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UNITED NATIONS FOURTH WORLD
CONFERENCE ON WOMEN
TUESDAY, JULY 18, 1995
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS,
SUBCOMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL OPERATIONS AND HuMAN

RIGHTS,

Washington, DC.
The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 10:07 a.m. in room
2172, Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. Christopher Smith
(chairman of the subcommittee) presiding.
Mr. SMITH. The subcommittee will come to order. And good
morning. Today's hearings to consider the Fourth United Nations
Conference on Women, which is scheduled to be held in Beijing this
September.
We will have three panels to address three distinct sets of issues.
The first panel will address the question of human rights in the
People's Republic of China. In my view, human -rights policies of
the host government are highly relevant to this hearing. This is
true for at least three reasons. First, because holding the conference in a nation that violates human rights and particularly in
a nation that systematically oppresses, exploits and devalues
women, might signal acquiescence in such conduct. Second, as a
practical matter the success of any such conference depends on the
free exchange of ideas, and therefore on political conditions in
which such genuinely free exchanges can take place.
Finally, the recent arrest and continued detention of U.S. citizen,
Harry Wu, dramatically illustrate what can happen to those who
attempt to exercise freedom of inquiry in a totalitarian dictatorship. The Wu case raises profound questions about whether any
free nation-and the United States in particular--can conduct
business as usual with such a regime.
The second panel will address the question of fair procedures at
the conference. This question has already arisen in a number of
contexts. Some of the problems identified so far include:
1. Arbitrary exclusion of women's groups from the nongovernmental forum for the conference, apparently based on identification with Tibet, Taiwan or various points of view that are
displeasing to the Beijing government.
2. Banishment of the nongovernmental forum to a location
many miles distant from the conference center which could effectively cut off access to the conference.

3. Obstruction of the planned conference newsletter. This was
to have been one of three newspapers at the conference. There
are two that are organs of the Chinese Government.
4. Refusal to allow fund-raising efforts that would have allowed
poor delegates from developing countries to attend.
5. A recent prediction by representatives of the U.S. Government that the internationally recognized human rights of delegates and nongovernmentalorganization representatives, including the right of free expression and freedom of religion, including even such basic exercises of these rights as the right
to carry a Bible, may be violated by the host country.
According to recent articles in the Washington Post and elsewhere, these and other indications that the Chinese Government
will obstruct freedom of expression at the conference had led some
women who have been involved in the conference preparations to
propose moving the conference to some other location, for example
to Australia.
The Post article predicted that, "without the threat of such relocation, the Chinese Government will not change its position." The
Harry Wu case raises, again, the question of a possible relocation.
At this point, a relocation might also necessitate a brief postponement.
It should be emphasized that talk of relocating a conference from
Beijing to a free country or of insisting on fair procedures at such
a conference, is not anti-woman in any sense of the word. On the
contrary, it is carefully crafted to achieve fairness for women, especially those from Tibet, from Taiwan, and developing countries
whose voices will otherwise not be heard at the conference. And if
the United States should consider it inappropriate to attend a
human rights conference in a country whose government holds an
American hostage, it would be reaffirming human rights by emphasizing that they are sacred and indivisible, to be recognized and
acte upon Em when such recognition is inconvenient.
Our third panel will raise the question of substance. How do we
ensure that the conference and particularly the U.S. delegation will
represent an authentic range of women's perspectives? Again, the
preliminary indications have not been encouraging. The Prep
Comm for the conference refused to accept the proposition that,
"motherhood is entitled to special care and assistance." It refused
to acknowledge that the family is "the natural and fundamental
group unit of society."
It refused to define the word "gender" to make clear that this
word refers to the two sexes of the human being, man and woman,
rather than to a more complicated and far less traditional meaning
that it has acquired in certain radical feminist circles. And it refused to issue a clear condemnation of sex selection abortion directed at reducing the number of baby girls, or even of forced abortion.
I was shocked to see in- the Prep Comm document that forced
abortion was bracketed, and therefore in contention. This ought to
be something that no one disagrees on perhaps except for the Chinese. Nor does it even squarely reject ie concept of an internationally recognized right to abortion. It also endorses a slogan, "equal
pay for equal work of equal value," that has been regarded in the

United States as a code phrase for the discredited idea of government-mandated "comparable worth" schedules for various jobs typically held by men and women respectively.
It is important to recognize that the draft document has
strengths as well as weaknesses. It condemns pornography, violence against women, female infanticide and trafficking in women
and girls for the sex trade. It recognizes that 80 percent of the
world's refugees and displaced persons are women and children.
They require special attention and protection. It calls for speedy
and dramatic reductions in the rate of female poverty and female
illiteracy. These are points on which a conference representing the
whole range of women's perspectives might reach consensus and
produce a valuable plan of action. This will only be possible, however, if the conference is not perceived as excluding the views and
devaluing the experiences and choices of many millions of the
world's women.
On behalf of our subcommittee, I would like to welcome our witnesses and I would like to yield to my good friend, Mr. Tom Lantos,
the Ranking Member of our subcommittee.
Mr. LANTOS. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. Let me com-

mend you for holding this important hearing. And in view of the
fact that in my judgment the panel of witnesses and organizations
invited appears to be enormously lopsided, I request unanimous
permission that all organizations have a full week to submit whatever statements they choose for the record.
Mr. SMITH. Without objection, of course.

Mr. LANTOS. I need not point out that, of course, during the
course of the last decade and a half, as one of the founding chairmen of the Congressional Human Rights Caucus, and subsequently
as the chairman of the subcommittee dealing with human rights
and now the Ranking Member, I have probably been one of the
most persistent critics of the appalling human rights policies of the
Chinese Government. And I fully concur with many of the condemnations and criticisms in your opening statement.
Clearly, the arrest of Harry Wu is only the most recent of Chinese assaults on civilized conduct. The arrest of an American citizen by the Chinese Communist Regime, raises the outrage and the
in-your-face quality of Chinese human rights violations to a new
high or a new low as the case might be. But of course, the issue
we are dealing witi today is not whether China is guilty of human
rights violations. From the abominable practice of forced abortions
to the total suppression of political and civil rights, China obviously
is guilty beyond words of human rights violations.
What we are dealing with today, and I trust we will do so in a
nonpolitical context because human rights certainly ought to rise
above our own partisan politics, what we are dealing with today is
whether, in fact, at this stage participation by the United States
in the Beijing Conference is appropriate. That is the issue I intend
to address.
As you know, Mr. Chairman, one of my efforts earlier was directed at preventing China from having the privilege of hosting the
Olympics in the year 2000. Hosting the Olympics is not only a signal honor, because the Olympics brings together men and women
of all nations in a free and open and fair athletic competition, but

the host nation invariably benefits by basking in the glory of the
spectacularly telegenic events that unfold.
I felt when I introduced my resolution calling on the International Olympic Committee to reject Beijing's determined and
spectacularly financed effort to hold the Olympics in China, on the
grounds that China was not fit to hold the Olympics until it honored human rights. And I was delighted that with the overwhelming support of colleagues, both Republicans and Democrats in both
the House and the Senate, my resolution passed and played a role
in the decision of the International Olympics Committee in choosing Sidney, Australia, an imminently free venue, over Beijing,
China, as the location of the Olympics for the year 2000.
I serve notice now that unless human rights conditions improve,
I shall fight just as vigorously in preventing the holding of the
Olympics in China in the year 2004. The timing of the Olympics
in Beijing will be determined by the quality of human rights in
China and nothing else.
Now this conference, of course is very different from the Olympics. It is very different because tNis conference will not provide the
spectacular constant global television coverage of an athletic event.
It will be a gathering of concerned people from all over the world
people concerned with women's rights. And I opposed, as you wilt
recall, the designation of Beijing as the location of this conference.
May I point out, since a member of this subcommittee in the
press this morning criticizes the Clinton administration for proceeding with preparations for the conference and the participation
of the U.S. delegation, that the decision on the part of the United
States to participate in the Women's Conference was undertaken
during the Bush administration, and both Secretary of State Baker
and President Bush personally signed off on Beijing as the locale
of the Women's Conference.
I opposed that decision, but since we have only one President at
any one time, I clearly recognize that it was the right of the President and the Secretary of State to agree to this location. It would
be difficult to argue that human rights conditions at the time of
Mr. Baker's and Mr. Bush's decision in China were any better than
they are today. So I think it is important to keep the partisan politics out of this dialog.
It was a Republican Secretary of State, it was a Republican
President, over the objections of some of us in the Congress, some
Democrats and some Republicans, which agreed to have the United
States participate at this conference in Beijing. So let the record be
straight at the outset.
The reasons that many organizations and our government have
decided at this stage that, on balance, it would serve the interests
of the United States and interests of women's rights globally for us
not to exclude ourselves from this conference would have, of course,
been most eloquently presented by our singularly distinguished
ambassador to the United Nations, Madeleine Albright.
Ambassador Albright will lead the U.S. delegation to the conference, and my understanding is that she was invited informally
to attend this hearing last Thursday. Let me point out to everybody
in this room that committee rules require at least 1 week's advance
notice to all members of the subcommittee about a subcommittee

hearing, and it strikes me that an invitation to a member of the
President's Cabinet ought to be extended more than 5 days in advance of a scheduled hearing. I profoundly deplore that this courtesy in failing to extend a reasonable notice to our singularly effective ambassador, Ambassador Albright, to make her case and the
Administration's case at this hearingMr. SMim. Will the gentleman yield on that point?
Mr. LANTos. Not at the moment. I would like to finish my
thought on this subject. The State Department indicated that Ambassador Albright would be ready to testify on this issue, but she
could not do so today due to urgent business connected with the
collapse of the U.N. peacekeeping operation in Bosnia.
I think it would have been unreasonable and irresponsible for
our ambassador to leave her post as the human tragedy is unfolding in Bosnia. Ambassador Albright's place today is at the United
Nation Security Council and General Assembly, and not here testifying to a congressional committee.
I should also note that Cabinet level testimony before this subcommittee happens rather infrequently. But because of the importance of the subject, Ambassador Albright offered to appear at another time. I think it is singularly unfortunate for this subcommittee to go ahead with this hearing without hearing the testimony of
Ambassador Albright, who is clearly in the best and strongest position to explain the rationale for U.S. participation in this conference.
I would like to hope, Mr. Chairman, that the subcommittee will
accommodate Ambassador Albright at a time feasible for her so she
will be able to appear here and present the Administration's position on this critical issue. I also would like to suggest that it is important for us to take action in the human rights field that does
not isolate us from all the other nations that are democratic in
character that have no intention of canceling their participation at
this conference.
It is important for us to add our strength and our weight and our
influence, and I have tremendous faith in all the American women
who will participate at this conference, of whatever persuasion, because their presence will be perhaps our most effective tool for focusing attention on Harry Wu's outrageous detention, focusing attention on the full range of preposterous human rights violations
by this regime.
Now, the agenda of the conference is a very ambitious one. It is
to enhance the status of women, including achieving advances in
women's economic, education and health concerns, and promoting
women's human rights. I think it would be a serious mistake and
merely an emotional outburst to jettison our opportunity to influence the plan of action that will be adopted at the conference just
because of the current status of U.S.-China relations. To boycott
the conference and silence the most critical voice of American
women, plays into the hands of the Chinese regime.
We would hurt ourselves and we would diminish the effectiveness of our effort to improve human rights conditions for women
across the globe, were we to refrain from participating at this conference.

