth, the head of the U.S. delegation to the Human Rights
Commission of the United Nations should give a major address at
the commission’s annual meeting in March on Christian persecu-
tion and other examples of religious intolerance under the agenda
itern “Religious Intolerance.” The U.S. head of delegation has failed
to address religious intolerance at the commission for the past 2
years of her tenure. - ,

Fifth, there should be a full investigation and report to deter-
. mine who at the State Department was responsible for advising
-participants not to carry Bibles or religious literature with them to
the UN’s Conference for Women in Beijing last fall. It is shameful
_ that the United States capitulated to China’s demand that partici-

pants limit their own religious freedoms. This should never occur
again at any future international conference, especially one on
human rights, that the United States helps fund and attends. The
United States should have insisted that another forum site be
found if China could not tolerate the religious rights of the U.N.
participants. : _ .

Sixth, there should be a full report and investigation into reports
that the U.S. Consulate in Jeddah, Saudi Arabia has bowed to
Saudi Government demands to end Christian worship services for
U.S personnel and their dependents or: consulate grounds. It had
long been the practice that such services were held, and they
ceased sometime after March 1994. Here we seem to have a case
of American citizens’ First Amendment rights being abrogated on
American property in foreign countries in acquiescence to the de-
mands of a repressive Saudi regime.

Traditionally, the role of our embassies in foreign lands has been
not only to represent the American Governmerit but to symbolize
American values. It seems that, at least in regard to persecution
of Christians, often the State Department has been in the posture
of abject surrender to the most repressive of regimes which have
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denied fundamental American values of freedom from religious per-
secution. : "

The question of whether to grant most-favored-nation privileges
for Vietnam will be certain to come up later this year for the first
time, and most-favored-nation status for China will be up for re-
newal in May. We urge the U.S. Government to take a hard look
at U.S. policy with regard to these and other nations in the context
of these countries’ persecution of Christians. Also of relevance in
this regard will be China’s efforts to gain entry into the World
Trade Organization. -

We are told that the 21ist century will be the pacific century.
What kind of century will it ke? America has great power and in-
fluence. Such s)ower contains responsibilities as well as privilege.
We must do all we can to influence the Asian powers of tlge future
to recognize the basic human rights of their citizens, including
Christians.

Experience tells us that governments, like children, often do not
what ycu expect but what you are prepared to inspect. We expect
our government to insist that nations who want to ge in good rela-
tion with us cease and desist from persecuting Christians. We will
be inspecting whether they do so.

foreign policy that denies our basic values and seeks only to
meet the requirements of commerce and business is and always
will remain totally unacceptable.

In conclusion, I would just like to say that as I have listened to
these testimonies, very moving testimonies this afternoon, I am re-
minded of a similarly moying experience that cccurred in the early
1960’s as I was attending a movie theater in sow.theast Houston.

I saw the movie “Judgment at Nuremberg,” and in the movie
“Judgment at Nurember%”—which I would encourage everyone in
this room to see again if they have seen it, and if they have not
seen it to go cut and rent it—the American justice, the chief justice
of the American tribunal, is under tremendous pressure, the pres-
sure of realpolitik, to give light sentences to Nazi judges because,
after all, we need the Germar: support in the cold war against Rus-
sia. And the American chief justice, played by Spencer Tracy, said,
“A country is not a rock. A country is what it stands for when
standing for something costs. Let the whole world know that this
is what we stand for: Justice, truth and the value of a single
human being.” , ’

I believe &at should be and must be the guiding star of the pol-
icy of the government of the United States.

[The prepared statement of Dr. Land appears in the appendix.]

Mr. SMITH. Dr, Land, thank you very much for that moving testi-
mony. I had read your call to action printed on January 23rd,
which you spoke of and about this afternoon, and was greatly
moved gy its comprehensiveness and the fact that it is very serious
about getting, whether it be Democrat or Republican administra-
tions, to take seriously the plight of Christians. >

During the 1980’s, I worked with Frank Wolf and Tony Hall, a
" Democrat and a Republican, trying to remove MFN for Romania
- because of its egregious human rights abuses, which were particu-
larly focused against Christians. It took 3 years to get a hearing
in {m Ways and Means Committee because we were told that, oh,

5
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they carne to the Olympics, they have a seperate foreign policy vis-
a-vis the then Soviet Union than the other east bloc countries; ar-

ments which had a surface appeal, but rang hollow. The
vecuritate was one of the most despicable of the intelligence serv-
ices, and now everyone agrees that Ceacescu was a thug and no-
body wants to be identified with him. But during those years of the
1980’s, nobody took seriously the persecution of Christians by this
government.

I want to thank you. This is a comprehensive statement and I
appreciate it. It is going to have major impact on and many impli-
cations for U.S. foreign policy.

Mr. SMITH. I would like to invite Dr. Winston for his testimony
at this point. ‘

STATEMENT OF MORTON E. WINSTON, CHAIR, BOARD OF
DIRECTORS, AMNESTY INTERNATIONAL, USA

Dr. WINSTON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Good afternoon.

I would like to thank you, Mr. Chairman, for calling these hear-
ings and for inviting Amnesty International to testify. I am, as you
know, chairman of the board of Amnesty International USA. I am
also a professor of law at Tre~ton State College, a college of which
you were one of the most distinguished alumni. So 1 am very
pleased indeed to be here. -

I have a report, ten pages, that I would request be fully submit-
ted into the record.

Mr. SMITH. Without objection, so ordered. .

Dr. WINSTON. I would then like to make some brief remarks, ex-
cerpting parts of the written testimony and tryin%‘to highlight cer-
tain concerns that have not been addressed by other speakers ear-
lier this afternoon.

Amnesty International USA welcomes this opportunity to submit
testimony on specific instances of intolerance and persecution on
grounds of religious belief where these issues fall within the man-

ate of the organization.

The causes for religious intolerance are complex and have very
often a political dimension. It is, therefore, not always possible te
make & sharP distinction between intolerance based strictly on reli-
gious grounas and intolerance based on political grounds, as the
ollowing testimony will indicate.

Governments seek to curtail or ban the practice of religious

ups for a variety of reasons. Some countries seek to reduce the
influence of one or more religious groups because of their perceived
. links with opposition groups or with separatist movements. QOther
governments suppress religious communities because they dis-
approve of their connections with branches or headquarters abroad.
A third category of governments have clamped down on religious
freedom following a reform of the national legal system in accord-
ance with their own religious convictions.

State control of religious activity may take different forms. A few
countries allow only the practice of a single state-recognized reli-
gion. A larger group of countries has followed a policy of giving offi-
cial recognition to only a limited number of religions and of putting
their institutions under close supervision.
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Officially prohibited activities may include preaching and evan-
gelizing, teaching religion to children, distributing or copying reli-
gious materials, and attending religious services. People ?\ave been
in prison for converting from one religion to another and for dis-
plgying religious symbols such as verses or crucifixes.

anctions inflicted on religious believers for the infringement of
these prohibitions range from various forms of harassment to im-
prisonment, torture, even the imposition of the death penalty. In
sorne instances, religious believers have been subjected to confine-
ment in labor camps for decades for exercising their right to free-
dom of religion.

While the following testimony does not constitute an exhaustive
survey of instances of religious intolerance which fall under Am-
nesty International’s mandate, it is intended to illustrate patterns
of concern and abuse and to make several recommendations that
iovemments can take to end this kind of human rights violation.

t the request of the committee, the testivaony focuses primarily on
the persecution of Christians.

The report has parts that deal with a number of cases that you
have already heard of today. In Cuba, we discussed a case of Rev-
erend Vila, who has been in prison for house worship in Cuba. We
also discussed the problem in Pakistan having to do with the blas-
Phemy lqws, and particularly the Masih case that you heard of ear-
ier. ¢

In the section dealing with China, we also focus on the arrest
and harassment of peogle in the house evangelical movement and
particularly on the plight of Bishop Zeng, who you heard of earlier,
who is one of Amnesty International’s POCs. We are quite con-
cerned about his health. He apparently has pneumonia, a 76-year-
old man. We are calling for his immediate and unconditional re-
lease by the Chinese authorities.

Rather than going over these cases again which have been elabo-
rated in greater detail by some other speakers, I want to focus on
garts of the testimony that deal with concerns Amnesty has in

udan, Saudi Arabia and Mexico, where there is less overlap.

Sudan remains a country that has experienced flagrant manipu-
lation of religious issues, and has fostered a climate of intolerance
where widespread human rights violations based on religious affili-
ations have been perpetuated. The country, as you know, has been
mired in a civil war between the government in Khartoum and the
armed opposition, Sudan People’s Liberation Army, SPLA, since
1983, when the government sought to impose its interpretation of
the Shari’a or Islamic law on the whole country.

The current military government led by President Omar al-
Bashir, backed primarily by the National Islamic Front, and the
main armed opposition factions, the Sudan People’s. Liberation
Army led by John Garang de Mabior, and the South Sudan Inde-
pendence Army, SSIA, led by Dr. Riek Machar Teny-Dhurgon, are
responsible on all sides for committing human rights abuses.

Upon independence Sudan was, for all Fractical purposes, two
countries: a northern region, predominantly Arab, Muslim, well-
educated and in control of the government apparatus, and a much
poorer south with an African population divided into Christians
and worshippers of traditional religion. In September 1983 the



57

Khartoum Government tried to consolidate its power and “arabize”
the country through the enforcement of a radical version of the
Shari'a law.

In the north this included the imposition of severe restrictions on
the rights of women: a dress code, the prohibition to women of trav-
el uniess accompanied by males, and a steady retrenchment on
educational opportunities for women. In the south, this has re-
sulted in a scorched-earth campaign-style war that has created mil-
lions cf refugees and has taken the lives of thousands of innocent
Sudanese. -

The government has sought to suppress ail forms of politicall
independent activity and to destroy the institutions of an independ-
ent civil society throughout the country. After legal changes in mid-
1993, the media are technically no longer the monopoly of the
state, but they remain entirely controlled by government loyalists.
The judiciaay, the prison system, and the police and the army have
been purged of anyone suspected of opposition to the official State
ideology. In May 1993 the government even expropriated the holy
centers of the three main Sudanese traditional Islamic groups: the
Ansar, the Khatmiya, and the Ansar Sunna.

As a standard practice, the Khartoum Government detains and
tortures suspected opponents in so-called ghost houses, the security
force’s secret detention centers. Targets have been non-Muslim and
moderate Muslim critics of official policies and the radical Islamic
agenda. Political activity remains forbidden, and any form of oppo-
gition leads to detention without charge or trial, often to torture.
Hundreds of f;:eople convicted of criminal offenses have been
flogged. An unknown number have suffered judicial amputation of
hands and feet.

Massive human rights violations have also been committed by
various SPLA factions, claiming to be building a new Sudan,
against the Khartoum Government and each other. There has been
a lack of accountability and a complete disregard for humanitarian
Krinci les in the conduct of war. Prominent internal dissidents
have been detained and some have been killed. Ethnic violence
against civilians has been mirrored by killings within the ranks of
each warring faction. Captured government soldiers of rival fac-
tions are usually extrajudiciallf' executed on the battlefield or after

e

interrogation and torture. Male villagers caught during an offen- - -

give are forced into becoming porters and are killed after being
deemed no longer useful.

We have a recommendation. The tragedy of Sudan should not be
allowed to continue. The Sudanese authorities and the SPLA fac-
tions must end human rights violations. The international commu-
nity in the United States has a critical role to play, and must, if
Sudan is ever to know peace.

Amnesty International calls for the creation by an apswopriate
intergovernmental organization of a team of international civilian
human rights monitors to work with the authorities and the Sude-
nese public in all parts of Sudan to build respect for human rights.
- Amnesty International also calls on the Sudanese Government ar.a
each faction of the SPLA to demonstrate their commitment to
human rights by inviting and extending full cooperation to a mon-
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itoring team to be established in the areas under the control of the
belligerent parties.