Our target should always be to fight for justice and to point out
the outrageous character of the Chinese Communist regime. That
was my intention, Mr. Chairman, when several months ago I introduced the resolution which was approved unanimously by this subcommittee, subsequently by our full committee unanimously, and
then the House of Representatives unanimously, demanding that
the President of Taiwan a distinguished alumnus of one of our
great universities, Cornell, be allowed to attend an important meeting at his own alma mater.
This Democratic administration, like the earlier Republican administration, in my judgment, mistakenly opposed the issuance of
a visa to Taiwan's distinguished President. But powerful bipartisan
congressional pressure prevailed. The President of Taiwan was issued his visa, attended the event at Cornell, and the Chinese Communist regime was climbing the walls. That was an effective exercise of congressional power in making the case that China will not
be allowed to impose its perverse values on the free world.
As we all know, the conference in Beijing will take place. It will
be attended by an impressive array of women committed to women's rights and human rights from Australia to Norway. The place
of American women is shoulder to shoulder with the women of all
the free and democratic societies on the face of this planet. I think
it is absolutely critical that we explore this issue impassionately
and with a degree of seriousness that the topic merits.
I think it is absolutely critical that no attempt be made to exploit
this controversy for partisan political advantage. If attempts are
made to so exploit this debate, it will be met with a very firm rebuff. You will be reminded time and time again that ush and
Baker signed off on the location at a time when China's human
rights record was not one iota better than it is today.
This is not the time to deal with location. Location has been determined. It has been determined, in my judgment, mistakenly.
That is why initially I opposed Beijing as the location of the conference. But at this stage, the notion that a new venue will be
found, that countries across the globe, that thousands of women
from all over the world who are planning to attend this conference,
will yield to our petulant desire because an American citizen has
been illegally detained, reveals a degree of narcissism which I consider somewhat dangerous.
I am just as concerned with the tens of thousands of Tibetans
and the hundreds of thousands of Chinese women whose rights are
persistently violated by the Chinese Communist regime. I think it
is as dangerous to focus on the plight of one individual in China
as it is in recognizing that the Bosnia crisis does not relate only
to the American pilot who was downed by Serbian weapons. The
Bosnian crisis is much bigger than that and human rights violations in China are far bigger than that.
I want to thank you for giving me this time to express my views,
Mr. Chairman.
[The prepared statement of Mr. Lantos appears in the appendix.]
Mr. SMITH. Thank you very much, Tom. And let me just say, before yielding to the distinguished chairman of the full International
Relations Committee, Mr. Gilman, that we have invited members
of the Administration. We did so last week, and we have again is-

sued an invitation to Madeleine AIbright or whoever the Administration would deem the appropriate person. I think she would be
the most appropriate, to appear before this subcommittee to gve
a full and complete accounting as to what the Administration has
been doing at Prep Comms, as well as what they plan on doing in
Beijing, if they do, indeed, go. So no one is being stifled at all. That
is a matter of record and we had hoped that she would be here
today.
Yes Bosnia is something that we are all concerned about. As my
good friend knows, I have been working on that issue along with
im and others for many years. Yes, that does take precedence, but
hopefully by next week she will find sufficient time to come here
and testify.
Let me also point out that in highlighting the case of Harry Wu,
an American citizen who is a true human rights activist in the best
and finest sense of that word, he stands not just for Harry Wu, but
for every person anywhere in the world who has ever spoken out
and endured and suffered because of their human rights advocacy.
He is a very special person. He is more than a symbol, he is one
who has suffered immeasurably, and I think it is very, very appropriate for us to suggest that going to Beijing in 1995 is analogous
to going to Hitler's Germany in 1939 or a human rights conference. There is ample precedent, I would submit, for not attending conferences on human rights when the host country is an egregious offender. The PRC is an egregious offender. They have gotten
worse in the last year with regards to human rights.
The exploitation of women by way of forced abortion has gotten
worse. They have a new eugenics law that went into place on June
1st across the entire country. The handicapped now are being singled out for exploitation and destruction by the government of the
eople's Republic of China. So I would hope that when we are talking about Bush and Baker-they were wrong, and I would have
agreed with my good friend from California, that they were wrong
in selecting Beijing, and I said so at the time. And hopefully we
can see a change of venue and that is what my hope is. I would
like to yield to the distinguished chairman, Mr. Gilman.
Mr. GIMAN. Thank you, Mr. Smith, for chairing this meeting
and for arranging it along with the Ranking Minority Member, Mr.
Lantos, at our Subcommittee on International Operations and
Human Rights. I think it is an extremely important session and extremely important oversight. It is vital that the Congress exercise
its oversight role and look into the problems surrounding the proposed U.N. World Conference on Women.
Last week, I joined in a request along with Chairman Smith,
Speaker Gingrich and the Senate Majority Leader, Senator Dole, to
President Clinton urging him, and quote from our message, "to
announce that the U.S. Government will not participate in any
level'or in any fashion in the upcoming conference as long as Harry
Wu is detained in China." Anything less, I think, would send a
tragic signal of disregard for the human rights of an American citizen.
Our joint letter also sated that, and I quote, "It is unconscionable
that an American citizen traveling on a valid passport with a valid
Chinese visa was arrested, detained and charged in violation of ac-

cepted international law." And while the proposed International
U.N. World Conference on Women is vitally important and we all
recognize that. I believe it would be a mistake to hold it at this
time in Beijing, China.
The Communist government in Beijing has not only illegally imprisoned an American citizen, it has also barred the participation
in the conference of several American women organizations representing Tibetan women and American Taiwanese women. I want
to commend the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, and I know we
are going to have a representative of the commission here today to
testify, or their recent statement conditioning participation of a
U.S. delegation, conditioning it on the release of Harry Wu and assuring that the religious rights of all visitors in China will be respected.
I look forward to hearing from our witnesses today and hope that
we can work together to ind either an alternative site for the important conference or to convince China to change its mind about
their respect for human rights. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. SmiTH. The Chair yields to Mr. Payne.
Mr. PAYNE. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. Let me congratulate you on having this very important hearing. And I also
concur with the remarks of the previous speaker on this side, who
made a number of very excellent points, Mr. Lantos. I do concur
that the question of the Bush administration agreeing to the venue
and for us to be discussing 2 months from the venue that perhaps
it should be postponed, I think is a little ill-timed.
I think that the fact that I did, too, oppose MFN for China, have
supported Nancy Pelosi and others who have fought to keep that
status, and was very disturbed that MFN was delinked from
human rights as relates to our dealings with the People's Republic
of China, I also opposed the Olympics being held in China because
I think that the whole spirit of the Olympics and what it stands
for is totally different.
I support, though, the continuation of the fourth U.N. Conference
on Women being held in China. I think that, as indicated, it is kind
of late to turn things around at this time. I think that as long as
our delegates are able to express themselves and are able to speak
freely, I think then that we should certainly continue to move forward.
I have spoken to some very vocal women in my district, a lady,
Maria DiSolta Visca Rando, who has been to every one of the conferences up to now, and although she is a very strong advocate of
human rights, said that she feels that they should be able to attend
this particular conference.
I hear you mentioning now about the singling out of the handicapped in China which is really unfortunate, but we are finding
some of the similar things are happening here right in the United
States where we are seeing an attack on the Americans With Disabilities Act. We are finding there is a new spirit that we should
defund programs that assist the handicapped, that assist the elderly in this country.
We are finding there is a strong move to cut funds from areas
that protect the handicapped, and I think that we ought to fight
for the handicapped and disabled people in China, but also let's not

allow the right to start to take away a lot of the benefits that we
have seen built up over the years for handicapped and disabled
people right here in the United States. And so although I think
that we should continue to put pressure on the People's Republic
of China, we should finally get our citizen, Harry Wu, from detention, I think that the conference should go on and I would support
that at this time. Thank you.
Mr. SMiTH. Mr. Salmon.
Mr. SALMON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Thank you for your willingness to put this hearing together. I think it really shows your
commitment to human rights in that section of the world and in
the world at large. From the start it has been more than a little
strange to be planning a Conference on Women's Rights to be held
in the People's Republic of China.
After all, the People's Republic of China has a sorry record on
women's rights, or men's rights for that matter. The former Administration was wrong to concur with the China location. But two
wrongs don't make a right, and we have an opportunity right now
to assert ourselves on this vital issue.
I think the Harry Wu issue has crystallized the debate. It shows
that they have no concern and they think that we are a paper
tiger. I know that we have heard that phrase before, that we are
not willing to stand up and be counted. We can't repeat too often
the horrors that occur in PRC and the facts are these.
China has coercive population control policies that target children, both born and unborn, and target women. Through sex selection abortions, China has skewed its population so that it has statistically unnatural numbers of males at the expense of millions of
aborted females. Imagine, females are routinely aborted, specifically because they are female. That is the ultimate denial of the
rights of the women, the denial of the right to life and the crime
of being female. And of course this policy will make Chinese women
a minority in their country for decades to come.
Women are also targeted in China by being forced to undergo
abortions. As a father of four, I grieve for the mothers who have
had their children literally torn from their wombs, and I grieve for
the fathers. Imagine a nation in which a mother cannot even protect her child from harm, even while the child is still in her womb.
Women and men are also violated through forced sterilizations.
Against their wills, many Chinese have had their ability to produce
offspring surgically destroyed at the hands of their government, all
of which makes China, China's choice as a site to honor women's
rights, a cruel irony.
Yet, the United States has proceeded with the conference despite
these crimes against basic human decency, and at every turn Chinese officials have heaped scorn upon the women hoping to participate in the conference. They have denied or delayed accreditation
to groups whose policies the Chinese government opposes. Exceptional groups like Concerned Women for America, have been mistreated. And NGO's from Taiwan and Tibet have not, surprisingly,
faced roadblocks.
That is reason alone, in my view, to make China an unacceptable
location for a conference designed to promote the rights of women,