In Saudi Arabia persecution of religious minorities, particularly
that of Christians and Shi'a Muslims, has increased dramatically
in Saudia Arabia during the years following the Gulf War. Hun-
dreds of men, women and chiﬂiren have been summarily arrested
and ill-treated by the religious police, mostly without formal
lc'hgrges or trials, for the nonviolent expression of their religious be-
iefs, : ¢

The judicial punishments embodied in the Hanbali interpretation
of the Shari’a, the most conservative interpretation of the Islamic
law, are strictly adhered to in Saudia Arabia. Public and private
non-Muslim worship is banned and there are no places of worghip
for non-Muslims in the country. Punishrents prescribed and im-
plemented by the Saudi Arabian authorities include public flogging,
amputation and beheading. These rulings are applicable t«o%ot
Muslim and non-Muslim residents, and also include arrest and de-
tention without charge or trial, torture and flogging and, in the
case of foreign nationals, deportation.

The Christian community, predominantly expatriate workers on
short-term resident permits, has been targeted by the religious po-
lice due to its activities, such as the formation of clandestine wor-
ship groups. Of those Christians arrested, the majority come from
developing countries. For example, in 1994 eight Filipino Christian
worshipers were arrested during a religious service in Riyadh. Oth-
ers have been reportedly arrested solely for the possession of reli-
gious maierials such as cassette tapes or Bibles.

Amnesty International recommends that the Saudi Government
enact new laws to combat religious persecution and to demonstrate
a commitment to international human rights standards, guarantee-
ing people’s rights to freedom of thou%ht, conscience and religion.
The government is urged to release all persons being detained for
the nonviolent expression of their religious beliefs. Amnesty Inter-
national also stresses the importance of safeguards to protect de-
tainees frem torture and ill treatment, which should all be prohib-
ited explicitly by law. :

In Mexico, Amnesty has documented the increase in the number
of threats against human rights advocates during 1995. Prominent
among those targeted for advocating human rights are those work-
ing on behalf of the rights of the indigenous populations, including
members of the Catholic church. Many of these threats and inci-
dents of harassment have occurred in the State of Chiapas. How-
ever, they are not exclusive to Chiapas. ®

The Catholic Bishop Samuel Ruiz has advocated human rights
on behalf of the indigenous populations for decades, and has played
a prominent role in the peace negotiations between the government
of Mexico and the EZLN. He has received dozens of threats over
the years. On February 19, 1995, scores of supporters of the ruling

arty, the PRI, demonstrated outside the cathedral where Bishop
Luiz officiates, hurling abuse, making death threats, and throwing
rocks, chairs and eggs against the doors. Although the cathedral is
centrally located ing%an Cristobal de las Casas, the police did not
intervene for 2 hours while such harassment went on.
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In the neighboring State of Oaxaca, another Catholic Bishop,
Arturo Lona Reyes, was shet at by two masked men as he was
traveling by car on June 29, 1995, .

In June the Mexican Government took even more serious meas-
ures. On June 23, 1995, Fathers Rodolfo Izal Erioz, Loren Riebe,
and Jorge Baron (.'iutlein, all foreign nationals and Catholic priests
in parishes in the State of Chiaﬁ;as, were arbitrarily arrested and
expelled from Mexico. All three had helped promote the welfare of
local indigenous peasants in their respective parishes.

According to reports, the decision to deport the priests was based
solely on unfounded accusations from local landowners alleging
that the priests had engaged in political activities. Due tc the
priests’ work in human rights, Amnesty is alarmed that the expul-

-sions may indicate the Mexican Government’s intolerance against
those perceived as exposing abuse.

Let me conclude with our primary recommendation, Mr. Chair-
man. We believe that it is important for the U.S. Government to
urge, at the next meeting of the U.N. Committee on Human Rights,
that the Special Rapporteur for Religious Intolerance be tasked
with investigating situations of widespread and systematic abuse
based on religious affiliation in all the countries of the world where
that occurs. i‘l particular, we ask that access be granted to those
countries for human rights monitors, so that the monitors can visit
persons in detention and to better document abuses. As you know,
1t is sometimes difficult to document abuses in many countries
where the most egregious violations occur.

Thank you for the time, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. SMITH. Thank you very much, Dr. Winston. I guess I will
wait until I get to the questions, but I have some questions I would
like to pose to you.

[The prepared statement of Dr. Winston appears in the appen-

X.

Mr. SMiTH. Rev. Pennybacker.

STATEMENT OF REVEREND ALBERT M. PENNYBACKER, ASSO-
CIATE GENERAL SECRETARY, NATIONAL COUNCIL OF
CHURCHES OF CHRIST IN THE USA

Rev. PENNYBACKER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. It is with genu-
ine appreciation to the committee and its Chair that I speak on be-
half of the National Council of Churches of Christ of the United
States, the principal ecumenical organization throuﬁh which 33
Protestant, Orthodox and Anglican communions, church bodies
with a combined membership of 51 million adherents—though I
certainly make no pretense to speak for all 51 million—but through
the National Council these church bodies make common witness.

I have presented my testimony in writing to the committee and
would request its inclusion. .

. Mr. SMITH. Without objection, it will be ordered.

Rev. PENNYBACKER. Then I will make comment and summarize
that testimony.

The National Council of Churches of Christ in the USA once
again voices its strenuous opposition to religious persecution any-
wﬁ?e}re in the world, the punitive attack on religious liberty and
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freedom for which we have been a longstanding and vigorous advo-
cate.

Much of the very moving testimony that has been presented
today has long been a part of the conversation in church life. The
problem was that no one was listening. If the work of this commit-
tee and these hearings gain the attention of people to that issue,
then you can count vigorously on the support of the National Coun-
cil of Churches. We are pleased to be in the company of other reli-
gious voices now addressing this fundamental human rights issue.

We are and have been deeply committed to the religious freedom
of people of every faith, and even the freedom of conscience of peo-
?13 of no faith, and especially of those who share our Christian
aith. During the difficult years of Soviet domination of eastern Eu-
rope, we maintained strong affirmative and cooperative ties with
the Christian communities of long and faithful histories who main-
tained their faith under conditions of painful, almost unimaginable
religious persecution, even martyrdom. We rejvice today in the new
freedom they know to rebuild their churches and serve their com-
munities and publicly affirm both their faith and their compassion,
and we support their new life.

In settings today where there is genuine religious persecution,
often directed at the diminishing of resident Chrirtian communities
as well as other religious communities, we seek to maintain ties of
support, encouragement, advocacy and even direct aid. This is cur-
rently the status of our ties with Christians in Cuba, China, North
Korea, Vietnam, Pakistan and other nations. We have not hesi-
tated to address governments in such settings in seeking genuine
redress, typically with the counsel of the resident Christian com-
munity.

Our first concern, then, is that in addressing religious persecu-
tion, the integrity of the resident religious communities be re-
spected and the transnational ties of all religious faiths be allowed
to offer companionship, support, advocacy and aid to religious com-
munities in difficult, even gostile, settings. ’

As a second concern, in any increased commitment to oppose all
forms of religious persecution, we urge a careful assessment of the
claims of religious persecution, listening not only to voices of those
who enter new settings from outside but the witness from indige-
nous religious voices, as we have heard today, where such religious
persecution appears to be occurring.

There is no question that religious persecution, as described to
this committee by others with whom we join, is_occurring in nu-
merous places in the world. We would adcf that the evidence is all
too clear that group classifications of people become the basis for
*)rejudicial and hestile actions, violating the rights of both particu-
ar communities and the rights of individuals to belong to them.

Women, for instance, are the ones who often suffer the most as
members of religious groups under attack. Further, religious
Fx‘oups may be caught in intra- or inter-communal strife, religious
anaticism, and ethnic cleansing. Civil wars and genocide can
threaten religious groups. Such realities insist on being confronted
in the context of a commitment to a pluralistic civil society. Both
the U.S. Government and religious bodies here, we believe, are
called to share that sort of commitment.
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However, there are also the claims of the persecution of Chris-
tians in our own country, sometimes along lines that appear to us
excessive, aligned with domestic political concerns and an inappro-
F_nabe use of 80 strong a term as persecution. I think we could not
isten to what we have heard today and in any way claim that per-
secution fits the experience of Christians here. :

We urge great forbearance in linking the authentic concern for
those of our religious tradition experiencing persecution for their
beliefs beyond our borders and excessive claims of religious perse-
cution here. We believe that our historic preservation and defense
of religious freedom and the separation of church and State have
protected us from the horrors of religious persecution experienced
elsewhere. We are grateful for every voice and action that defends
and maintaing this fruitful, longstanding American commitment.

As to actions, we support the appointment, perhaps, of a commis-
sion, knowledgeable, representative and compassionate, to inves-
tigate and report to the President the conditions of religious perse-
cution and to recommend appropriate courses of action to address
such conditions. We believe the focus should be the task of address-
ing all religious persecutions that a broad perception of religious
persecution needs to inform our actions ang that it is premature
to move quickly to the appointment of a Special Advisor to the
President on these matters. Qurs is not opposition. It is a concern
for timing,

We believe that the actions of the Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion Service regarding any instances of religious persecution, not
simply anti-Christian persecution, of course, needs to be included
within that investigation. We urge a further continuing and stron
commitment to the International Covenant on Civil and Politica
Rights and to the U.N. Declaration on the Elimination of All Forms
of Intolerance Based on Religion or Beliefs. There is an integral re-
lationship between religious freedom and freedoms of expression,
communication and assembly.

We concur with the National Association of Evangelicals that re-
ligious liberty is not a privilege granted by governments but is
God-given. To use a word familiar in our American vocabulary, an
“unalienable”, God-given human right.

Our Council has a long history of standing firmly for religious
liberty, dating from our first policy statement in 1955, renewed in
1963, and revised and updated as recently as 1995. Such policy
statements become informative for study throughout the churches.
I quote an early phrase thai describes religious liberty as basic,
bo?}: historically and philosophically, to all our liberties. Recall the
conditions of the worlg when that was issued in 1955.

We are pleased to voice again, in concert with others, our vigor-
ous opposition to all forms of religious persecution. We affirm again

"and urge you to affirm a commitment to religious freedom and the
relieving of any religious persecution experienced not only by
Christians but by those of any and even no faith. We commend the
sensitivity and caring of those who have been alert to raise the
issue an({ newly put it before us at this time. We stand reaiiﬁr to
cooperate with the recommended actions that may issue from these
hearings.

Thank you.

24741 863
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Mr. SMITH. Thank you very much, Rev. Pennybacker,

[‘I“llge frepared statement of Rev. Pennybacker appears in the ap-
pendix. :

Mr. SMiTH. I would like to ask cur final witness, Mr.
Dannenfelser, if he would present his testimony at this time.

STATEMENT OF MARTIN J. DANNENFELSER, JR., ASSISTANT
TO THE PRESIDENT FOR GOVERNMENT RELATIONS, FAMILY
RESEARCH COUNCIL

Mr. DANNENFELSER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

First, I would like to express the apology of our president, Gary
Bauer, for not beiniable to be here today. He did intend to be here
but he has had a bronchial infection over the last few days. He
‘wanted to thank you for your leadership on this issue and to ex-
press that apology. A

Mr. Chairman, it is truly ironic that some of the world’s biggest
problems fail to attract the notice they deserve. That is the mes-
sage we get on the global problem of anti-Christian persecution.
That persecution is growing, both in frequency and in cruelty. We
are apﬁa)led at the lack of concern and public attention being paid
to the hidden horror of anti-Christian persecuticn.

This persecution takes many forms. Under predominantly Is-
lamic and former Communist Governments, Bibles and religious
services are being banned. Missionaries and converts are being im-
prisoned, and in Ethiopia believers are actually being crucified.

One of our staff members, Rosanne Dupras, was a voluntzer
worker overseas for 7 years and has traveled extensively through-
out Asia. She has witnessed the persecution of individuals because
of their religious faith. : .

For example, India is hailed as the world’s largest democracy,
with a population of almost 1 billion people. Eighty-five percent are
Hindu, 12 percent Muslim, and 1 to 2 percent are Christian. Al-
though the national government describes itself as a secular de-
mocracy with freedom of religion for all, the government has taken
a less than tangible aipproach to the outcries of persecution.