unless your goal is actually to promote some twisted notion of women's rights. Bfut the Administration has proceeded still.
Then last month, China seized American human rights crusader,
Harry Wu. Harry Wu has fought valiantly to promote the rights of
women and men of China. Now he sits in prison, a political prisoner who could face the death penalty for exposing the truth. Yet,
we remain poised to participate in a publicity stunt with the oppressive government in Beijing. We must not reward China with
our participation.
We must also as a Nation demand that any U.N. Conference on
Women reaffirm the truth stated in the U.N. Universal Declaration
of Human Rights, that motherhood is entitled to special care and
assistance. And such a conference must uphold the declaration's affirmation. The family is the natural and fundamental group unit
of society and is entitled to protection.
After all, what is the most important in life is what one does
within the walls of their home. As the President stands idly by, far
left elements within his Administration are poised to use the U.N.
Conference to attack the nuclear family. But that would be an assault on women, and it is wrong.
In fact, participating in this conference in China, particularly
while American human rights crusader, Harry Wu, is a political
prisoner would be a grave error. That is why I am pleased to join
Representative Smith in sponsoring your bill to set parameters
that must be adhered to before we participate. And I think it is finally time that we stop being a paper tiger, that we stand up for
rights, that we exercise some modicum of decency on this issue.
And I appreciate the opportunity for speaking. Thank you, Mr.
Chairman.
Mr. SMITH. Thank you very much.
I yield to Mr. Moran.
Mr. MoRAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. You know, I share with
you your concern and the panel's concern about the situation with
regard to Harry Wu. And it is not just Harry Wu, as you know.
So many people have gone before him whose rights have been
taken away. People have been abused physically and in every other
way that a dictatorial Communist government can impose its controlover people. So this is symptomatic of a greater underlying situation in China that we cannot stand idly by and accept as the
way things are.
I do think we have a responsibility to try to change it and I think
we have an opportunity to do so. In fact, while I have always voted
for MFN status for China, I will vote against it because-well,
Nancy tells me that is not the case. When I first came into the
Congress, Nancy was one of the first people I met and this was one
of the first subjects she broached with, and so I voted against it
then. But more recently, I have voted for MFN. I will not, because
of the Harry Wu situation. It is symptomatic of so many other
problems we have with China, even though I strongly support an
economic trade relationship with China. But the United States
should and I think must participate in this international women's
conference.
In fact, because of Mrs. Clinton's eloquence on the issue of women's rights, I think she is this country's ideal representative on this

issue. I also have a very, very high regard for Mrs. Albright. I wish
she was testifying today. I hope she can represent our point of view
at this conference. Because she does so, so ably, within the U.N.
structure.
Six hundred million women live in China. And they are the ones
who have the most to gain by this conference. There are few other
countries on earth where women have been as oppressed as they
have been in China, through much of its history. But the human
race is still evolving. We are in a process of evolution, political and
economic evolution, as well as social evolution, particularly evolution with regard to the role women should and were intended to
play in our society. In fact, one of the areas where we have lagged
the most seriously in this evolutionary process is with the
empowerment of women, economically, socially and politically.
Part of that process is enabling women to gain greater control
over their lives through economic and educational opportunities
and by controlling the size of their families, by controlling their
own bodies. By the same token, we need to give more protection
and importance to the role of childbirth, of nurturing, of family stability, that women should be able to choose to devote the better
part of their lives to, through rational, responsible, governmental
policies of good health care, housing, economic security.
I think those are the goals of this international women's conference, and I support those goals as I do the conference itself. And
ironically, because it is being held in China, it may, in fact, do
more to enhance this evolutionary process of which we are all a
part, than if it were held in a country like the United States or
Western Europe where these issues are not so intensely debated
and are not so critical within the lives of the people in what are
still Third World countries.
I just hope that what transpires at this conference reflects the
very highest nature of mankind, and not the transitory divisions
that oftentimes divide good people whose objectives are held in
common and, in fact, are the ultimate goal of our U.S. policy and
of world policy on this issue. So I think it is an important issue,
I think we ought to probably get on with the hearing. I am glad
you are having the hearing, but I hope that we have a balanced
perspective that is shared with us by the witnesses today. Thank
you, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Moran. And just again to advise
members, we have invited the Administration. We offered Madeleine Albright any day this week. She was preoccupied, as one
might expect, with the situation in Bosnia. So we suggested any
day next week. So our hope in this subcommittee and the Chair's
hope is to hear her, because I have a number of questions I would
like to pose to her, so I ani looking forward to her testimony.
Mr. MoRAN. That seems fair. Tlhe issue was whether we should
delay it. But that is fine.
Mr. SMITH. The Chair recognizes Ms. Ros-Lehtinen.
Ms. RoS-LEHTINEN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I congratulate
you for your continued leadership on this very crucial issue concerning the Fourth World Conference on Women in Beijing especially, but on Most Favored Nation status to China.

For many years, since I have been in Congress, I have repeatedly
voted not to grant this favored status to China. Certainly, granting
it has not heIped move that country anywhere toward any freedom
whatsoever. Thus, I think it is a shame to delink the human rights
issues from the trade and economic issues.
But I am also a proud cosponsor of your bill, Mr. Chairman, setting forth the conditions on the expenditure of funds for travel to
this conference and the bill is very clear. It says that no funds
shall be expended for travel by any U.S. official or delegate to this
conference, unless the Secretary of State certifies to Congress that
certain conditions have been met, including that the process of accrediting nongovernmental organizations has been conducted fairly,
with the opportunity to have appeals of denials; that no NGO that
has sought or seeks accreditation be denied this accreditation based
on political orientation; that accreditation has been granted to a
group from Taiwan, a group from Tibet; that China would be granting visas in a timely fashion to representatives of NGO's; that
China will give free access to the main conference site; that China
will respect internationally recognized human rights, including
freedom of religion, freedom of speech and freedom of the press;
and that China has released Harry Wu and has allowed him to return to the United States.
It also has a sense of Congress in the bill, saying that if the
United States sends a delegation to the conference, that the delegation should, in accordance with the United Nations Universal Declaration of Human Rights, protect values related to motherhood, to
family, to religion, and should oppose abortion, et cetera. I congratulate you on this resolution regarding the expenditure of public
fuds to this conference, and I hope that we can move that bill
through. Again, I congratulate you for your leadership on this
issue, Mr. Smith.
Mr. SMITH. I thank the Chair of the African subcommittee for
her kind remarks and for her leadership on women's ,ights and
human rights especially over these many years that she has been
a Member of Congress, one of the consciences of the Congress, and
I do thank you for your leadership.
The Chair is very pleased to welcome our first witness, Congresswoman Nancy Pelosi from California, who has been very active on
human rights in China, particularly as it relates to Most Favored
Nation Status and Harry Wu.
Mr. LANTOs. Mr. Chairman.
Mr. SMITH. Yes.

Mr. LANTos. May I be permitted to make a statement before
Mrs. Pelosi begins?
Mr. SMITH. Sure, be happy to yield.
Mr. LANTos. I have the privilege and pleasure of sharing representation of San Francisco with Congresswoman Pelosi, and I
want to state for the record that there is no more courageous, effective, indispensable fighter for human rights on all issues than Congresswoman Pelosi. She has dedicated her distinguished congressional service to preserving and enhancing the arena of human
rights, and all of us on this side are immensely proud of her efforts
and her leadership on this issue. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Ms. PELOSI. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. Thank you,
Mr. Lantos, for your very generous remarks. May I say that it is
a privilege to share the representation of San Francisco with you.
I accept your compliment on the priority that I have given to the
fight for human rights throughout the world, and in this case particularly in China.
And may I say that any courage I have demonstrated is strictly
involuntary. But as Harry Wu will be first to tell you, to be a
champion of human rights does take a great deal of courage. And
that is why I am so pleased his name was mentioned here today.
Harry Wu is from our area. Mr. Lantos and I, as well as Congresswoman Eshoo, who represents Stanford University, and Mr.
Pete Stark, who represents Milpitas, where Mr. Wu lives with his
wife, all are so very proud of Harry Wu and all very concerned
about his welfare and, indeed, his release.
Mr. Chairman, Mr. Lantos, distinguished members of the committee, I am pleased to report that this Sunday we had a demonstration in San Francisco in support of Harry, which was very
successful, very well-covered by the media, and in addition to the
fact that his family-in his home town of Milpitas on the Fourth
of July, celebrated the Fourth of July by having a yellow ribbon
day for Harry Wu, an all-American hero.
He is, as you know, a distinguished scholar at the Hoover Institution at Stanford University. He is an American citizen. His welfare is very important to all of us, and I think we can stipulate that
we want anything that we do, any actions that we take in this Congress legislatively or otherwise, to be in furtherance of his release.
But that has to be in keeping with Harry's fight. I believe the Chinese have taken Harry hostage.
They want to set terms now for his release that even Harry
would not want. So that is separate from the reason that I am here
to testify, but certainly because he has been mentioned so many
times, nothing that we do about China in this Congress until he
is released can be separated from the fact Lhat he has been arrested for telling the truth about human rights and slave labor
camps in China.
Mr. Chairman, I want to thank you for allowing me to appear
here today to discuss the upcoming Fourth World Conference on
Women in Beijing. I have Iong valued our working relationship together, and indeed with all of the members of this committee and
now Mr. Salmon joins us in bringing his particular expertise on
China, indeed his knowledge of the Chinese language, which hopefully will hold us all in good stead.
I think that we can stipulate that we all respect each other as
supporters and advocates for human rights throughout the world,
and a great deal of the focus we have had working together has
been on China. I think we can all stipulate that Beijing is a very
bad place to have been chosen to have this women's conference. I
think you could have knocked us over with a feather, some of the
women, that they gathered in the room to tell us that the conference was going to be in Beijing, the weekend after The New
York Times had the big expos about female infanticide in China.
I think we can also stipulate that China's human rights record
is abominable. But the fact is, the conference will be held in

Beijing, despite efforts that we have tried to make to change the
venue. I wanted to just say that some of the atrocities that go on
in China do relate to women. And, Mr. Smith, Mr. Chairman, you
have been a very important advocate to reveal some of these atrocities in terms of female infanticide, forced abortion, sex selection
abortions, et cetera. And that makes a mockery of having an international conference on the status of women in eijing.
Yet once again, Beijing was chosen, despite our objections. Since
it is going to be held there, I believe that a U.S. presence is warranted. And I will tell you why. Throughout the past months, I
have been actively involved with members of the Congressional
Caucus on Women's Issues. I do not come here and speak for the
caucus. I am speaking as an advocate for human rights in China,
a person who has worked on this issue for a long time. But I have
been actively involved with the Women's Caucus on this issue. And
we have had Ambassador Albright visit with us and representatives of the Administration on a number of occasions to respond to
our concerns about accreditation, the venue for the NGO conference, freedom of expression while in China, the list goes on, in
fact, mentioned by the distinguished members of the committee
and you, Mr. Chairman, this morning.
I cochair the International Task Force in the Women's Caucus
with Jan Meyers. We have been working together to see if it is appropriate for us to have a delegation of women members, and if,
indeed, some of the concerns that we had were being addressed by
the Administration. And I am here to say to you as an individual
that the Administration has been very responsive to our concerns.
In fact, they weren't only responsive, they had been taking initiatives. But we were pleased to receive the confirmation that actions
were being taken to make sure that all otherwise qualified nongovernmental organizations would be able to attend the conference,
that every effort was made to make sure there was an appropriate
venue.
I am still not satisfied that the venue is good enough and is not
an obstacle to participation, but certainly it is better than what
some of the possibilities were. I do not believe that representatives
from Tibet and Taiwan will be given the access in Beijing that they
would have been given had this conference been held in any other
country of the world. These are qualified NGO's who should be represented there, and I hope that they will be.
But recognizing China's attitude, and I think arrogance in this
case, I can say clearly, it may be that many of those organizations
will not be there. But the Administration, the Clinton administration and Ambassador Albright, fought very hard, and Secretary
Wirth as well, as well as the other Administration representatives,
fought very hard to get the most that we could from that. And,
therefore, I believe that, because of the issues that are being discussed at the conference, because of the progress that was made,
because of the Administration's intervention, to add to the satisfaction of many of us who started out very, very tough on the Administration in terms of sending a delegation to the conference, I believe that from their standpoint, U.S. participation is warranted.
I don't think that this conference should go on without us, frankly. As our colleagues have mentioned, this is a very important con-

ference for women. And I think it would be in some ways a victory
for the Chinese hard-liners if we weren't present. I think the American delegation, wherever it goes, brings the bright light of democracy and free expression that cannot be ignore. AndIthink that
that is worth balancing other concerns that we have.
As far as what that delegation should be, I believe that it should
be appropriate. And that means, and I beg to differ with our distinguished colleae from Virginia, that IO not believe it is appropriate for the First Lady to lead the delegation to Beijing.
If Harry Wu were never arrested, I still don't think the First
Lady should be leading the delegation in light of all of the issues
that the gentlemen and gentlelady from F orida have expressed
about humwi rights in China, about, in the past few months, the
recent arrest of dissidents and rearrest of leading dissidents in
China.
I think, in light of the fact that even people that we don't know
have been arrested for a Iong time and there hasn't been a reversal
of the Tiananmen Square judgment, that these people would be imprisoned. So I have thought from the start that it would be inappropriate for the First Lady to give face to the Chinese regime by
showing up there.
The position,; of First Lady is a very special one in the hearts and
minds of the American people. That position has been enhanced
and indeed Mrs. Clinton has given a luster to it in her service as
First Lady. I would hate to see that prestige squandered in giving
prestige to the Chinese regime.
So I came to that conclusion long before Harry Wu was arrested.
I also believe Lhat even if Harry Wu is freed, we should still have
a delegation that is not of the highest level. We do not reward an
arrest, indeed, a taking of hostage, by when the ransom is paid,
sending a high level delegation.
I think, however, that Ambassador Albright, in her position as
ambassador to the United Nations from the United States, is the
appropriate person to attend and lead our delegation. It is the work
she does. It is the forum in which she represents us. And I think
that the issues that were mentioned here today are very well
served by her participation and her leading the delegation.
In the Women's Caucus, we are talking now about whether any
women Members of Congress should go, and there are some who
are interested and we have these same-it is all a balance. Do we
want to enhance it with the presence of women Members of Congress, and we believe that we have something to offer in our official
capacity, or do we want to stay home?
I come down on the side of those that think it is important for
us to be there, those who are committed to these issues, and indeed, Mr. Chairman, I think it is important that you be there. And
I hope that after you hear the testimony and the rest, and I have
the highest regard for the witnesses that you have, I hope you will
expand that universe as well, but I hope that you will conclude
that if this event is taking place anyway, that it should take place
with your presence. And I hope that we could be a part of a delegation, or I think it is more important that you are there than I, that
you will be participating with some of the women Members of Congress and other men who wish to go.

We have yielded on so many scores to the Chinese that I would
hate to see us yield again and have the First Lady be there. On
the other hand, I would hate to see the women's concerns be the
only place that we did not yield and therefore have this important
conference whe'e serious issues of substance are being discussed.
I disagree with the gentleman from New Jersey, the Chairman
of the committee, on many of the issues of substance, and that is
the beauty of our democracy, that we can. And I think it would be
a very wholesome endeavor for us tv participate in that conference
and have our disagreements, but there are so many areas of agreement, especially your leadership in child survival and all the other
issues that relate to the well-being of children throughout the
world, in which you are a champion in this Congress and in this
country. So I think your presence there is important. I know you
know that they are addressing health and education and economic
needs and poverty and literacy rates and mortality rates and the
list goes on and on and I don't have to go into it in any detail because these are issues which you are most familiar with. But I do
think that there is a chance that this could work, that this conference could have a beneficial effect on freedom of expression in
China. And if it does, all the better. And if it does not, if it demonstrates to the world how really abominable human rights are in
China, that in spite of themselves they couldn't behave in front of
guests, then our issue will be clearer and the bright light of freedom and the media will be shed on China, enhancing our arguments for why the world should condition its relationships on the
respect that the Chinese authorities pay to the people who live
there.
,'\nd so with that, I would like to say just in closing, talk about
Harry Wu for 1 second. To the women who are going to the conIvrence, with or without an official delegation, and I think it is in
te interest of safety for the women who are going, it is important
to have an official delegation there. Please take heed of the precautions that the State Department has promulgated. It is a very
different atmosphere. And if they said if you are carrying a Bible
or gathering in small groups or criticizing anything that the government does, you may be arrested, you may.
I speak with some authority on this subject, but I ran faster than
the people in back of me, so I don't speak with complete authority
on the subject. But it is important. And Harry Wu was arrested.
Not for stealing State secrets or anything else or for breaking China's law but for speaking the truth.
The ehinese, a police State, will always say that whatever you
say that they don't agree with is a State secret. They can determine what the law is on the spot and the verdict, too. So this is
not-this is not frivolous, when the State Department presents
these precautions. And I hope that those attending will take heed.
In any event, I hope that our friend Harry Wu, whom we pray
for every day and are very, very concerned about, and many of us
have been praying for him the whole time he was there, I hope that
he will be freed ong before this conference. But I will end as I
began in saying if Harry Wu were never taken and detained, the
First Lady should never go to this conference in the first place. And
that even if he is released, that doesn't change that dynamic.

But I do think that the committee will 'consider the appropriate
representation to be Madeleine Albright, as well as perhaps some
representation from Congress, representing our different points of
view on the substance that will be discussed there. And with that,
Mr. Chairman, once again, I salute you for all that you have done
on human rights.
It has been one of the privileges of my service in Congress to
work on an issue that enjoys such bipartisan cooperation and I
commend you for your leadership on that and to my colleague, Mr.
Lantos. Thank you for your successful advocacy for human rights
in China. You seem to be the one with the resolutions that win, so
keep up the good work. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
[The prepared statement of Ms. Pelosi appears in the appendix.]
Mr. SMiTH. I want to thank the gentlelady for her comments and

for being here and for her very brave fight on behalf of Harry Wu
and joined by Congressman Frank Wolf, who is a co-laborer in that
very, very important work.
Let me just make a couple of points. I think you hit the nail right
on the head, Congesswoman Pelosi, when you said going does
make a mockery. You know, I think that is the exact word. You
know, I made the statement a moment ago and I will repeat it,
going to Beijing irl 1995 is analogous to going to Hitler's Germany
in 1939.
We are dealing with a regime that has gotten demonstrably
worse in the last couple years. It was already bad, we know that,
but it has gotten worse in a myriad of areas including religious
freedom, the Li Peng declarations of last January the attempt to
snuff out the house church movement, to completely dismantle the
Catholic church, not the official, but the underground Catholic
Church; the obfuscation of the whole gulag labor issue which continues to be-I mean you and I both know, the MOU with the U.S.
Government isMs. PELOsi. It is a joke.
Mr. SMrrH. Is a joke. So we know that gulag labor continues

unabated and it is probably on the rise. And of course, the exploitation of women by way of forced abortion.
I would like to read, very briefly, and then ask a question. I got
a letter handed to me, hand delivered to me by a person 2 days
ago. The person carried this letter from a woman in China. And
this is just excerpts.
"I have been hesitating to write you until today. At the end of
May I heard a report on VOA about your concern over China's
cruet policy of forced abortions." The letter is addressed to me. "As
a Chinese woman who has just been forced to have an abortion at
that time, I really agree with you. What is a real woman without
the personal right to have one more child, especially when she was
expecting a baby and is obliged to kill it, no matter how unwilling?"
"Considering human rights in China, we suffer more than any
other country. If we don't have the right even to give birth to a
baby, what is the use of any other rights? Please don't mention my
name in public, since I could be severely punished. I wish your career is always smooth."
And this is a letter from a woman who has been forcibly aborted.
She is one of millions in the People's Republic of China. Think all