Miss Dupras recalls Sunil, a native of India and a Christian,
jailed, harassed, stripped naked and interrogated for an endless
number of hours. The compound where he lived was vandalized. He
was slandered and vilified in the local press by persecutors who in-
cluded police officials and government intelligence agents as well
as radical Hindu fundamentalists. The State Government partici-
pated in and initiated many of the attacks. The Federal Govern-
ment simply turned a blind eye. Atrocities like this occur fre-
quently in nation states that give lip service to freedom of religion
while persecutinf' any deviance from their own ideology of religion.

Allow me to clarify that this persecution extends beyond Chris-
tianity to include other faiths, although persecution of Christians

/ seems to be the most widespread. In Ayodhya, Ms. Dupras reports
that Hindu groups slaughtered Muslims as the police watched, and
in Bombay the police themselves were the ones who massacred
Muslims. A young Muslim Bengali woman in Bangladesh had to
flee for her life after writing a book which was sympathetic to Hin-
%‘\’a‘s rather than to Muslims. She is still hiding somewhere in the

est.
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So far, the U.S. Government has largely turned a deaf ear to this
rising tide of terrorism and these human rights violations. Saudi
Arabia, our recent ally in the Gulf War, has pressured the United
States on two fronts. The first was to close a U.S.-sponsored night
club frequented by American servicemen in Saudia Arabia. Our

overnment said “no way” to closing it. The Saudis also demanded

' that we stop Sunday worship services at our embassy. To this we
buckled.

In Turkey, the United States has turned a blind eye as Turkish
officials forcibly return Christian refugees to the clutches of Iran,

On January 15th, 1996, the Wall Street Journal reported, “Chi-

na’s religious authorities ordered all places of worship to register
with the government in what may be the beginning of a new crack-
down on religion.”

A column E‘y syndicated columnist Mona Charen which appeared

in the December 14th, 1995 edition of the Detroit News elaborated,

and I quote, “Persecution is commonplace in China, where only a

fraction of the estimated 30 million to 70 million Christians belong

to %overnment-approved sects. Amnesty International reports cases

of Christian women hung by their thumbs from wires and beaten
wit}l;eheavy rods, denied food and water, and shocked with electric
probes.”

Miss Charen’s Detroit News column described the following
abuses under Sudan’s Islamic Government: “Many of the black Su-
danese in the southern part of the country—the north is Arab—
have resisted conversion, in many cases because of adherence to
Christianity. As punishment, the Sudanese Government has denied
food and medicine to Christians in famine areas and has sold thou-
sands of Christian children, some 4s young as 6, into slavery.”

" Tolerating episodes such as these conflicts not only with the in-
alienable rights of life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness in our
own Declaration of Independence, but even those basic human
rights universally accepted. These rights include, under the Univer-
sal Declaration of Human Rights, the right to life, liberty and secu-
rity of person, Article 3; freedom from slavery or servitude in all
their forms, Article 4; freedom from torture or cruel, inhuman or
degrading treatment or punishment, Article 5; equal protection of
the law without any discrimination, Article 7; the right to freedom
of thought, conscience and reli%ion, freedom to change his religion
or belief and to manifest his religion or belief in teaching, practice,
worship and observance, Article 18; freedom of opinion and expres-
sion, Article 19; and the freedom of peaceful assembly and associa-

. tion without compulsion to belong to a particular association, Arti-
" cle 20.

- Christian persecution is a gross violation of human rights. In the
United States, an historical example for our defense of religious mi-
nority rights abroad is the 1974 Jackson-Vanik amendment which
made Jewish immigration a condition for aid to the Soviet union.

Title 22 of the U.S. Code contains the following passage: “The

Congress declares that the individual liberties, economic prosper-
ity, and security of the people of the United States are best sus-
tained and enhanced in the community of nations which respect in-
dividual and economic rights and freedoms.”
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Furthermore, the Congress reaffirms the traditional humani-
tarian ideals of the American people.

The U.S. development cooperation policy emphasizes the encour-
agement of development processes in which individual civil and
economic rights are respected and enhanced as one of its four prin-
cipal goals. It states that “pursuit of these goals requires that de-
velopment concerns be fully reflected in U.S. foreign policy.” Our
policy towsrd humanitarian violations is quite clear, and the real
tmﬁed here ig the appalling lack of concern here at home and the
lack of action by the Administration.

It is time to end the silence of our President and his Administra-
tion. President Clinton must waste no time in addressing the
American ﬂeople, issuing demarches to offending nations, initiating
letters to heads of state, and working with the State Department
desk officers in the offending nations. The President’s focus should
bﬁin with some of the most egregious violations, such as China,
Ethiopia and the Sudan. Hopefully, other countries will begin to
change their policies when they see the tangible consequences of
their inhumane actions.

As others have noted here earlier today, as a candidate for Presi-
dent in 1992 Mr. Clinton criticized former President George Bush
for coddling dictators in his policy toward China. Ironically, the Ad-
ministration has now totally decoupled the issues of human rights
and most-favored-nation trade status for China. This action sends
a signal that the U.S. Government is preﬁared to do nothing more
than pay lip service to China’s human rights abuses, which include
persecution of Christians, forced abortion, and slave labor. We call
on President Clinton to heed his own advice and stop coddling per-

. secutors of Christians. The time has come for rhetoric to be joined
with actions and results.

Mr. Chairman, there are many things that Congress can do. We
know that some of these things are already taking place, but we
call for a more concerted, expanded coalition of Members of Con-

ess to track the abuses that are taking place and to set up check-
ists that can then be followed. We pledge that the Family Re-
gearch Council will call upon other- citizens and churches to get
more involved in educating the American people about these
abuses and speaking out, calling for further action.

I would like to quote a State Department Bulletin that I think
speaks to the values of the United States from December 1984,
which said succinctly, “I'he moral basis of democracy—the prin-
ciples of individual rights, freedom of thought and expression, free-
dom of religion—are powerful barriers against those who seek to
}mpos”e their will, their ideologies, or other religious beliefs by
orce.

If we fail to speak out forthrightly in defense of these freedoms
endowed by our Creator, we will undermine our Nation and the
principles upon which it is built. Failure to do all within our power
will also sear our collective consciences as we hear the uavr;ﬁmshed
voices of our brothers and sisters overseas who cry out, y have
you forsaken us?”

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. SMITH. Thank you very much, Mr. Dannenfelser, for your ex-
cellent statements.
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['I('ibe ]prepared statement of Mr. Dannenfelser appears in the ap-
pendix. .

Mr. SMITH. I want to thank all of our witnesses for their testi-
monies. I do have a few questions I would like to ask.

Fivst, Dr. Winston, each year on frequent occasions, but certainly
when the Country Reports and Human Rights Practices are pre-
sented by the Assistant Secretary of Human Rights, Jim
Shattuck—

Dr. WINSTON. John Shattuck.

Mr. SMITH. John Shattuck—he will be here before our sub-
committee very shortly, will get an overview of what is going on
around the world, and then we hear from the major human rights
organizations. Last year, James O’Dea, your Washington represent-
ative, and others from Freedom House and some of the other orga-
nizations were very pointed in saying that this Administration
talks but does not act. As a matter of fact, the way he put it was
that—this is Amnesty—that human rights and the country reports
in particular are an island; that there is a total disconnect when
it comes to linkage to policy, be it trade or any other policy within
the Administration.

So the testimony sounds good, and I respect Mr. Shattuck, Sec-
retary Shattuck, very, very much—we work on many things to-

ether, particularly nght now with Bosnia and war crimes and the
ike, and he does a good job there. But when you go up the chain
of command and it gets to Under Secretary Tim Wirth it goes no-
where. It does not get to the Secretary, and again, there are no
linkages to try to combat that.

We have tried in this committee—and I offered the amendment
to do it, which passed the House—to set up a special line right to
the Secretary for refugees and for human rights, because we are
not getting through and there is a major league disconnect with
human rights and other policies.
. How would you rate the performance of the Clinton administra-

tion with regard to religious persecution against Christians and
others? Because, you know, the focus today 18 on Christians. They
h}?vg’ been neglected. How would you rate the Administration on
thisg?

Dr. WinsTON. Well, you know, Amnesty shies away from making
political judgments of that kind, Mr. Chairman,

Mr. SMITH. I am looking for a substantive judgment.

Dr. WINSTON. Well, let me agree with you that I think there is
a lack of linkage or connection between the reporting that is now
being done by the U.S. Government on human rights and the for-
eign policy of the U.S. Government. I think as a general statement
that is quite accurate. .

As you know, these reports were mandated by Congress, and 1
have been looking at these reports for many years in my role as
an Amnesty person, and looking at the quality of the information
contained in the reports versus those in our own reports and those
of other independent human riﬁhts organizations. I must say my
ju ent, in those countries where I am most expert, is that the
qua itK of the State Department reports has improved significantly
over the years. I believe that last year’s report set a new standard
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for U.S. human rights reports in terms of the thoroughness and ac-
curacy in information,

However, there has been a reluctance on the part of Congress
and Administrations to link the information contained in our own
reports with substantive decisions on foreign policy. That includes
guestions of aid and trade, as well as other questions of bilateral
relations between the United States and other countries. We have
laws in this country that, for instance, forbid the sale of weapons
and military aid to countries that have gross and systematic pat-
terns of human rights violations. That has never been adequately
enforced, as you know, Mr, Chairman.

I would say that until these hearings, to answer your question,
until these hearings, I, myself have not seen any evidence of inter-
est in Washington on the issue specifically of religious persecution,
and specifically that of Christians. So again, I thank you, Mr.
Chairman, for raisinithis issue and holding these hearings.

We people in the human vights field often feel we are kind of
crawling in the dark and no one is listening to try to bring atten-
tion to these forms of abuse which many people think no longer
exist in the world, and therefore, don’t regard as problems. So
when a Member of Congress organizes hearings like this to bring
these facts to attention, we are very grateful. So thank you, Mr.
Chairman. g

Mr. SMITH. ] zappreciate you saying that. Just let me point out
that we have had a number of hearings, so I know what it is like
to have that sense of being a winter soldier in battle, when very
few people from the press have shown up, and that goes for re-
gional hearings that we have held.

We have six laogai survivors, including a Buddhist priest and a
Catholic nun, who collectively have spent over 130 years in the
gulag system in China. Harry Wu was amonﬁ them, and nothing
about that appeared in the papers. So, I think one of the reasons
why we should have renewed hope is because organizations like
some of the evangelical organizations are getting involved. I think
that brings a new earnestness and urgency to the matter, because
they certainly have produced results in some other areas. So I do
think there is reason for hope and the Research Council certainly
has a very extensive grass-roots network among Americans tc get
this information out. '

Dr. WINSTON. Could I just add, Mr. Chairman, I think this is an
issue that really represents common ground. It is not a partisan
issue, it is not a Jewish or a Christian issue or a Muslim issue, it
is an issue that all thinking people of conscience can agree upon.
That is why it is so good that you are having these hearings and
bringing these abuses and violations to light.

Mr. SMITH. I appreciate that.

You mentioned earlier, Dr. Land, that Ambassador Sasser was
unaware of the house church movement. For the record, I would
think that most know that when he was Senator Sasser, he was
in favor of linking most-favored-nation status to human rights. For
a while after Tiananmen, it was very much in vogue to be seen ca- °
vorting with and speaking to and having lunch with and doing all
kinds of neat things with human rights activists, including the
Dalai Lama. Now it seems that the petals are off the rose; it 18 riot

&
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as trendy any more to be for human rights, because now it means
real dollars and real bucks, and interests in your own district will
come forward, as they have in mine, to say, wait a minute, this
might mean some jobs. But it seems to me that we need to put peo-
. ple above profits. That is what all of you are doing so well with re-
gard to this.

When I was in Beijing, I had a 2-hour breakfast meeting with
members of the U.S. Chamber of Commerce that I will never for-

et. The meeting was very cordial, very polite, and very candid, but
the members there were unaware of the coercive population control
frogram. They thought it was a figment of my imagination when

spoke about it, notwithstanding the fact that our own U.S. Cen-
sus Bureau has volumes of evidence about how egregious that pol-
icy is and how some companies are actually now implementing it,
as Ms. Shea mentioned earlier. It is an area that we need to ?ook
into even further,

But one member at that table from one of the corporations said,
religious freedom flourishes here; my secretary goes to church
every Sundai; why don’t you go with her. And I said, that is the
official church, and there are only a few of them, and they are, as
they are throughout the Communist world, co-opted churches.
There are some real believers in there. I can’t say who is who. But
the churches certainly are run by the government and by a depart-
ment of cults or a department of religious affairs, whatever one
might want to call it. I have met with them here, and in China,
and in Romania, and in other East Bloc countries and there is al-
ways an atheist, somebody who is there to make sure that very,
very strict parameters are adhered to. They are paid for by the gov-
ernment as well. So you know where their allegiance lies.

There is an incredible naivete on the part of some of our business
community. The business coalition for U.5.-China trade has a
moral obligation, since they are aiding and abetting this dictator-
ship, to at least know the facts, to meet with Wei Jing Sheng at
least when he was out of prison and back in again to meet with
others in these countries. I have heard it over and over again, from
otherwise very sincere CEQ’s and others who turn to me and say
religious freedom abounds in China. Not. Nothing could be further
from the truth.

So 1 just raise that because of my experience. Senator Sasser
should know better and he ought to be brought back and made
aware of this, or at least, in his post, he should become a quick
study on the house church movement and on the beleaguered
Catholic church in that country-—because there are tens of thou-
sands per year who convert who are then beaten, tortured, har-
assed and thrown into the laogai, simply because they are not part
of the “official church”. '

Dr. LAND. Congressman, in this particular instance as a former
constituent of Senator Sasser’s, I am placing the blame on the
State Department. For him not to know about the house church is
the State Department’s fault for not briefing him, and I think is
indicative of an attitude at the State Department of extreme insen-
sitivity to this issue as part of the normal course of events.

I sometimes get the impression in my own conversations with
that department and people who represent that department that
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when people get into trouble for exeércising their Christian belief,
that they are just getting what they deserve; they ought to know
better. And that is an intolerable attitude. -

I think that, you know, to criticize a Republican now, Calvin Coo-
lidge is reported to have once said, the business of America is busi-
ness. I do not believe that. I have never believed that. I don’t be-
lieve most of my constituency believes that. I don’t believe that
most Americans believe that. Most Americans believe that the busi-
ness of the United States of America is the propagation of our val-
ues, and that the most fundamental value of this republic is free-
dom of conscience and as part of that, freedom of religious belief,

Mr. SMITH. Rev. Pennybacker. : :

Rev. PENNYBACKER. I would just like to put in as a kind of foot- °
note on the conversation, because I agree with most of what has
been said, that I was recently one of two participants in the senior
executive seminar at the Foreign Affairs Academy dealing with the
question of the churches and of what was the religious situation in
countries around the world. That is the first time that such an in-
vitation has come to me or to the National Council. I hope that is
an indication of a growing interest that can be encouraged and ad-
dressed through these hearin?s and through the work of the Con-
gress and this committee. I felt like there was at least a beginning
receptivity to those sorts of concerns on behalf of those who ar-
ranged that seminar and those who were a part of it.

r. SMITH. Let me ask f\(mut, Rev. Pennybacker, about the issue
of the official churches. I know from my contacts, because I have
met with many of them over the years, that again, there are some
good people among them; there are also a number of people who
are part of the secret police, part of the government-paid bureauc-
racy that is in place to make sure that the church stays, again,
within very strict bounds, and its informers.

I know that the NCC did sponsor a meeting of church leaders
with Fidel Castro in New York last October, and 1 was wondering
if you could tell us, again, since you or your associates were in on
that meeting, what kind of demands were made on Fidel Castro?

I remember reading “%ainst All Hope” by Armando Valladares,
with whom I worked in Geneva, which is like so many other books
I have read by people who have suffered in the gulags because of
their faith or their human rights advocacy. He and others look at
those who have been co-opted by the government with extreme
anger, as people who put on a nice face to the West—or in this case
the North—while unspeakable tortures are visited upon those in
these gulags.

Rev. PENNYBACKER. Yes. Thank you for the question. The Na-
tional Council’s relationship in Cuba has been at the invitation of
the Evangelical Church Council of Cuba, which is a group made up
of Pentecostal and other Christian groups in Cuba that have con-
tinued under difficult conditions across the years, and in response
to that invitation, we have had relationships with them and with
the government in that context. : , =

One of the consequences of this was that the State Department
issued a license to the National Ccuncil for medical and humani-
tarian supplies to be delivered, especially for the needs of children,
the first I think that were delivered there; some other church bod-
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ies, the Presbyterian church and others, are now able tn do that,
and that license was allowed. :

You would be interested to know that those supplies were not de-
livered to the government but were delivered to the Evangelical
Church Council in Cuba and were distributed under those auspices
where volunteers, for instance, came to the tarmac and unpacked
the plane and took the things away to hospitals, to places where
there was care for children, so that some of that relationship that
is sort of quasi-official has allowed the kind of humanitarian con-
cern for people that is appropriate to church ties thai are
transnational.

Let me illustrate again what 1 am concerned about when I say
that the continuing access to church bodies beyond national borders
is so important. I think for instance that Archbishop Tu Tu would
not be alive today were he not embraced by the religious commu-
nity throughout the world as a figure who represented hope and
promise during the days of apartheid in South Africa. Those kinds
of ties go back even to Germany when Pastor Niemoeller, opposed
to Hitler in the Nazi era, became an international figure in the re-
ligious community. Such ties across the years have been very help-
ful, and whatever happens with regard to religious freedom, the ca-
pacity to maintain those ties, it seems to me, 1s something that the
government can assist in providing.

Every church body has a mixture of folk who are saints and sin-
ners. | have been in meetings with representatives of churches
from around the world, some of whom I thought were people of au-
thentic Christian faith, very profoundly so. Others were people who
perhaps were there at government instigation.

I am not convinced at all that the claim of government control,
for instance, of Orthodox churches in Soviet countries is a story
that can be justified. There clearly were relationships, but let me
illustrate in our own country. I remember being interviewed by a
person from the FBI about a member of my congregation, and I co-
operated with those requests. No doubt there is a file that if it were
released would say I cooperated with our government.
 What is the role of a pastor and a church leader in dealing with
the real situation where people are and the persecutions and dif-
ficulties under which they live? It seems to me that we do have a
wonderful record of the integrity of established churches in main-
taining the religious faith of people, and that faith has blossomed
once there was the opportunity for these churches to find new free-
dom, to teach, to care, to engage in acts of mercy, and that is the
Katt.em across many of the countries where established churches

ave taken on new vitality. -

Mr. SMiTH. If I could ask about Cuba again, just because I think -
it is very imporstant. It is my understanding that the NCC General
Secretary Joan Brown Campbell asserted at that meeting that the
Cuban %urches are free to carry out all of their basic ministries.

Do you think that is an accurate statement?

*  Rev. PENNYBACKER. I think it is an accurate description of our
relationship with those churches and our ability to deal with them
in helpful and continuing and sug‘portive ways, and I think in that
context we and they have had the freedom to go about our min-
istries.
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Mr. SMrTH. Has there been an attempt by the NCC to get into
the Cuban jails to meet with the many human rights and religious
activists there?

Rev. PENNYBACKER. We have had contact with jailed pastors and
with jailed parishioners of congregations there. Many of the en-
deavors covered in the press are carried out not by a group that
is related to the NCC, but a group called Pastors for Peace, which
has been aggressive in their relationship to Cuba and that has no
connection with the National Council of the Churches of Christ in
the United States at all.

Mr. SMITH. Let me just ask anyone who would want to touch on
this: how will the anti-immigrant climate that is out there, which
is being fueled by a number of people in Presidential politics and
otherwise, affect persecutcd Christians and other believers if it is
allowed to take hold?

Are there concerns that any of you have, especially with the im-
migration bill making its way through the Judiciary Committee?
There is an anti-immigration fervor to just close up our borders.
While I would agree that illegals are one thing, refugees are com-
pletely different.

Dr. LAND. Well, I think, first of all, that we have to have control
of our own borders and have some way of making decisions about
those things, but we must always in my opinion give first priority
to refugees of conscience who want to come to the United States.

When we look at the Statue of Liberty in New York Harbor,
many of those poor and huddled masses that have come to America
were not victims of economic persecution, but were victims of reli-
gioue persecution, and we in the United States had a long history
of being sympathetic to victims of such persecution, and in fact I
received a letter in preparation for appearing here before your com-
mittee today that informed me of something I did not know about
one of my favorite Americans, Abraham Lincoln, and that is that
it is a remarkable occurrence that we are having these meetings
durinf the week in which we celebrate his birthday, because Abra-
ham Lincoln, before he was President, was very much involved in
Springfield in helping - a group of religious immigrants who had
been persecuted in Europe who relocated to Springtield.

Lincoln was one of the leaders in the Springfield community in
making a welcome for these people, in providing assistance for
these people. He donated furniture from his own home and pro-
vided employment for several of these people in his household prior
to his departure for Washington. So I think we have a long-stand-
ing tradition in this country of recognizing prisoners of conscience
and in giving them refuge in this Nation and we have benefited
ﬁ'reatly rom it. So I would acknowledge that any country has to

ave control of its borders, that we should give priority to prisoners
of conscience and that would include certainly victims of religious
persecution.

Mr. SMITH. I am not sure if any of you saw it, but No. 3, on the
recommendations from the Statement of Conscience of the National .
Association of Evangelicals calls upon the Administration to issue
an Attorney Generals bulletin to INS hearing officers acknowledg-
ing mounting anti-Christian persecutions in many parts cf the
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world and directing such officers to process the claims of the
escapees from such narsecution with priority and diligence.

Would you all agree that that is something that should be done?

Rev. PENNYBACKER. I would only say that it should be expanded
to religious persecution, including all religions, and not focus im-
plicitly as that might be read to imply only on Christian persecu-
tion. I think there is religious persecution of a very profound sort
in lots of places that does not involve the Christian community.

Dr. WINSTON. I would just like to add that Amnesty has been
~ concerned over the years with the failure of the U.S. Government
to grow'de adequate hearin%s for people who come to this country
and apply for political asylum, whether on religious grounds or
other grounds or well-founded fear of persecution,

We have raised these concerns on several occasions with the Con-
Fress and with the Administration. I believe there are still prob-
ems in this respect with the way refugee asylum claims are being
handled by the INS. So we would be pleased to support an initia-
tive from the Congress to make it easier for people to apply for po-
litical asylum amFr to receive a respectful and thorough gearing of
their claim, rather than just being summarily denied.

Mr. DANNENFEISER, We would agree with that and have seen
some other areas where we feel that people have been returned too
. quickly. There does seem to be a desire to just turn people back
over to hostile governments, and we feel that they do deserve a
more careful hearing.

Mr. SMITH. We have had a number of hearings previous to this
on the comprehensive plan of action on the refugees in Bosnia, and
one of the recommendations the evangelicals make in this point
paper—Dr. Land, that you make—is the cessation of INS’s delega-
tion of refugee processing functions to foreign and U.N. ageiies.
We have found in our investigations this despicable pattern of re-
turning refugees rather than finding countries of safe haven as a
front, so they never get, to us.

Would you all tend to agree that that is something that we need
to change? Rev. Pennybacker? :

Rev. PENNYBACKER. Well, clearly, that kind of thing you are de-
scribing is poor indeed. I recall that some of the immigration cppor-
tunities with which the National Council’s program of refugee re-
settlement in this country has been involved, when the U.S. quotas
have been reached, we have turned to churches in Canada and
other places whose national quotas could become applicable in
helping people relocate. Provisions that oppose such partnerships
that are now a piece of the resettlement operations need to be re-
viewed again.

Exploring whether those cooperative relationships address the
needs of refugees, when quotas are exceeded, but people need to be
relocated, whether those cooperative relationships can, through
church ties, still become operative would be very, very heipful.