Members should know that the host of the Chinese delegation, the
person that our delegation and other delegations will be clinking
glasses and toasting and having very cordial conversations with, is
the Chairwoman, the woman who ran the People's Republic of China's forced abortion program. I saw-and this is one of my concerns
and this will be my question.
I was in Cairo for about a week during the Conference on Population. I was appalled at how the Chinese delegation, at a Population Control Conference run by the United Nations, had carte
blanche. Peng Peiyun walked around as if she was a human rights
advocate and she currently is the leader of the coercive Population
Control Program in China.
Every delegation, while it may pay lip service or may have paid
lip service to coercion in the abstract, refused to mention China
specifically. And my question to you, if our delegation does go, do
you admonish them, do ou encourage them to be country-specific?
Because again, at U.N. fora in the past, everyone is nice, everyone
talks around issues, talks in the abstract about freedom and rights
and this and that, and yet when it gets down to saying who is violating on a massive scale, in this case the People's Republic of
China, do you believe Madeleine Albright and our leaders, if they
do go, should raise this in the strongest possible terms right in
Beijing?
Ms. PELOSi. Yes, Mr. Chairman, I do. And I also wanted to, if
I may, just respond to something else that you said there. I think
we should-I think there shouldn't be any clinging of glasses, by
the way. I think that this is a meeting about substance. The justification for going is the substance.
Certainly women from all over the world will network, but I don't
think it should be the occasion for any celebration with the Chinese
regime that they were able to coax a high level delegation.
I want to make another point, because I think that you hit right
on to a very crucial issue. Why are we here in the first place? How
did China get this conference? Some will tell you that it was that
region of the world's turn, so it had to be in the Pacific. But they
will say nobody else wanted it so it went to China. And that is not
necessarily so.
But every aspect of the U.N.'s activities, whether it was the 50th
anniversary in San Francisco, which I was proud to participate
with Mr. Lantos, or whether it was the vote in Geneva on human
rights, or whether it was the meeting you reference in Cairo, or
whether it is this hosting of the women's conference in Beijing,
there is an economic intimidation that China exercises.
How do you think we lost the vote on sending a rapporteur to
China to look into the human rights? Do you think that that was
a vote on human rights? The Chinese work those countries over
and over, and as much as they like to say you shouldn't mix economics and politics, you shouldn't mix trade and human rights,
MFN, they do it every single day in every vote.
In San Francisco, there was a forum which was lovely. Many of
the Nobel laureates for human rights were there. In the interest
of time, I won't name them all. And then they did a presentation
of Nobel laureates who weren't there. And then they had a report

listing Nobel laureates for human rights. And not one place was
His Holiness, the Dalai Lama mentioned. I wonder why.
And in the book which was supposed to be the book for the occasion, the Chinese insisted that His Holiness' remarks be expunged
from the text. So they do this all the time. They run-they, by dint
of size and maybe veto power and economics, the ability to go shopping every time there is a problem, they will go shopping in some
of these countries, the United Nations, I think, is-I don't want to
say discredited, but certainly has some questions to answer about
how decisions are made and why China can throw its weight
around so often.
So if another country wants to bid for the Beijing Conference,
they have done their shopping already. And in closing, I will say
I think it is a disaster that the Chinese came so close to the Olympics. Yes, on the basis of human rights, but also on the additionin relationship to the facilities for holding the Olympics. They were
completely inferior, and they came one vote away from getting it
because of this issue that I think you touched on. They throw their
weight around at the United Nations and they get what they want.
Mr. SMITH. I believe the gentlelady makes an excellent case why
we need a change of venue. They are using their economic might,
coercion, if you will, to get these other nations to cower and to back
off. And I do think, you know, the Chinese propaganda machine for
the average Chinese, this would be the greatest thing that has ever
happened.
I would remind Members, that we did not go to the Moscow
Human Rights Conference because of the invasion of Afghanistan
and egregious human rights abuses that continued in the U.S.S.R.
in 1980. Thus, by us not going and insisting on a change of venue,
the enormous loss of face for the Chinese Government I think
would send a clear message to every dissident that we mean business. We need boldness when it comes to human rights and again
even when it is inconvenient. I yield to the gentleman from California.
Mr. LANTOS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
First of all, I want to commend my friend and colleague for a
powerful and eloquent statement, and I fully associate myself with
her views. I have an observation and I would like to raise a question of Mrs. Pelosi.
Symbolism is very important. Denying the right to China to hold
the Olympics in the year 2000 was important. Giving the right to
Taiwan's distinguished President to visit his alma mater was important. But clearly, what is most important to the Chinese is to
continue to enjoy a trade surplus of over $30 billion with the United States. That is really their fundamental concern.
It is my judgment, and I would like to ask my colleague to respond to this, in addition to another question, isn't it the ultimate
hypocrisy for some people to proclaim their commitment to human
rights by voting against U.S. participation at this women's conference in Beijing, while voting to continue the granting of Most
Favored Nation treatment to China, which provides the economic
resources for this despicable regime to engage in human rights violations?
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It seems to me that this hypocrisy is so thick you could cut it
with a knife. It is reasonable to argue that we should go because
it is in our human rights interest to make our case and we should
deny trade privileges to China. But the reverse, it seems to me, is
so fundamentally hypocritical as to boggle the mind.
The second question I would like to ask my colleague to respond
to what the Chinese Government really would like to see the U.S.
Government do with respect to presence at this conference. I am
convinced that there is nothing the Chinese Communist regime
would love more than no official U.S. participation. Because there
is no doubt in my mind that if people like Madeleine Albright and
you and Connie Morella and other distinguished women who are in
public office are in China, you would be able to focus attention on
the full spectrum of outrages and the Chinese Government would
love to see nothing more than Madeleine Albright and Nancy Pelosi
and Connie Morella and others absenting them from this enormous
opportunity.
They will not be able to arrest you on Tiananmen Square because the scandal that that would create would far exceed the scandal of Harry Wu's arrest. I understand earlier episodes and I am
fully familiar with earlier episodes, but I think it is self-evident
that if the Chinese Communist regime would like to see this conference unfold with the minimum of controversy and disturbance,
their most fervent hope would be to see the U.S. official delegation
stay away, official delegations from democratic countries in Western Europe, Australia, New Zealand, elsewhere come, and the
whole world's women representatives, with the exception of the
United States, participate at the Beijing Conference.
I am suggesting, therefore, and I would be grateful for your view,
that my colleagues like Mr. Smith and the others who are cosponsoring this legislation, with the best of intentions, are playing directly and naively into the hands of the Chinese Communist regime. There is nothing they wish more fervently than to have eloquent and powerful spokespersons like Madeleine Albright be 5,000
miles away, rather than at the very heart of the Beijing Conference.
Ms. RoS-LEHTINEN. If the gentleman will yield a second
Mr. LANTOS. I will be happy to yield.
Ms. Ros-LEHTNEN [continuing]. Since I am one of those sponsors. I think my record, unlike so many other eloquent speakers on
this issue of China, is very clear. I have always voted against
granting MFN status to China. I wish other eloquent speakers
would have as clear a record as I have on this issue consistently.
Mr. GILMAN [presiding]. Since there are several votes on the
floor, we will try to be brief.
Ms. PELOsI. I will be brief. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Firrt of all, I agree with the gentlelady, her record is clear on her
advocacy for human rights throughout the world and in this case,
China. As far as your question is concerned, I do, without associating myself with your characterization of the attempt as naive, because I don't think it is. I think it is bringing pressure and I think
that is appropriate what our colleagues are trying to do with their
legislation, but I do agree with you completely that the Chinese
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Government is looking right now for any scapegoat that they can
find for their own failure in terms of this conference.
So they would love for us not to come and then they could say
to the women of the world, we wanted to enhance your efforts, but
they didn't. Now, you know that is not what the case is. But that
is how they would characterize it. And it would give them, not that
they have need of justification to misrepresent, but it would give
them the justification to misrepresent.
As far as your first question is concerned, while I think it would
be very hypocritical for someone to vote to not send the delegation
to Beijing, but vote for MFN for China, I don't see anybody on this
panel who would fall into that category. But I will say this, that
fig leaves of this kind, where people will hide behind some rhetorical or hortatory measure, whether it is advocacy for human rights
as opposed to revoking MFN, is normal and customary in the ongress of the United States.
And so while I think it is wrong and I think it gives people a
way out and they will say, well, I voted against you where it really
counted, but my heart's in the right place so I voted for this other
thing over here, this other resolution over here, in the interest of
human rights, Mr. Chairman, as you know in your leadership as
Chair with Mr. Porter of the Human Rights Caucus, that happens
around here all the time. That doesn't make it right, and it is hypocritical.
And I would just like to say in closing, because I know we have
a vote, Mr. Smith mentioned Mr. Wolf. He is the closest friend
Harry Wu has in the Congress. He is the relentless advocate for
human rights in China. It is his issue, prison labor exports to the
United States, that is Harry Wu's main issue. And it is because the
people in the United States, many of whom fit the description you
made, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Lantos, wish to ignore the fact that products made by slave labor are constantly being exported to the United States, in violation of U.S. law, it is because there is this looking
the other way on that issue that Harry is now in prison because
he has taken extraordinary -efforts to make it something that no
one can ignore.
Slave labor in China exists, nearly 2,000 gulags that Harry has
identified where people are arrested for many reasons, including
their political and religious beliefs, as well as the fact that their organs are transplanted involuntarily, obviously. So this atrocity is
Harry's message, and that is why Harry is arrested. And Frank
Wolf is the unmatched, unsurpassed leader in the Congress on that
issue.
Mr. GILMAN. Congresswoman Pelosi, we thank you for your testimony today and we give you a great deal of credit for your continual fight.You mentioned your regret that women from Tibet and
Taiwan were not granted access to the conference.
Well, I would like my colleagues to note that these women are
Americans of Tibet origin and Taiwanese origin. So in addition to
illegally holding an American citizen, Harry Wu, the government of
Beijing has also rejected participation of American citizens in an
international conference.
Accordingly, if there is another factor to consider before we rush
off, we should consider this. Now, I understand there will be an
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NGO conference in Australia. Why not just expand that? They tell
me the Chinese don't have sufficient accommodations now to take
care of this conference. Since there are so many human rights issues prevailing, why not give serious consideration to going to the
NGO conversation in Australia, expanding that and making that
the international conference?
Ms. PELOS1. Well, I agree with you and I have supported that position from day one. I am just saying, if it is held in Beijing, I think
a U.S. presence is important and warranted. I think that we should
exhaust every avenue, every remedy that we have to insist that
qualified women's groups representing the concerns of women in
Taiwan and Tibet should be accredited. And I don't think that fight
is over et.
The Chinese have added obstacles there which -tre unfortunate,
and as I said before, any NGO that would be received in another
country should be received in China. That makes the conference legitimate. But I think-I think I have to run to vote.
Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, once again, for your leadership on human rights issues. I hope that you will choose to go
to China and that we can have a delegation that will make its
mark there.
Mr. SMrrH [presiding]. Thank you, Mrs. Pelosi. We appreciate
your testimony very much.
I would like to ask the first panel if they would come to the witness table. First, we have got Nina Shea, who has been an international lawyer for 15 years, now Director of the Puebla Institute,
an international human rights group that defends religious freedom.
She is coauthor of Human Rights Report on El Salvador, published by Random House in 1993. This past May, she organized a
hearing on how American businesses can support human rights in
China. It was at this conference that Harry Wu made his last public appearance prior to his arrest in the People's Republic of China.
Louisa Coan serves as China coordinator for Amnesty International. She graduated magna cum laude from Cornell in Asia
studies in 1987 and did graduate work at Johns Hopkins Neijiang
University in Neijiang, China. Ms. Coan witnessed pro-democracy
demonstrations in Tiananmen Square and has been active with
Amnesty International on behalf of human rights in China ever
since.
And finally, Carl Anderson, a member of the United States Commission on Civil Rights, holds a B.A. from Seattle University and
a law degree from the University of Denver. In 1990 he was appointed to a sixth term-six-year term, I should say, on the U.S.
Commission on Human Rights. It is in that capacity that he appears here today.
Nina, if you could begin the testimony.
STATEMENT OF NINA SHEA, PRESIDENT, PUEBLA INSTITUTE
Ms. SHEA. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The Puebla Institute has
defended human rights and religious freedom in China since 1989.
I first wish to state clearly the position of the Puebla Institute regarding the U.N. Beijing Women's Conference.
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Puebla urges the U.S. Government to completely withdraw from
participating at the U.N. Fourth World Conference on Women to be
held in Beijing in September, 1995, unless Harry Wu is freed and
allowed to return home. And please note we are not advocating a
boycott by NGO's, women's groups or congressional delegations.
There are three main reasons for ourposition. First, Harry Wu
is a U.S. citizen. He is one of us. This distin ishes him from all
the untold numbers of political prisoners in China. He resides and
works in California, where he is a scholar at the Hoover Institution
at Stanford University.
Mr. Wu carried a valid U.S. passport and entry visa into China.
In every U.S. passport, it is written: "The Secretary of State of the
United States of America hereby requests all whom it may concern
to permit the citizen national of the United States named herein
to pass without delay or hindrance and in case of need to give all
lawful aid and protection."
This is, in essence, a contract of responsibility between the United States and the passport bearer. The United States has a responsibility to see that Harry Wu's fundamental rights are observed.
Second, Harry Wu is a human rights defender. He survived 19
years in the laogai. He is now being charged with espionage and
faces a possible death sentence. But Mr. Wu is not only a human
rights victim. He is a human rights defender of the stature of
Andrei Sakharov, Vaclav Havel, Anatoly Shcharansky and Nelson
Mandela. Mr. Wu is a bold critic of the repressive human rights
policies of Beijing and the Chinese fear nothing more than the
truth he witnesses.
I do not need to reiterate the seminal work Mr. Wu did in exposing to the world the atrocities of the Chinese laogai. This committee, above all, knows of Mr. Wu's courageous efforts. He risked everything to give relentless voice to others who are victimized into
silence. He knew the risks that were involved in his work, and he
felt morally compelled to assume them.
In returning to China this June, he was no fool, he was a hero.
International law recognizes the importance of human rights defenders like Mr. Wu and accords them special protections. The U.N.
Human Rights Commission has a separate agenda item under
which the world community studies and develops protections for
human rights defenders.
The 1993 Vienna Declaration of the World Conference on Human
Rights also pays tribute to human rights defenders and calls for
their special protection. As the world's leading democracy, we are
morally bound to press for Mr. Wu's freedom.
Third, it would be wrong to confer human rights prestige on
China at a time when our own citizen is stripped of all human
rights. The Beijing Women's Conference, like the Vienna Conference on Human Rights, which I attended and know about, will
be a celebration, a veritable festival of rights, and will result in a
"Beijing Declaration". Forever more, Beijing will be associated in
international law as the place where human rights were advanced.
It will be impossible for the United States to separate China
from this conference. The Chinese will be the hosts of the conference and will be giving the opening welcome. As hosts, they will
be thanked in turn by each of the official delegations. It will be an