Mr. SmiTH. Can I also encourage all of you—before Dr. Winston
answers—to make your voices known as quickly as possible, given
that the immigration bill is right around the corner and maybe on
a fast track. I fault the people on my own side of the aisle, and on
the other side of the aisle as well, for putting an artificial cap on
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refugees at 50,000. 110,000 is adequate, and I think, you know, we
ouﬁtt to err on the side of being generous rather than stingy.

v. PENNYBACKER. We have taken a public position on just ex-
actly that side. .

r. SMITH. Dr. Winston,

Dr. WINSTON. Yes. I believe that we are going to be taking a po-
sition on that issue. : _

Mr. SMITH. One additional question for you, Dr. Winston. You
have a specific recommendation regarding the U.S. Special
Ragporteur?‘

r. WINSTON. That is right, yes. We feel that there is an oppor-
tunity here to take this issue to the world. Using the influence of
the United States at the upcoming meetings in Switzerland of the
U.N. Human Rights Commission to urge that U.N. Special
Rapporteur on Religious Intolerance be tasked with specifically in-
vestigating situations of abuse and persecution that are widespread
and pervasive in many countries of the world, and for gaining ac-
cess to those countries by independent human rights menitors and
defenders to document those abuses, and specifically, to interview
persons in detention,

Let me just explain. One of the reasons that is allied with perse-
cution is when religious people speak from conscience to defend the
human rights of others, Very often, human rights workers come
from churches that believe strongly in human dignity and human
rights. Those people, then, when they expose abuses, are them-
selves often put at risk, and part of the persecution or repression
that gets directed at them is due to their religious convictions, but
also in terms of their defense of the human rights of others.

This makes it very difficult in some cases for us on the outside
as it were to document abuses, because the people who are on the
ground reporting abuses themselves are repressed or harassed or
are in prison. So we regard it as a matter of pricrity for the inter-
national community to find ways of gaining access to these closed
and repressive countries by independent human rights monitors,
and other groups, who are able to document abuses, to interview
people in detention, and to, one hopes, therefore, relieve this sort
of blocking of investigation. So we believe that the appropriate way
to pursue that is that the U.N. Commission recommend that the
Special Rapporteur undertake this kind of task.

Mr. SMITH. I appreciate that. It certainly is in need of reform.

I will never forget when I was in Geneva in 1989, as Mr. Bush’s
delegate to the United Nations, to present the U.S. position on in-
tolerance. We have a copy if anyone wants to see it. I met with the
Special Rapporteur, a fine gentleman, very upstanding; he had no
power. He exchanged letters with the Chinese Government saying
we understand this is the case, and they would write back and say,
no, you are severely mistaken. I mean, it was an exchange of lut-
ters is all it was. So I think your point about the need for ac:ess
couldn’t be more important at this particular time. i

I just want to remind everyone of something we need tv e rais-
ing ‘with an MFN fight looming, regardless of whether we lose it
or win it. No one knows how that is going to go. When the Chinese
thought for a while that Mr. Clinton was serious about linking
human rights with MFN, all of a sudden there was talk of allowing
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the Red Cross into prisons. As soon as they saw that that was a
hollow threat on his part, that talk dissipated overnight. So we
really need to pick up access.

Let me also say you make your point well about indigenous mon-
itors being at risk. In Cuba, when Armando Valladares succeeded
in getting a U.N. delegation to go in and to have people come for-
ward, seemingly in an unfettered way to say what has happened
there, they then became victims of repression, and were themselves
thrown into prison. It was outrageous. Hopefully we will get into
that more, later.

I want to thank this panel for their expert testimony again. We
will be making your testimony part of the official record and will
get individual copies out to key Members of Congress on the Appro-
priations Committee, to Ben éilman and others who are very con-
cerned about this, such as Jesse Helms, to make sure that everyone
knows that a major effort is being made. Your testimony is very
important to that. So I want te thank you very much.

Rev. PENNYBACKER. Thank you very much.

[Whereupon, at 6:25 p.m., the subcommittee was adjourned, to
reconvene subject to the call of the Chair.]



S v / ,
v .
\_A - h ’ El
H,, ! .
: ,
\
- ,/ !




WATIRI UM DR

119 1T STREST, How
SPUAG AL
SAKHARTTUN, [ 3080 1802
TH I N Y30t

FAX 2 2 w7

ke Pao Lot
Chwtrman of the Boscd

R REMn
Mas M Kanpelman
Lev Cherae

KD OF TR 1ES
Ped W Rasdict
Yoy Chuwrman

Wkt J Schices
Trewscer
Kenncth L. Adetlman

Mvgoew Brrezinski
Muchelt £, Dandels. Jt
Patricia M Derisa

i |

APPENDIX

TESTIMONY OF NINA SHEA, BIRECTOR
PUEBLA PROGRAM GN RELIGIOUS FREEDOM
. FREEDOM HOUSE
- hefore the
HOUSE COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS
SUBCOMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL OPERATIONS AND HUMAN RIGHTS

Februavy 1S, 1996

Mz, Clairman, Freedom House congratulates the Subcommittee for
tiolding these hearings on the persecution of Christians throughout the world.
This is an issue which has been part of vur focus at the Puebla Program for ten
years and was (he topic of a confercnce we sponsored last monih at which over
100 hey Christian leaders and activists discussed strategies for ending the
indifference of the West regarding this abomination. At that conference, the
National Association of Evangelicals issued "A Statentent of Conscicnce and Call
to Action,” in which they vowed to break their own silence on the mounting
evidence of glubal Chiistian persecution and urged the U.S. goverament 10 adopt
14 reforms to ensure that the global persecution of Christians is accorded
appropriate concern in U.S. foreign and immigration policy. On Yebruary 9, this
extraordinary document has been adopted by the Executive Council of the
General Convention of the Episcopal Church. Mr. Chairman, thank you for so
consistently raising your own voice against the torture, enslavement,
imprisonment and murder of Christians throughout the world.

I have been asked to address patterns of persecution against Christians in
those countries that remain under communist control, namely North Korea,
Vietnam, and China.

Mr. Chairman, cach of these governments initially attempted to eradicate
religion by force. While North Korea came the closest, this tact was ultimately
unsuccessful and Christianity lived on in the underground. Today, each of these
communist governments atiempls to control and restrict Christian worship and
activity using diverse means. While there was a communist bloc isolated behind
the Iron Curtain, the Free World understood as a given that religious freedoms
and other human rights were denied in communist-controlled countries, Few
realize that even now religious persecution continues in the temmnants of the
communist world. .

Communist ideological fervor has dissipated to varying levels in these
countries, and in China and Vietnam Marxist economic policies have been
overthrown in favor of capitalist ones. Nevertheless, these three governments
continue to persecute Christians, as well as other religious groups, for simple acts
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of worship and withess, A atl three rank st the botiont of the 1996 Precdom (louse Freedom in the
Wasrld survey minong the ™18 Worst Rated Countrics® for political rights and civil liberties. IThe
repression of Clizistiu is part of a political climate in which human sights aod denocratic frecdoms
are routinely abused. "1 think independently, therefore, 1 am guilty,” remaing the p?evniling maxim
Pope John Paui 1L, in iy anual address this year to the diplomaiic cosps for the traditional exchange of
New Year's grectings, deeried the oppression of Christians throughout the world and singled out both
China anl Vicinam by name.

Wiy do the Cormmunist govermments, which have forsaken ideology in 50 many other respects,
still repress independent worship? The answer is simple. The churches assert moral valucs that these
povermmnents do ot waid (o hear.

A fundainental moral teaching that is in conflict with Corununist ideology is Christianity's beliel
in the inherent dignity of the individual. That is, individuals have rights by reason of the fact they are
funin persons, rights are not derived from or distributed by the State or political agents. The
Cliristian view of the human person is inforimed by (he teachings of the Bible. And in many Chyistian
traditions a phifosophy of natural reason has been developed in defense of ihe idea of the inalienability
of human righis. ‘Thus when Pope John Paul 11 defended universality of human rights at the United
Nations last fall, he appealed to moral criteria that arc accessible to al* persons of intelligence an! good
will, regardless of faith. :

This tenet of human dignity and rights remains anathema to Communist authorities for it
threatens their monopoly on absolute and unchecked political power.

CHINA
o

An understanding of this conflict helps explain why the Central Committee of China's
conununist party, in several recent documents circulated in Hong Kong, names Christianity in China as
a principal threat (o political stability. The mechanism for Beijing's control of religion is the Religious
Affairs Bureau, controlied by the Department for a United Front, which in turn is controlled by the
Communist Central Committee. The Refigious Aflairs Bureau registers, oversees and controls all
churches within a framework provided by its Catholic Patriotic Association and the Three-Self Patriotic
Movement tor Protestants. Those operating independenily - such as the Roman Catholic Church and a
vast underground network of Protestant Evangerical house churches -- are unlawful and their members
liable for arrest and imprisonment on charges of "counterrevolutionary acts” or other crimes. In classic
Orwellian newspeak, Beijing described its position on independent worship in a White Paper on Hutman
Rights it issued on December 27, 1995, as follows: “In order to ensure that citizens really enjoy the
freedom of religious belief, religious bodies and religious affairs are not subject 0 any foreign
domtination.®

Since July, the Religious Affairs Bureau has been hesded by communist hard finer and atheist
Ye Xisowen, who is now implementing a fierce campaign (o stem the growing tide of Christian belief
in China. Fotlowing Ye's appointment, at least four prominent Roman Catholic bishops were arrested
and detained, which was the first time in over a year that members of the hierarchy were detained for
more than a few days, one bishop continues to be imprisoned at this time. On January 14, authorities
renewed their drive to register all religious mecting places. Evangelicals have been targeted throughout
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the country, but with particular indensity in Shanghal and in Aabui province where authoritics hrve
“resotutely recomeuended™ reeducation through labor for principal members of independent cinrches
“whose misdeeds do not warrant osiminal punishmens.”

The current word on the sireet among Evangelicals is that local suthoritics sre being pressed
hard to round up ail Evangelicals for registration or arrest. Police have vowed to “hit and eradicate”
five Christiar-based religicus groups operating in Aniwi, according to China's Public Security Bureau
News newspaper. American Bible missionaries I spoke to this week were told by Chinese Christians
that they are at this time toc afraid to meet with foreigners or hold Bible meetings and are lying low in
their Christian activities. They reported that this is now the most repressive period for them than at any
time since the pre-Deng period in the late 1970s. An American Bible missionary who recenily returned
from China said that an arrest warrant with the rames of 3,000 Evangelica! preachers is being
circulated by the Public Security Bureas. Many house church leaders have argued that to register with
the government would compromise their religious faith by giving uitimate authority to the state.

China has the dubious distinction of holding more Christian prisoners than any other country in
the world. We de not know the actual numnbers because it: judicial and penal system are closed. The
Pucbla Program has in its database the names of approximately 200 Christian clergy and leaders, alone,

" now imvsrisoned or under some form of detention or restriction because of worshir: og within these
indeperadent churches. Roman Catholic priests are imprisoned for celebrating Mass, and administering
the sacraments without state authorization. Protestant Evangelical preachers are arrested and tortured
for holding prayer meetings and distributing the Bivic vithout state approval.

A few examples of prisoners in China's Christian gulag follow:

. Dai Guillang, a 45-year-old Evangelical preacher was sentenced to (and is now serving) three
years without a trial for propagating the book of Genesis.

. Gao Feng, a 27-year-old Christian cmployee of Chrysler's Beijing Jeep Corp., was rounded-up
with dissidents prior to the UN Fourth World Conference on Women and sentenced in
December to "reeducation through labor™ in connection with "praying without authorization.®

. Zheng Yunsu, the leader of the popular Jesus Family religious community, is serving a 12
prison term at the Motorcycle Factory Labor Camp near Jinan city for "leading a collective life”
end holding "illegai” religious meetings. His four sons are also serving hard time after they
made inquiries into his case with authorities in Beijing.

. Bishop Zeng Jingmu, the 76-year-old Roman Catholic Bishop of Yu Jiang, is in jail after being
arresied from his home in late November, and suffering from a serious case of pncumonia he
contracted on another imprisonment carlier in the year.

. Rev. Vincent Qin Guoliang, a 60-year-old Roman Catholic priest, is serving a two-year sentence
of "reeducation through labor” on charges that have not been made public. He has been forced
to do hard {ator, mostly at the No. 4 brick factory in Xining, since his initial arrest in 1955 for
~efusing ¢ repudiate association with the Vatican.
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° Rev. Liao Haiging, a 68-year-uld Roman Catholic priest in Jiangxi province, was arrested in
August 1995 and is being denied medication for his heart condition and high blood pressure. He
has previously served & t=n-year prison term.

VIETNAM

Vietnain so restricts independent religious association for Buddhists and Chsistians that even
American toutists routinely find themselves under arcest for their faith at the very time that the United
States is restoring diplomatic ang trade ties and Vietnam is seeking Most Favored Nation Status. This is
underscored with a stunning example that occurred last week. A week ago, three American young
people traveling with the Oregon-based Evangelical group, Youth with 8 Mission, were arrested and
ordered under house arrest after they were found talking with eight young Vietnamese Lhristians from a
church in Ho Chi Minh City. According to our best information these yout! , w “re held without due
process for several days before being made to pay u fine and sent home. Th = outra teous treatment of
American citizens and the denial of their basic religious rights shows Vietnam s utte. contempt for .
international human rights law. (The freedom to meet with co-religionists is enclirined in the UN
Declaration on the Elimination of All Forms of Intolerance and of Discrimination Based on Religion or
Belief).

How much more severely does Vietnam restrict the religious freedoms of its own citizens. Both
Roman Catholics and Evangelical Protestants, as well as Buddhists, suffer religious repression.

Since the early 1990s, Vicinam has employed a repression strategy of striking at the Catholic
Church's hierarchical structure, rather than imprisoning clergy. The government has moved toward
decapitating the Roman Catholic Chuich by barring bishop appointments and by stanching the flow of
seminary entiants and graduates and restricting the number of ordinations. In a petition to Vietnam's
Prime Minister presented on September 29, 1995, the Victnam Catholic Bishops' Conference detailed
the problems that have "seriously hindered our pastoral ministry and our faithful's religious life.”

The Vi bishops d ded that the bishops "be free to appoint and transfer their priests,
religious men and women within their own diocese,” whereas now many local officials make
“subjective and arbitrary decisions” in this area. The church needs coadjutor and auxiliary bishops in
places where the diocesan bishop is aged or sick, the petition stressed. This is particularly true in
Saigon, Vietnam's largest Catholic center where Hanoi continues to block a Vatican episcopal
appointment, The petition asked for more favorable conditions for men and women religious orders;
urged that priesthood candidates, already required to obtain focal government approval to enter the

inary, be ordained upon completing their studies without having to obtain further approvals; and
urged that two more major seminaries be opened. It also demanded that the government drop its
requirement that ali religious activities obtain prior governmental approval.

With the Roman Catholic Church, harsh persecution continues to be directed against the
indigenous Congregation of Mother Coredemptrix. This is the only Catholic order founded by
Vietnamese citizens and thus it is highly popular. Fourteen priesis, and monks from the Corcdemptrix
have been imprisoned since 1987. Seventy-year-old Brother Nguyen Chau Dat for example, is serving a
20-year sentence on counter-revelutionary charges after a trial with 22 other of his co-religionists from
the Coredemptrix order in 1987,



79

Though Evangelical pastors were released from long-term detention during the debate about the
lifing of the U.S. trade embargo in 1993, b of the P churches that are rot registzred
- with the govermnent takes other forms, such as short-term detention, fines and property confiscations,
which are no less onerous for the Evangelicals.

4 On Scptember 10, Vietnamese-American pastor, Rev. An Doan Sauveur, was apprehended by
police as he led an open-alr service with 70 local Christians on a hillside outside Haiphong. He was
held three days under incommunicado house arrest where he and a Vietnamese-Canadian colleague,
arresied at the same time, were interrogated. The two Christians were released from custody on Sep-
tember 13 after being fined and ordered to leave the country. The Vietnamese Security officials
confiscated all the Bibles and hymnals that the local Christians had in their possession at the time of the
raid.

Evangelicals who work with tribal groups are frequent targets of arrest and harassme ot for
“illegal preaching.” Last year three lay leadert were arrested for the "crime” of evangelizirg on their
bicycles, and were denied food for five days for praying while in prison.

In October, To Dinh Trung, an Evangelist working with prominent house church leader Rev.
Tran Mai, was tried and convicted of "abusing his freedom as a citizen to propagate religion.” He was
sentenced to three years in prison. He revealed at the trial that he haa been beaten by security police
during his six-month pre-trial detention. According to Trung's wife, the Evangelist was beaten, bound
by hand and foot and left to lic in the sun for a long period of time during which he was denied water.
He eventually becarne delirious and went on a hunger strike until he was untied and given mlnu'r’ food
and water.

Inn May, a court in Bato District, Quang Ngsi Province, sentenced two Protestant Evangelicals,
Tran Van Vui and Nguyen Van Loi, to two years' imprisonment. They have been in prison since their
arrest on November 20, 1994, probably for their itinerant evangelistic work among the Hre tribe.

Evangelical Christians do not have access to a new print-run of Bibles - the first legal Bibles
ailowed in several decades — unless they submit to the control of the government by registering their
churches. Bibles, including personal ones of citizens and tourists alike, are routinely confiscated in
Vietnam. in July, Saigon airport suthorities confiscated 600 Bibl_s being brought in by American
tourists. In January last year, police raided Village No. 3 of Son Nhat and confiscated 2!l eight Bibles
possessed by of the 35-faily Christian comununity there and prohibited them from holdirg house
church meetings, according to Voice of the Martyrs.

Raids on independent Evangelical churches are On September 17, authorities in Dalat
raided a local church affiliated with Rev. Dinh Thien Tu's house church movemeat, which is the largest
autonomous Protestant movement in Vietnam. In early August, police had raided and closed &
government-sanctioned Baptist church in Dalat afier finding "illegal® Christian fiterature on the
premises, according to News Network International.

These are merely a few examples of the pervasive harassmenit and suppression faced
continuously by Chiristians in Vietnam today.



NORTH KOREA

With its Stalinist ideology and a bizarre persouality cult built around its founding leader the laie
Kim I Sun, Nosth Korea is the most repressive country on earth today. The government relies on
relentless propaganda and a comprehensivc surveiilance system that aims to control virtually every act,
thought and desire of iis citizens. In this society, freedom of belief and worship have no place.

Documenting North Korea's abuses of religious and other human rights is extracrdinarily
difficult. Weslcms permitted mlo the coumry are largely confined within the show-case city of
Pyongyang -- designed and tained to imp foreigners -- where they are vigilantly supervised.
Reports from refugees are also scarce because the government's extremely tight security has made
fleeing the country nearly impossible. Nevertheless Puebla has been able to construct a general picture
of the situation based on interviews with a range of recent visitors to North Korea and have determined
that official Christianity in North Korea is largely a sham and that the regime is responsible for

- violating the most basis religious rights.

Kim's combination of thought control and brutal punish Iy de d North
Korea's Christian community. Pyongyang, nicknamed "Asla s Jerusalcm was one of the continent's
most Christian cities. Today, the North Korean government claims there are only 10,000 Protestants
and no more than a few thousand Catholics in a country whose total population is over 21 million.

Since 1988, churches have been allowed 1o be built. There are now only three chuich buildings,
one Catholic and two Protestant, and these are government-built and operated and regarded by many
Western observers as propaganda ouilets for the government that are open only when Western visitors
are in the country. The government permits some limited worship in private homes, but its claim that the
majority of the country's Christians worship in about 500 house-churches is probably exaggerated, since
the government restricts travel, forbids unauthorized meetings and keeps religious believers under
surveillance. Cusrently lhm: is not a single Catholic priest in North Korea and therefore there sre ne.

or sac

But North Korea has gone farther that China and Vietnam in another respect: it has imnosed on its
cilizens an alternative religion, a personality cult centercd on Kim and his son. Starting as young
children, North Koreans learn to look on the “Great Leader” Kim It Sung and his son, the “Dear Leader”
Kim Jong 11, as infaliible, god-like beings and the progenitore of the Korean race. The media disseminate
legends attributing supcrnatural origing and powers to the Kim family, and history books ascribe to Kim
all the country’s achicvements, even those for which he bears no responsibility. Statues and posters of
Kim are displayed throughout the country, and every adult must wear lapel badge: with his picture.
Children siwdy the cult of Kim for many hours a day, sing songs glorifying his accomplishments and say
“grace” while saluting his photograph and that of his son. Kim’s Juche philosophy -- whose emphasis on
the supremacy of the human will most theelogians will find at odds with Christianity -~ is the national
ideology. 'Thus North Koreans are not only prevented from practicing their own faith. ‘I hey are in cffect
forced to practice another.

‘The government contsols the vestiges of traditional religious practice by means of state religious
associations, including the Korean Christian Federation (for Protestants) and the Korean Catholic
Association. Any rcligious activity not sponsored by the government is illegal. Home Bible study is
forbidden, as are Sunday schools in which children might be educated. There arc no church marriages, no

$
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baptisms and no displays of religious symbols. The government prints a small number of refigious tracts
for use by official icligious organizations. But the “Bibles™ it prints are censored to contorm with the
regime’s religious policies. Those who defy the governiment's religious policies risk a cut in their rice
rations or exile to the countryside, where life is even harder than in the cities. Religious leaders and some
believers have even beent ftted to fons t of their faith.

Doubtless, individual Christians remain in North Korea who are sincere in their belief. But Puebla

_has concluded that official Christianity in Nosth Korea is in large a fraud. Members of the

Korean Christian Fedcration are believed 10 have been specially trained by the government in Christian

hymns and doctrinc. A British journalist vigiting North Korea met with a leader of the Federetion who

couldn't name the first three books of the Bible, and a scholar studying North Korean religion has heard
several Korean Protestant leaders say that Kim is more important than Jesus. Church leaders accept the
cult of Kim as the country dominant ideology.

o
Reports by some observers would indicate that worshipers are actors in the govcr?fmcnt's charade.
A Washinglon Post correspondent wi ing services two of the churches reported that of the four
Protestant congsegants he asked to name the first book of the Bible, none was able to do so, and that only
one of the four knew the number of Jesus’ apostles. This journalist reported as well that worshipers
scemed “listless™ and havdly touched the Bibles placed before them. Other journalists visiting the

churches were reminded of “a visit to a Mad: T d’s Wax M ™ or & Potemkin village.
CONCLUSION
In the 1calm of religicus freedom, C ism remains distinctively harsh even within the world

of Asian authoritarianism. China, V«elnam and North Korea all severely restrict religion, including
Christianity, and attempt to bring it under government control. Regrettably, even as trade and free
markets burgeon in China and Vietnam, religion freedoin continues to deteriorate. The Communist
pattics that control these countrics cling to their political ideology that has been so consistently disastrous
for human rights taroughout their rule. ’
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KR Mr. Chairman, | would like to thank you for the
opportunity to testify before this subcommittee again on
the issue of the freedom of religion and its ongoing

persecution in China. .

My testimony is limited to the Roman‘Gatholic
Church. 1 know that other religious comsunitl®s also
suffered greatly under the Chinese Communist
Government. Their situations, I understand, will be
covered by other guests.

Mr. Chairman, the "freedom of religion" is not open
to the free choice and conscience of an individual in
China; rather, it must be submitted according to the
Government's choice. 1In the case of the Catholic
Church, the government's choice is "The Chinese Catholic
Patriotic Association", which, in accordance with the
basic doctrine of the Catholic faith, cannot be regarded
as Catholic. The real Roman Catholic Church is declared
illegal by the Chinese government. There are 965
million Roman Catholics worldwide. Refusing to legalize
this universally recognized religion is tantascunt to an
admission by the Chinese Government that there is no
"freedom of religion" in China.

The persecution of the Catholic Church is limited
only to the loyal Roman Catholic Church, not to the
Chinese Catholic Patriotic Association. To understand
such compulsion, we need to review their background,
some of which will be reintroduced from my testimony twe
years ago on March 9, 1994,

The current persacution of the Roman Catholic
. Church in China started 46 years ago when the communist
government cams to power. Its aim was to stamp out the
Roman Catholic faith. Failing to do so, the Chinase
government created in 1957 the Chinese Catholic

“With wha prayesfil longing and love do 1 folkow the Lja of the ioyal Chiness Cetholic pommunines ™ Pope John Pasl Il Jnly 1. 1991
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Patriotic Association so that this organization can be entirely
controlled by tha govermwent and be independant from any foreign
influence or control. Comsunists are atheists. It was never the
mission of a communist government to promote religion. The primary
goal of establishing the Patriotic Association was therafore to
replace the Roman Catholic Church. They failed again. Hence the
continuous persecution.