event that will confer great prestige and legitimacy on the Chinese
regime. It will signal that the international human rights communit has conferred membership within its ranks to the government
of China, a privilege that was denied them by the Olympic Site Selection Committee in 1993.
Harry Wu's arrest, detention and possible death sentence forces
the United States into a confrontation over human rights. China's
treatment from beginning to end against Wu is a deliberate act of
provocation against the United States. Because of who Wu is and
what he dedicates his life to, China's treatment of Wu shows contempt for U.S. human rights standards.
China's capricious legal and penal systems, its total lack of the
rule of law, are now directly affecting the United States, for one of
its own citizens has been taken a political prisoner. This is the
wrong time for the United States by its presence to pay tribute to
China as an honored member of the international human rights
community.
The United States is to be represented in Beijing by the First
Lady, two Cabinet members and an Under Secretary of State, one
of the most prestigious delegations assembled by the United States
for any U.N. world conference in recent years. Even without the
First Lady, this remains a very distinguished delegation.
To remove only Mrs. Clinton from the delegation in protest of
Mr. Wu's arrest would be a trivial gesture. No official delegate of
any rank should be placed in the position of toasting China over
human rights or celebrating the development of human rights
standards while guests of the Chinese at this time.
Pragmatically speaking, withdrawal of official U.S. participation
from the Beijing Women's Conference is one of the few points of
pressure that can be applied by the United States taking principled
rights-principled positions on human rights can be inconvenient.
Human rights advocates, including the Puebla Institute, have advocated that athletes boycott contests and business executives forgo
profits and deals in countries that, seriously abuse human rights.
Though much has been invested in preparing for this conference
by the United States and NGO's and others, we should now be prepared to give up official U.S. participation in the women's conference unless Mr. Wu is freed or the conference is moved. Without
active U.S. participation, the Beijing Conference will suffer. Let
history record why.
In conclusion, I urge the Congress to pass legislation banning official U.S. participation in the U.N. Women's Conference until
Harry Wu is released. U.S. participation while Mr. Wu remains a
political prisoner would be nothing less than coddling a dictator.
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
[The prepared statement of Ms. Shea appears in the appendix.]
Mr. SMITH. Thank you very much, Ms. Shea. Mr. Anderson.
STATEMENT OF CARL A. ANDERSON, COMMISSIONER,
COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS
Mr. ANDERSON. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, for
vitation to testify before the committee this morning. I do
on behalf of the Commission, but on behalf of the statement
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mously adopted by all eight members of the commission at its
meeting last Friday.
I am here in my capacity as an individual commissioner who was
the sponsor of that statement. It is entitled, "Statement of the U.S.
Commission on Civil Rights on the U.N. World Conference on
Women in Beijing, China, and it reads as follows:
"According to the State Department, the Chinese Government may restrict the
right of Americans and other foreign nationals to religious expression and the free
exercise of religion during the UK. World Conference on Women scheduled to take
place in Beijing in September. We believe that our government should not agree to
send a delegation whose participation is conditioned on the relinquishment or attenuation of the right to religious freedom, including religious expression or the
right not to be discriminated against based on religion or any other status included
in this commission's statutory mandate.
"In addition, the Chinese Government has arrested an American citizen, Mr.
Harry Wu, apparently because of his laudable record in the field of civil rights for
Chinese nationals and Chinese Americans. Since June 19th, he has been detained
apparently without benefit of counsel. We believe Mr. Wu's rights to due process of
law and in the administration of justice have been grossly violated and he should
.
be released immediately
"The participation ohe U.S. delegation in the Beig Conference should be conditional on the release of Mr. Wu and on credible assurance that the religious rights
of Americans in China will be respected. If the government of China rejects these
conditions, we urge the Administration to withdraw its delegation and we urge Congress to cancel funding for American participation in the conference."

Mr. Chairman, I believe this to be a defining moment for our
government in the cause of civil rights and human rights. In my
opinion, the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights took this virtually
unprecedented action to protest the treatment of an American citizen held by another government and of that government's perceived potential threat to the civil rights of other American citizens, because as I stated at the time of the statement's adoption,
we cannot as a nation become entangled in such gross violations
of human rights as are now occurring in China without it having
serious implications for civil rights within the United States.
How is it possible for the government of the United States to participate in a world conference ostensibly devoted in large measure
to civil rights, when a condition for our participation is the relinquishment of the civil rights of the members of our own delegation
and their acquiescence to a gross denial of fundamental civil rights
to another American citizen.
I believe that as officials charged with ensuring the equal protection of the laws and the administration of justice, we cannot pay
that price even if that price is the civil rights of only one American
citizen.
In 1992, the Commission on Civil Rights issued a report on civil
rights issues facing Asian Americans in the 1990's, which found in
part that many Asian Americans suffer from false stereotypes. It
is especially important that our government proceed in a manner
which will not promote even indirectly such stereotypes.
America must show as much resolve to secure the release of
Harry Wu as it did to rescue Captain Scott O'Grady. Moreover, in
my opinion it is particularly important that such resolve be demonstrated in a case where the American at issue is an American
by choice, that is a naturalized American citizen.
Mr. Chairman, let me conclude by thanking you for holding these
hearings at this particular time.

Mr. SALMON [presiding]. Thank you, Mr. Coan. I am sorry, thank
you, Mr. Anderson. We will go ahead and move on to Louisa Coan
now.
STATEMENT OF LOUISA COAN, CHINA COUNTRY
COORDINATOR, AMNESTY INTERNATIONAL
Ms. CoAN.Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for the opportunity to testify today about human rights in China. Because this testimony is
being given in the context of a debate about whether the United
States should go to the U.N. World Conference on Women, it is relevant to state that Amnesty International does not take a position
on -whether the conference should be held in Beijing, or whether
the United States should boycott the conference.
Amnesty International does wish to go on the record to reaffirm
its support for the conference. As our board Chair, Mary Gray, said
recently, the U.N. Conference on Women is an important event in
its own right. It is not a Chinese conference, it is a world conference addressing a most important issue.
This will be a venue at which key standards for the protection
of women's human rights must be upheld. Many governments are
attempting to challenge the universality and indivisibility of
human rights. There is a challenge to the principle that women's
human rights are an inseparable part of human rights as a whole.
State-sponsored violence against women and many other grievous issues do require further commitments from the governments
who will be attending this conference. Therefore, the conference
will be a vital forum for Amnesty International and other groups
to uphold and strengthen international standards for the protection
of human rights. Therefore, we are going to the conference, urging
all governments to make commitments to address these issues.
With your consent, Mr. Chairman, we would like to submit for
the record with this testimony a document entitled, "Equality by
the Year 2000," Amnesty International's recommendations for the
platform for action.
Mr. SALMON. Thank you. Do you have further comments?
Ms. COAN. If I have permission, I would like to submit that.
Mr. SALMON. Without objection, so ordered.
[The material submitted for the record appears in the appendix.]
Ms. COAN. For the human rights situation in China, we have a
dismal record before us. There are thousands of political prisoners
who remain in detention after unfair trials, including many political prisoners of conscience.
The police continue to use various forms of preventive administrative detention. The most notorious of which are the famous reeducation through labor camps. Dissidents and other political opponents of the government are sentenced to hard labor by government committees without trial.
We fear and we are quite concerned that this is a deliberate policy to stifle and silence outspoken and even potential critics. Free
exercise of religion, a value heralded around the world, is brutally
trampled in China. Police raids on independent religious gatherings have continued. Scores of Protestants and Catholics have been
detained or placed under restriction, including 30 to 40 Roman
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Catholics arrested just in April of this year during Easter celebrations.
Repression of dissent has increased in Tibet during the past
year. At the end of 1994, at least 628 political prisoners are recorded to be held in Tibet, most of them Tibetan Buddhist monks
and nuns detained solely for their peaceful investigation of their
vievs on the independence of Tibet.
Trials continue to fall far short of international fair trial standards, with extreme limitations being placed on the right to even
mount a defense and verdicts in political cases are often usually decided before the trial. There was a particular concern with the ability of people charged with this charge of stealing State secrets, to
get--the abili of those people to get a fair trial.
Journalist ao Yu, arrested in Beijing, received a 6-year sentence. Journalist Xi Yang, working for a Hong Kong paper, received
a 12-year sentence under a charge that covers many documents
and information not considered to be essential to a State's security
in other countries, and yet receive unfair trials and long sentences
in China. This, of course, is the same legislation under which
Harry Wu is now charged.
In addition, the Chinese Government's policy of compulsory birth
control results in serious human rights violations affecting women
in particular. Amnesty has confirmed cases of forced abortions and
forced sterilization. Women have been detained in storerooms or offices sometimes for days or even weeks, until they agree to have
an abortion.
We even have reports of pregnant women being rounded up in
the middle of the night by local militia and family planning officials
and taken in trucks to have abortions or to be sterilized. Sexualabuse and rape by government agents in detention centers is a serious problem.
Women in detention have also been beaten with electric batons,
subjected to electric shocks on the breast thighs and sexual organs,
and in some cases dogs have been unleashed on naked women.
Women have also been severely beaten by prison guards for failing
to complete forced labor quotas.
We are concerned that U.S. policy toward China is one of confusion and weakness. Only three of the eleven steps President Clinton promised to undertake as a substitute for the previous policy
of linking human rights with MFN status have been implemented,
and then only partially.
Furthermore, the Administration has recently lifted at least one
of the sanctions banning export of military technology to China
that was imposed following the 1989 Tiananmen massacre. The
sanction was imposed as part of a U.S. concern about human rights
and its lifting was conditioned on progress in human rights, in the
human rights situation on the ground.
Given the deterioration of the human rights situation, we are
concerned that this lifting of the ban sends a mixed signal at this
time. It is imperative that the Administration construct a clear and
coherent human rights olicy where actions follow words.
The failure to do so goes send a powerful message to the international community about the seriousness of U.S. human rights
policy. We will undermine our ability to be credible when we say
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to the Chinese Government, human rights is not simply a tool we
are using to keep you weak, as the Chinese Government asserts we
are doing, and in fact reflects an underlying commitment to a universal principle of human rights. And indeed, this inconsistency in
our policy does undermine our ability to be credible in human
rights policy in our relations with many countries around the
world. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
[The prepared statement of Ms. Coan appears in the appendix.]
Mr. SMITH [presiding]. I thank you, Ms. Coan. And I would like
to ask a couple questions of our panel.
I wonder if you could address what you think the similarities and
differences between holding a human rights conference in, say, in
Beijing, or a place like Iraq or South Africa 10 years ago, or a
human rights conference like we did not go to in Moscow n 1980.
Ms. CoAN. I can certainly give you a view of how Amnesty Inter-

national views these U.N. conferences. They are always a venue at
which voices, strong voices for human rights and against the excuses of governments that do not want to address these issues need
to be heard.
In fact, many conferences have been held in places where Amnesty International has serious human rights concerns. It is very
difficult to rank these questions. Amnesty refuses to do so, in fact,
on principled grounds, and therefore we always view that our place
is to be at U.N. conferences as an advocate for our principles.
Mr. SMITH. Ms. Shea.
Ms. SHEA. Yes, thank you, Mr. Chairman. I think it is a travesty.

There is no doubt that there will be prestige conferred on China.
China desperately wanted this conference, and there will be prestige accorded from hosting it. They will be thanked and complimented by every delegation there in the opening ceremonies.
And this is at a time when it is well-documented that human
rights across the board are denied and in particular women's rights
are denied.
The right to be a mother is denied, one of the most basic women's
rights, I would think. And we have a number of religion cases, of
cases concerning religious political prisoners, one where a Christian woman is in prison right now for having "propagated the Book
of Genesis", and also we are told that the delegates to the conference and the participants cannot bring Bibles into the country
as well.
We have another case, by the way, of a Christian who is in prison-who is under h3use arrest simply because her son is a pastor
in the underground Protestant church there. Because she happens
to be the mother of this other prisoner, she herself is unjustly imprisoned. And if that were not enough, there are new revelations,
a British television crew just came back and aired their documentary showing that orphanages across China are filled with unwanted baby girls as a direct result of their one-child policy, and
there are dying rooms, they are called "dying rooms", in these orphanages, where the children are abandoned in murderous neglect.
And 90 percent of them die in the orphanages. All this is very well
documented.
So I think of it as a travesty. It should never have happened. We
did not take the position, though, that the U.S. Government should
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withdraw simply because it is taking place in China. It is a terrible
situation and the United States should work even now to get it
changed. But I think that it is important that we find a lever to
help free Harry Wu. And this is a possible lever. This is one of the
few in our arsenal.
Mr. SMITH. Mr. Anderson.
Ms. SHEA. Mr. Chairman, I would like to submit this article, if
I may, for the written record, about the orphanages.
Mr. SMrTH. Without objection, the article will be included in the
record.
[The material submitted for the record appears in the Appendix.]
Ms. SHEA. Thank you.
Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, in my opinion, particularly since
you see that the director of the government's one child per couple
program is now one of the top authorities for the Beijing government's participation in this conference, that the one child per couple policy is directly aimed at the autonomy and dignity of women,
to hold this world conference on the status and civil rights of
women hosted by a regime that is doing this, is the single most important way to validate that repressive regime.
Mr. SMITH. You know, just a comment on that. Twice the House
of Representatives has condemned the use of the Coercive Population Control Program in the PRC, pervasive forced abortion and
forced sterilization, as crimes against humanity, recalling that at
the Nuremberg war crimes tribunal, those kinds of forced abortions
on Polish women was construed to be, and rightfully so, to be
crimes against humanity.
Therefore, it remains inconceivable to me that our delegation, if
it goes, will be there toasting, as Ms. Shea pointed out, and feting
the Chinese leadership, and then perhaps in a muted way raising
these issues of concern.
I raise this as a particular concern, having been, as I said earlier
in Cairo, when I was one of the few voices that was country-specific, that would say-and I was there as an observer, not as an
official delegate of the U.S. Government. And our government, you
know, while it said they were against forced abortion, the proof is
in whether or not you are willing to do something and tie any policy with that and the proof is also whether or not you are willing
to look at the country, look them eyeball to eyeball and say you are
the offender.
I have been at work, working human rights for the 15 years that
I have been in Congress, and I will never forget leading delegation
after delegation with Christian Solidarity International, I know
they are here in the room, and others, when we would go to Romania and we would see one delegation after another talking to
Ceausescu, that brute, that dictator, as if he was some kind of special privileged person, trying to curry favor and trying to appear
moderate and temperate and everything else.
We do human rights and the cause of those who suffer each and
every day not one iota of good when we hold hands with the oppressor rather than standing arm in arm with the oppressed.
Again, the reason why I asked Ms. Pelosi earlier, and she did use
the word, "mockery", and I thought that was a very well chosen

22-374 - 96 - 2

30
word, in terms of going, even though on balance she thinks we
should go.
When crimes against humanity are being committed with impunity, when the U.N. Population Control Fund looks at this and
whitewashes these heinous crimes each and every day, has its people on the ground when these crimes against women, when this
einous exploitation of women occurs every day, for us to go and
for these toasts and for the message to go out to the Chinese people
as it will go out-they control the entire propaganda machine, and
Voice of America, notwithstanding the message, will not get
through to the average Chinese that the world is concerned, and
that is to say if they actually speak up while they were in Beijing.
And if past is prologue, when we were at these international
fora, some of the NGO's are absolutely great, they speak out boldly.
The delegates themselves speak in muted tongue when in public
and perhaps raise these issues occasionally behind the scenes.
I yield to Mr. Salmon.
Mr. SALMON. Mr. Chairman, I will ask a question, but I would
like to make a little bit of a statement as well. Earlier, Ms. Pelosi
made the observation that anybody that would support the MFN
and then oppose the women's conference in China would be somewhat of a hypocrite.
Well, I am that person. I am supporting MFN because I believe
that our presence over there gives them the only opportunity that
they get for a western influence and I met with several folks that
I consider to be very, very good Christian people from China that
have jobs in American companies over there, that believe that that
influence is a good one and a lasting influence.
In spite of the fact that there have not been tremendous changes
since MFN was granted, I don't believe, to coin the phrase, "throwing the baby out with the bath water" is always a good thing. But
it mystifies me. I am a person that has strong ties with Taiwan.
I served a mission for my church in Taiwan from 1977 to 1979.
And I ot to know very, very many people that escaped from mainland China before the Communist takeover, who watched their
family many times brutalized and killed before their very eyes. I
watched that nation through the Tiananmen Square incident perpetuate the violence against humanity, the violence not only
against women, but against men and children as well.
And I would contend that there is a little bit of an element of
hypocrisy of those that are against MFN who would support this
travesty of allowing the conference in Beijing to still happen in
spite of all of the grievances against human rights and women's
rights especially at this time. And I know that many of us understand our culture and we understand the importance of human
rights across the globe.
But let me tell you how important the idea of saving face is. I
know that Mr. Smith has mentioned that a couple of times, but
how important that is to the Chinese culture, and how important
it is for us to make a stand at this critical time to stand up and
be counted, to say that we are not going to participate in this
mockery, which it is, by sending people over to advocate human
rights, when in essence it doesn't exist there.

I would also say that my own recent experience with China, I
was going over with Christian Solidarity International on a human
rights mission as a member of the Subcommittee on Human
Rights, as also a member of the Helsinki Commission, to go over
there and express my views in a strong way and to look at the situation and to assess for myself what the status of events is in
China. I was not afforded that opportunity.
In fact, after 6 weeks of deliberation with China, I was stone
walled and told that it was "bu fon bi en," which in English means
not convenient. And let me tell you, that if we think that we are
going to get a real opportunity to go over and convince people the
merits of our ways, if we really think that we are going to get an
opportunity to go over there and express truth and justice and the
American way as it relates to human rights and women's rights especially, I think we are really kidding ourselves. And I am curious,
those human rights organizations, specifically Amnesty International, I am not understanding of how you could take a neutral
position on this issue.
Can you explain that a little bit further to me?
Ms. CoAN. Yes. In 35 years of international advocacy, Amnesty

has maintained a very strict policy of neutrality on all forms of
sanctions. Particularly in the cold war it was very important and
continues to be so that we not favor one government over another.
The Cairo meeting, meetings in Kenya, meetings in Mexico,
where do we draw the line? Are we comparing one country and saying, well, you are bad, but it is OK, we will condone it?
We just view these as an international fora where we want to
participate and we think it. is very important for international
voices to be heard, and we separately air our views and our criticisms of human rights violations in those countries as a separate
issue.
Mr. SALMON. So your policy is a long-standing policy of not ever

advocating for policy?