To better understand the impetus behind these activities, 1 will
briefly review the basjc differences between the two crganizations.

#%% The Patriotic Association t;kes instruction from the
National Congsess of the so~called Catholic Representatives
while the Rowan Catholic church is governed by the Pope.

**% The Patriotic Association rejects the authority of the Pope.
Roman Catholics recognize.the authority of the Pope.

*%% The Patriotic Association appoints its own bishops and
ordainsg them without the permission from the Pope. All the
Roman Catholic bishops are appointed by the Pope and
ordained accordingly.

%%  The Patriotic Association is legal in China and has official
status recognized by the government while the Roman Catholic
Church is illegal and is unofficial.

Since the Patriotic Association is both legal and official, its
gembers suffer no persecution. They also receive political and
{financial support from the Chinere government.

In accordance with the Roman Catholic's basic faith, a Roman
Catholic mus! accept the authority of the Pope who, we believe, is
Chrisl's representative on earth and the successor of St. Peter.

Under no circumstance can a Roman Catholic accept just any other
church as a substitute without abandoning his faith and atatus as a
Roman Catholic. Roman Catholics in China, therefore, cannot
concurrently keep their faith and follow their government's
instruction to reject the Popa's supreme legislative, executive, and
judicial authority in the Church in spite of the risk of persecution.
His Emincence Cardinal Rung Pinmei, the bishop of Shanghai, said on the
eve of his trial in 1960: "I am a Roman Catholic Bisghop. If I
deaounde the Holy Father, not only would 1 not be a Bishop, 1 would
not oven be a Cathotic." As the Pope said on January 14, 1995 in his
mosgage broadeast to China: "A Catholic who wishes to remain such and
to be recognized as such cannot reject the principle of comsunion with
the successor of Peter." By remaining loyal to the Pope as mandated
by the Catholic faith, the Roman Catholie Church is outlawed in China
and is known as the unofficial Church,

Thore is no religious (reedom whan & person cannot worship
avcording to his conscience. ¥or choosing their conscienca and faith,
tens of thousands of Catholics including sany from the Legion of Nsry,
a lay Catholic organization, wera incarcerated nationwide. Thousands
gava thair 1ives for their religious faith. Hany of them were
executed in public. Cardinal Kuag wea imprisonsd for thirty years.
His Excellency.the late Archbisho, Dominic Tang., 8.J., Archbishop of
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vanton, fco 22 years. His Excellency the late Bishop~Peter Joseph

Fan, bishop of Baoding, for 34 years. The list gous on and on.

In his address on August 19, 1995, the Pope said: “‘the great
swajority of Chinese Catholics, precisely in order to live this
fidelity in fu'lness, have chosen the path of suffering and silence.
¥ith deep affection our hearts turn to these brothers and sisters of
ours whu suifer great hardship, thankful for their generous and hercic
example."

Mr. Chairman, the persecution of Roman Catholics is not ancient
history. That is why we are all here today. The persecution
continues and gets worse at a time when China is given much freedom in
business and finance, at a time when China is making significant
veconomic progress, at a time when China is working hard to claim its
status as an important member of the international community.
Certainly, the policy nf the United States Government to separate
human rights and trade under the policy of the current administration
must bear some responsibility for this ongoing religious persecution.

As soon as the Putriotic Association was established, all
_ properties of the Roman Catholic Church were confiscated. Later, as
China opened up, many of the church buildings and other properties
were transferred to the Patriotic Association, leaving the loyal Roman
Catholic homeless and penniless.

Many foreign visitors have seen these reopened churches. They
appear Catholic. The priests dress like Catholic priests. Even their
prayers sound Catholic. But, they are not Catholic. They all belcng
to the Patriotic Association.

Behind the seemingly serene and pious scenes in these churches
are the continuous suppression, often brutal persecution, of the exght’
million Roman Catholics loyal to the Pope.

Persecution is much more widespread than merely targeting those
who have been singled-out as "ringleaders". Hany others, ordinary
citizens and simple villagers, suffer serious routine harassment for
their faith in the hands of the public security bureau. This includes
‘intimidation, short-term detention, beatings, physical abuse, lack of

-~ medical treatment during confinement and heavy fines which I would
characterize as ransom.

! Lacking a place to worship, Roman Catholics, particularly in the
countryside, often build their own simple houses of worship on private
property. A few of these structures survived, but most of them have
baen destroyed by the government.

In the last two years, we had reports that four churclies were
destroyed. Many more probably met with the same fate.

In 1994, for instance, the faithful i~ a remote village in Jilin
Province collected 20,000 JMP (US $ 2,500). They mobilized the whole
village including children to build a tiny chapel. They completed the
atructure quickly, only in five and a half days, hoping to escape the
notice of the local authorities. They hoped that once the chapel was
built, . tha Government might just tolerate it. They were wrong.

[
e i
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The Sacurity Bureau of the govarnment had tho intelligence. More
than one hundred army vehiclas with several hundred soldiers came.
They ordered the villagaers to tear down the building themselves.
Instead, the faithful gathered in their newly built chapel and prayed
ir unison. The soldiers grabbed all prayirg viliagers and threw thea
out. of the chapel. Using a high pressure water hose, the soldiers
disyersed all the villagers. During the late night of Juiy 22, 1994
the soldiers returned. W¥hile the villagers slept, the chapel was torn
down. Next morning, the villagers gatherad at the debris of the
destroyed church. They prayed. They wept.

Exactly sixteen months later on November 22, 1995, more than 40
polica vehicles with about 150 public security officers destroyed
anotl.'r newly-built church near Dong Lu in the diocese of Baoding in
Hebei. The officers severely beat the Catholic construction workers, .
resuliting in five injured workers. Seven Cathclics werae detained.

Two days later, a Holy Mass was offered at the site of the destroyed
church, Thousands came.

Between these two incidents during the 16 month period, two more
churches, both located in Baoding, were destroyed.

Mr. Sun Guofu from a small village in Hebei was arrested on
February 23, 1995 for organizing a retreat for the Roman Catholic
laity and for listening to a catechism audio tape.

°

Mr. Sun was badly tortured. When he passed nut, he was placed
outdoor in the cold. The family of Mr. Sun was notified by the local
government that in order to secure his release, he must give a bangquet
to the security personnel, and pay a fine of Chinese yen $§ 5,000 which
is equivalent to almost 2 years cf a villager's income. As there was
no way for HMr. Sun to raise the fine, or ransom, he remains in jail.

.

Rev Chi Ruitian of Hebei Province was arrested on April 17, 1995
for his refusal to obey the order from the Security Bureau to cancel
his Easter Mass. He stayed in jail about & months. He now suffers
from a brain concussion which resulted from severe torture while in
jail.

Rev. Liao Haiqging of Jiangxi Province, age 68, was arrested many
times. The latest rearrest was on August 4, 1995. He has a heart

" condition and high blood pressure. In the beginning of this

detention, Rev. Liao was not allowed to receive medication from his
family. We do not know what his current condition is.

Rev. Vincent Qin, a Jesuit priest of Qinghai Province, was also
repeatedly arrested. His latest rearrest was on November 3, 1994
while he was working in a brick factory. He was sentenced to three
years for performing his apostolic work.

Rev. Xu Delu of Jiangau Province was arrested on October 8, 1995
after he had offered a Holy Mass in a private home. There is no
further news regarding his condition.

Rev. Gu#2Baile of Jiangsu Province, known as & "fisherman's
priest"”, was arrested on November 1, 1995 after he offered a Holy Mass
on & 40-ton cement buat. Arrested with him were two female Catholics
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+
who ware beaten wifh an electric baton. Again, there is no further
news of their fate and condition. .

During the women's copference in Beijing, while the Unitad
States' first lady and the world's delegates were in China, many
bishops, priests and faithful were detainued in an effort to step any
attempts of the underground church from contacting the foreigrners. I
know of a number of young people who are still in hiding because they
ware discovered sneaking out of their village to go to Beijing. Their
intent was to meet with certain foreignere in an attempt to reveal
their struggles to the world via the international media. They never
succeeded.

On each major Catholic feastday, many foreign visitors in China
would be impressed with the attendance, music and prayers in the
reopened cathedrals of the Patriotic Association. But, behind thess
peaceful and prayerfvl scenes, the underground Roman Catholics would
attend Holy Masses and prayer service, secretly, in private homes and
in desolated fields, even in the inclement weather.

As an example, in Yu Jiang of Jiangxi Province; the Roman
Catholics, who have no church buildings, would congregate by the
thousands on top of a desolate mountain to pray and to celebrate the
Holy Mass on each jmportant Catholic feastday. The Chinese Government
tried its best to suppress these services. We know of two tragedies
during the prayer service in the last two years.

August 15 is the Feast of Assumption, an important date on the
Catholic calendar. It is a Holy Day of Obligation on which Catholics
must attend Mass. In 1994, there was a preemptive action by the
Chinese Government to prevent the prayer service on the mountain.

On August 13 & 14, 1994, about a dozen Catholic leaders in Yu
Jiang and elsewhere were arrested. Many homes suspected to house out
of town Catholics were searched. As a result, many faithful attempted
to escape by jumping out of the windews on the upper floors. Many
sustained injuries. Others hid in the bushes all night. .

On August 14, roads leading to the mountain were bloucked, and
public transportation including ferries to and from this site were
forbidden for people suspected to be Roman Catholics heading for the
mcuntain.

Several thousand security personnel - many of thems were hired
temporarily - and soldiers lined the routes leading to the mountain.
They tried to prevent those who filtered through the blockade from
reaching the mountain.

Several thousand faithful, risking imprisonment, torture and
fines, walked through chest-deep river and little known paths to reach
the mountain, but were stopped by the government forces who uned
batons (some electrically charged) to beat the faithful, injuring
scores and arresting dozens. ’

DespitéAthese atrocities, two thousand faltbfui broke through the
police line and reached the top of ths mountain. Thera, thev prayed
and sang hymns. There were no bishop and priests to pray and sing
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with them, because the clergy was all arrested.

Subsequent tc¢ the above incidents, many Catholic families were
searched. Holy pictures and bibles were destroyed. They were warned
that if they kept practicing Roman Catholicism, they would be fined up
to JMP $ 500. If they harbored out of town Catholics, they would be
fined JMP $ 2,000. Moreover, they were told that if they wanted to
practice the Catholic faith, they must join the Patriotic Association
which is schismatic and is not recognized Ly the Pope.

A similar incident occurred during the 1995 Easter season.
Approximately 30-40 Catholics were arrested separately before and
aftar the Eaater Sunday, again in Yu Jiang. Among them was a 60 year
old blind person. Fourteen of them were fined JHP 900 each,
equivalant to their three monthe income and released. Four persons
were sentenced to 2 to 5 years imprisonment. They are Pan Kunming (5
years), Rao Yanping (4 years), Yu Shuishen (3 years), Yu Qixiang (2
years). Others were let go after a short detention.

The Bishop of this diocese, Most Rev. Zeng Jingmu was arrested
many times. He was rearrested on November 22, 1995 and is still in
jail. We are most concerned as he has been in bad health.

These repeated and intermittent arrests without going through the
proper court procedurer are commonly referred to as "administrative
detention”. This terrurizing method has become notoriously prevalent
in China as a weapon against the clergy and lay Catholic leaders. Not
coincidentally, this methodology also makes it more difficult for
international human righis groups to obtain timely information, or to
lobby for their victims.

There is every evidence that the persecution is stepping up.

On December 22, 1995, the "religiocus bureau” in Shanghai
anncunced 63 rules and regulations to further control the religious
activities. The effective date of enforcement begins on March 1,
$996. We believe that other municipalities will follow suit. In
essence, every religious group must be registered. Each religious
activities must be preregistered and approved. No missionary activity
from foreign countries is allowed. For unregistered raligious groups
like the Roman Catholic Church, no assembly of religious activities is
allowed, no church is allowed to be built, and nc stipends or
donations are allowed. These new regulations appear tc be a rigorous
enforcewent of decrees # 344 and 145 signed by Premier Li Pang on

January 31, 1994. Failure to observe the above will result in various

punishments.

The loyal Roman Catholie Church is not legal and has never
registered with the Government. Registering with the Chinese
government under the current law would identify the Roman Catholic
Church's memberships, activities, finances and locations of worship.
They are all regarded by the Chinese government as illegal !
activities. The Roman Catholic ¢ mmunity in China is already feeling
the pressure from this new announcement.

Many faithful know that they cannot follow the Patriotic
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N Association without abandoning their faith. They feel helplass except
to prepare for the worst eventualities., They are now under close
watch by the local authorities. Just as in the 1950's, they have
pac?ed their small bags and are ready tu be arrested en masse once
again.

! Bishop Joseph Fan, S.J. cf Shanghai, the auxiliary Bishop of
Cardinal Kung, is taking charge of the diocese. He has been watched
very closely by the Shanghai authorities for the past few years. "His
Eminence Cardinal Kung, appointed by the Holy Father, is the
recognized true Bishop of Shanghai and the Apostolic Administrator of
Scochow and Nanking. At present, Bishop Fan's every movement is
monitored by security cofficers.

s Bishop Joseph Fan and anuther loyal priest of Shanghai have

: announced that no longer can they offer Holy Mass in their houses to
loyal Roman Catholics pursuant to the oppressive regulations effective
March 1, 1996. They were given to understand that if the priests were
to be caught offering Mass in their house with Catholics in
attendance, they would be finad JMP 1,000 each and the member of the
faithfui JNP 500 each. The fine will be doubled if they are caught a
second or third time. In the event they are caught the fourth time,
they would be expelled to the countryside with reduced living
quarters. It appears that something very awful and dreadful will
happen soon to the loyal Roman Catholic church in China.

Recently, Bishop Su Chimin, Bishop of Boading, and his auxiliary
Bishop, Bishop An Shuxin have also been under very strict
surveillance. A security person watches them at all times. Two years
ago, Bishop Su met with the U.S. delegation led by you, Mr. Chairman.

H The arrests I reported above are just a cross section of our

3 findings, representing the tip of an iceberg. The persecution covers
: a far wider area. Because of the close and constant surveillance and
the dire consequences of being caught communicating with overseas
parties on the persecution in China, receiving the latest news from

. China is most difficult. Only a small number of these atrocities

s reach the free world. We must have missed hundreds of such blatant

human rights violatinns.

BRI

The communist Chinese government hopes that these repeated
violations of freedom will intimidate the underground Roman Catholic
bishops and faithful, thereby suppretzing this loyal Roman Catholic
church. The Chinese government hopes to accomplish this strategy
without the awareness of the free world. Instead, increasing
vocations and an increased Roman Catholic population from three
willion in 1950's to eight million now, characterized by their strong
faith and peraistence, have countered the strategy of the Chinese
government to suppreas the underground Roman Catholic Church. True
faith and conscience cannot be smothered by persecution. The 46 years
! of continuous persecution have proven that fact. Timely reporting of

these atrocities in the ¥est will not only reduce these unjust

sufferings, but also put the Chinesa Government on notice that they
: cannot be taken as & serious partner in international pelitics and
s trade if human rights violations continue. .
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Bven more alarming is the fact that these arrests are not
isclated incidences. They show a pattern of organized assauit on the
loyal but "illegal®” Roman Catholic Church. They happen both in large
cities and in small villages. Thay cannot happen without the direct
endorsement of the central governeent. They are not isolated abuses
of sowe junior local officials who happaned to abuse their power.

Wa hope that the U.S8. Government would appeal to the Chinese
Government to release all these prisoners of conscience immediately
and to grant Roman Catholica equal rights to practice their faith. As
Pope John Paul II once said that there is no conflict between being a
good citizen and being a good Cstholic.

As a member of the United Nations, China must abide by and uphold
the United Nations' Charter to guarantee freedom of raligion for all
citizens, not just for those members who belong to the government
established Patriotic Association. The United States government and
other freedom loving countries must not ignore such repeated and
blatant violations of human rights.

The U. 8. Government has used its influences to secure freedom
for citizens of many other land such as South Africa, Haiti, and
Bosnia. V¥We find it anomalous indeed to ohserve that the United States
was willing to impose a trade embargo on South Africa so long as the
situation of apartheid continued, that for a long time it has been
imposing trade sanctions against the repressive ragime in Communist
Cuba, but the United States has accorded to the Peoples' Republic of
China most favored nation trade status. The question remains: Is the
United States truly prepared to sacrifice some possible monetary loss
to its business interests in order to send a strong message toc a
nation which has no regard for basic human rights and is violating

" them on-a daily basis? It is important to keep in mind that a country

which violates this basic right of its citizen is most unlikely to
honor its promises to other nations.

United States of America was founded because our forefathers
suffered. fought, and worked hard to gain this God given rights of
fraedom. On behalf of the faithful in the iloyal Roman Catholic Church
in China, I urge the United States government to help the Chinese
citizens to regain their rights of religious freedom. The United
Statas government and all freedom loving countries must press Beijlng
to stop these assaults on religious freedom and to challenge the
Beijing government to demonstrate that it can be a responsible member
of the international community.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. ¥ ﬁ//
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In Baoding end ite neighboring towns in lebei Province: .

1) 4n almost 80 year old Roman Catholic paator, Rev. Zhao Tingbin,
was viasited by local authorities daily ostensibly to investigate
the property rights of his church and seminary. The villagers
are afraid that this disturbance could be the prelude of the
governasent's decimion to destroy Rev. Zhao's church.

In the meantime, the authority proceeded to investigate every
residont’'s atatus, dispersed all religicus in the seminaries and
convents. Several nuns were arreated. In the meantime,
Catholic doctrine is not allowed to be taught in the church.

In the local schools, every student and teacher's background
were investigated. When Catholics were identified, they were
orderad to join the Patriotic Assoctation and were not allowed
to wear the Holy Medals. If refused, they would be dismissed
from the aschool system. Several persons were subsequently
dismissed. - Concurrently, the authority promised that teachers
who renounced their Catholic faith would be promoted from
private school teacher to that of national status.

In order to prevent Roman Catholic students from attending Mass
on Sundayz, the school system declared Sunday a school day and
Friday a free day.

December 21, 1995 was the first anniversary of the death of
Bishop Zheng Jianzhang, the late Bishkcep of Baoding. In order to
prevent the estimated 10,000 Catholics mourners to pray at
Bishop Zheng's grave site, the government sealed off the area
and prohibited the bishops &and priests to offer Mass there.
Residencexs were searched. Out of town Catholics were arrested.
Rev. Liu Fumin, Rev., Hu Fun, Rev. Huang Quanlu, two nuns and
seven Cathoiic lay persons were arrested. More than 150 police
vehicles were used. Those who succeeded in getting through the
police blockade were arrested on their return and.transferred to
their local authorities.

More than four hundred security persoanel from the local
authorities are novw stationed in Baoding and its neighboring
towns to enforce the laws regarding "illegal” religious
activitiea. They even started a branch of a public security
office in Dong Lu which is the site of the annual Marian
pilgrimage in May with total attendance well over 100,000 from
all over the country. To add insult to injury, the villagers
must provide room and board tc all the government's security
personnel!

Hu Fun 62% ‘ Huang Quanlu j\/fz,
Liv Fusin 3| & A | Zhav Tingbin FX 3L %j
Zheng Jianzhang M}i/}? . :
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] ] TESTIMONY OF. REVEREND TRAN QUY THIEN
- i BEFORE , s
o THE SUB(‘OMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL OPERATIONS AND
HUMAN RIGHTS ;
Thursday, February 15, 1996 v

Mr. Chairman,
Honorable Members of the Subcommittee on Imematmnsl Operations
and Human Rights, ¢ i
lad!’es and Gentlemen, . .
) It i;'. a great honor for me to be here today in this august assembly, which is part of
the legislative branch of the United States and represents the highest authority in this land.
When I received the invitation to spcak in front of you today, I realized that it was not
simply due to the fact that as & Catholic chaplain, I have spent some thirteen years in a
number of Vietnamese cominunist "re-education” camps. Rather, I am called here to speak
on behalf of the whole question of religious frf:edox\n in Vietam, of which I am only a living
witness. ‘
I would like therefore to start out by saying that the communist authorities in Vietnam
did not single ovc my church, the Catholic Church of Victnam, as a target for their
repressive policy. In fact, following Karl Marx and considering all five major religions of
Vietnam (Puddhism, Catholicism, Caodaism, Hoa Hao, and Protestanism) to be "the opiate
of the pzople” that needs to be eradicated, they have gone systematically after their
exterinination, suppression and/or co-optation. This is a policy that they have implemented
ard perfected in North Vietnam since their rise to power in 1945. When they came into full
control of South Vietnam in April 1975, they only clabomtcc{ on that policy--improvising
adaptations at first bu: eventually sumaming them up in two'govemmeﬁfal mieasures, Decision
No. 297 dated 11 November 1977 and Ministerial Decree No. 89/HDBT dated 21 March »

e e e e e e ey e ol




1991, according to wﬁich all mligioﬁ in Vietnam are under the control of the Stat;
Committee for Religicus Aﬁm and all rcligious activities are strictly circumscribed. This
includes not only such things as religious restrictions and prohibitions, church services, the
selection of seminarians, the training, appointment and movement of religious leaders within
the church, but even such things as the regulation of gifts or aid received from abroad, the .

| importation of religious. literature, international exchanges with chumhes and religious
or4anizations outside of Vietnam. In the words of a famous Redemptorist father currently
residing in Saigon, Father Chan Tin, the current situation of the Catholic Church of Vietnam ) e
is as follows: "The state intervenes blatantly in the internal affairs of the Church and
opposes the Vatican’s appoumnemz of bishops to vacant sees. To take the case of the Saigén
archdiocese, the Vatican had appointed Monsignor Nguyen Van Thuan to be the deputy to
Archbishop Nguyen Van Binh even before 30 April 1975. Claisning, however, that he owed
the people a ’blood debt,’ the state held him in prison fm}k&e; years and even after he
came out of jail, he was expelled from Victnam. When the late Archbishop Nguyen Van
Binh was seriously ill and about to die, tthVatican appointed Monsignor Huyoh Van Nghi to
replace him as the prelate of Saigon btut the state repeatedly opposed that move and, even
after Archbishop Nguyen Van Binh pa-.ed away, the siate still made everything possible to
prevent Monsignor Nghi from coming to Ssigon [to assume his post]. It bad him under
constant surveillance, had him followed and prevented in every way from reaching Saigon.
These are some of the latest developments. Asfomnq:momngiwmm, [the
state continues to) limit the number of seminaries and seminarians, check on the background

of teachers at those seminaries, prevent the appoimtment of local perish priests, raise all kinds
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. 3
" of obstacies when the bishops try to move the priests from one parish to another, all these
anﬂot;hehMuwmfﬂcéwpmvethanhamﬁecomimmmbwmﬂyviomethﬁmmmmd
civil rights of the Vietnamese people.” (Phone interview granted to VNCR, Vietmm
California Radio, on Jamuary 27, 1998)

From the above it is clear that the Socialist Republic of Vietnam (SRV) bas been
engaged in a vicious plan to do away with/ organized religions in Vietnam despite the fact
 that the Vietnamese people are among the most religious people on earth. This plaa is
systematic one, divided into various stages, and it is fully controlled by the Communist Party
of Vietnzm (CPV) at every stage. As demonstrated by a detailed document written in 1994
by Do Trung Hieu, the Party member put in charge but who eventually came to be ashamed
of the role he played in the destruction of the Unified Buddhist Church of Vietram (UBC),
tthPVdocanotstopbeforeanywhcme,nommhowingidiouz,inordettodutroywhat
it considers to be its main competitors as far as the allegiance of people is concerned.
Thus, no pen will ever be adequate to describe all the acts of terrorism, repression,
suppression, murder and imprisonment aimed at the religious lesders a