Ms. COAN. That is exactly right.
Mr. SALMON. OK. I would also like a comment thenMr. SMITH. Would the gentleman yield?

Mr. SALMON. Yes, sir.

Mr. SMITH. Again, if a U.N. forum were to be something that ev-

eryone could freely attend, if there is found to be the lack of timely
issuance of visas by the Chinese government, would that-and
even certain perspectives and people from certain countries were
permitted to come in, would that in any way alter your view that
this is-before you answer, my hope would be that the women's
conference would go on, but with a change of venue, and that when
it goes on there would be a robust, full and complete airing of all
perspectives, not a railroading of a certain perspective to a certain
end. I'd be happy to yield.
Ms. CoAN. Absolutely. Amnesty International is very concerned

about the questions of access and is on the record to advocating full
participation of nongovernmental organizations in all aspects of the
process and access to all the information. We certainly would raise
any concerns that arise and, you know, in many years of working
within the United Nations have done our utmost to use the mechanisms of these U.S. conferences to ensure that principle.
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Mr. SALMON. Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. SMITH. Just let me ask one general question. With respect
to the case of Harry Wu, is there any known precedent for the U.S.
attendance at an international conference, hosted by a nation that
actuall holds a U.S. citizen hostage?
Ms. SHEA. I cannot recall any, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. SMITH. Mr. Anderson.
Mr. ANDERSON. I cannot recall any, either.
Mr. SMITH. Ms. Coan.
Ms. CoAN. I don't have any information about that.
Mr. SMITH. If any of you do, please provide that for the record.
Let me just ask one final question. If the United States chooses
to send a delegation, what steps might be taken to ensure that our
presence is not interpreted as acquiescence to the arrest of Harry
Wu in particular, but more importantly in terms of the general
human rights situation, that they will not then use that as a public
relations cue to again broadcast to their own citizenry the fact that
the United States is here and everyone is here and, as you pointed
out, Ms. Shea, there will be a Beijing declaration, putting one of
the most egregious violators on the map as how-I mean we are
talking about something that seems to me to be Orwellian for this
conference to be called the Beijing Conference.
Ms. SHEA. Yes, that is why I reluctantly came to the position
that the United States should just completely absent itself, the
U.S. Government, that is, from- this conference. Because there is no
way of getting around it. It will lend prestige through this document in the annals of the United Nations forever.
There are some token measures the United States could take if
they went forward with a delegation. For example, the American
delegation could wear yellow ribbons in honor of Harry Wu. Again,
this is a token. They could put Harry Wu on the delegation as an
honorary member, and keep a chair empty with a nameplate at all
times on their table.
The United States could and should, if it goes, hold forums on
democracy, women's rights in China and elsewhere, outside the
main conference arena. That is, as a side show, basically. Again,
I don't think this is adequate, but it could be done. There are some
steps like that that could be done. And I think it is very critical
that VOA you read a very moving letter of someone, it proves that
people do listen to VOA. have heard it the world over, from Cambodia and some others, that people go to great lengths to listen to
VOA, and I think the VOA should be very active in broadcasting
in Chinese, into China what is going on.
Mr. SMITH. I thank you. Would either of you like to answer?
Ms. COAN. Yes, I agree that the fullest support for the human
rights issues that, you know, Amnesty International and many
other people have raised should continue throughout the time of
the conference. There is no need for any pulling back on statements
of concern for human rights.
In fact, of course, it is all the more important that that voicethat that aspect of U.S. policy be clearly heard. And in fact, we
have been advocating a much more forceful statement of human
rights importance in the statement of U.S. foreign policy.
Mr. SMITH. Mr. Anderson.
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Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I think the situation in China is

so bad, their actions regarding Mr. Wu so egregious, that there are
no cosmetic steps that can be taken by the U.S. delegation to not
give credence and validation to the regime as it is now constituted.
Mr. SMITH. Has the U.S. Civil Rights Commission ever taken a
position similar to what you have done?
Mr. ANDERSON. To my knowledge, no, and I think its action is
a result of the severity of the situation.
Mr. SMrrH. How would the three of you describe the human
rights situation in China, across the board, religious freedom, political prisoners, repression, forced abortion? Is it improving, about
the same, or getting worse?
Ms. SHEA. Well, in our estimation, it is getting worse. I would
like to quote Freedom House's global survey on human rights for
1995. They call it one of the worst places on earth, "one of the most
repressive places on earth".
Ms. CoAN. Yes, our June 1995 update report on human rights in
China is subtitled, "Increased Repression".
Mr. SMITH. So it is getting worse as well?
Mr. Anderson.
Mr. ANDERSON. Well, Mr. Chairman, the Commission doesn't
study the situation in China, but obviously from these kinds of reports, I don't see how it is possible to say that the situation is getting any better in any of these areas.
Mr. SMITH. If delegates have contact with the average person in
Beijing, or should they have contact with a dissident, does that put
the delegate themselves at risk and the Chinese person with whom
they have contact?
Ms. SHEA. Well, certainly, Mr. Chairman, you know from your
own experience in China that any Chinese citizen who speaks with
a Westerner is in danger of being accused of espionage, passing
State secrets to the West. That is quite common in our cases.
And there were two--a Catholic bishop, I believe, who got himself in trouble because he spoke with you. And now after Harry
Wu, I think that is an important point that you brought up. No
American citizen is safe.
The system over there is completely arbitrary and they do not
recognize due process. So, yes, it puts at risk every American citizen who has contact with any Chinese citizen, and it also has repercussions for the Chinese citizen that are very severe, of course.
I would also like to make one other point, Mr. Chairman. That is
there is some serious consideration of whether Mrs. Clinton should
withdraw from this delegation in protest of Mr. Wu or the general
human rights situation. And I think it would be a disaster if she
went.
But I don't think that this is enough. This is a very high level
delegation that is going anyhow, with two members of the Cabinet
and an Under Secretary of State. So it is an extremely prestigious
delegation, even without the First Lady.
Mr. SMITH. Ms. Coan.

Ms. CoAN. There are certainly a number of cases, particularly a
number of them in Tibet, but also a number of them in China
where you also have a situation where you have cultural consider-
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ations coming into it of particularly the Chinese citizens getting
into trouble because of this charge of passing State secrets.
As far as we are aware, this is the first time that an American
citizen has been detained in this way, in this arbitrary way, but
certainly there have been huge repercussions that Amnesty has reported on for a number of Chinese citizens involved in discussing
the situation with foreigners.
Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I think the case of Harry Wu cer-

tainly has had a chilling effect on what Americans, either as delegates or as NGO representatives, will be engaged in. We heard
ongresswoman Pelosi say a few minutes ago that Americans who
are NGO's should heed the warning of the Department of State regarding bringing Bibles, regarding meeting in small groups.
Certainly, American participants may put at risk any Chinese
citizen that they speak with. Now, I would ask you, Mr. Chairman,
to sit back for a minute and just see what we are talking about.
Americans going to a U.N. conference, being warned not to speak
with the nationals of the host country and not to bring with them
religious articles or religious materials. It is absurd and degrading
that Americans who are going to an international conference to
speak on behalf of civil rights are being told they must go under
these conditions.
Mr. SMITH. I thank you for your comments and I yield to Mr. Gil-

man.
Mr. GILMAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. If the conference is still
going to be held in Beijing, would your respective organizations attend and participate?
Ms. SHEA. Mr. Gilman, no, I do not think it would be safe for me

or a representative of the Puebla Institute to attend the conference
because our primary interest is human rights in China. The reason
why we would go would be to bring in materials and talk about the
situation inside China. This has been a part of the State Department warning not to do this, not to bring in anti-Chinese materials.
So it would not be safe for us to do this any more.
Mr. GILMAN. Would you favor that the meeting, the conference
be held in Australia?
Ms. SHEA. Very much so.

Mr. GILMAN. Our good Civil Rights Commissioner.
Mr. ANDERSON. Well, the Commission, as far as I know, has no
plans to attend or send representatives. Obviously, I think that,
speaking as a personal matter, the issue of moving the conference
to a site whose host has shown some interest in human rights and
civil rights, is a good one.
Mr. GILMAN. Ms. Coan.
Ms. COAN. As I stated in the beginning of my remarks, Amnesty
International has no position on where the conference should be or
who should attend in terms of a U.S. delegation and whether the
U.S. delegation should attend.
Certainly, Amnesty International regards this as a key forum in
which to advance the human rights protections for women that we
have been working on for decades, and so we will be attempting to
be a voice there and to oppose moves by governments to try to roll
back human rights protection.
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Mr. GILMAN. If there were a choice in the site for this conference,
would you prefer it be in Australia rather than Beijing?
Ms. CoAN. Part of Amnesty's long-standing policy, we simply
don't take a position on the site.
Mr. GILMAN. I would think that Amnesty's long-standing fight on
human rights, that you might want to have a policy on this one.
I hope you might take another look at all of this.
Yes, sir, Mr. Anderson.
Mr. ANDERSON. If I could say, I think the issues that are at this
conference in terms of education of women, women's health concerns, women's economic and employment problems, are tremendously important, particularly in the Third World. I think the site
of a Third World country could be very beneficial, and I would hope
that if it were moved it would not be moved to a country like Australia, although that might be the most convenient and easiest, but
I hope it would be moved to a country in Asia perhaps like the
Philippines or in Africa ir which we could see a real improvement
and effect of the conference delegations along the lines that Mrs.
Pelosi was talking about earlier.
It could have a tremendous effect in a region of the world open
to the kind of recommendations that will come out of this conference.
Mr. GILMAN. That is certainly a meritorious consideration. However, there is an NGO conference that parallels this conference. It
is already being planned and under way in Australia. I thought we
might want to take advantage of that planning, especially since
they say that the accommodations in Beijing are not going to be the
best and not probably going to be able to take care of all of the requests for people who will be attending. But we thank you for your
thoughts and, Mr. Anderson, I want to comniend you for your very
strong statement on behalf of the U.S. Civil Rights Commission.
Mr. SMITH. I thank the distinguished chairman. I want to thank
the panel for their expert testimony and on behalf of the subcommittee, you are dismissed. Thank you.
I would like to call the second panel to the witness table. John
Ackerly, the director of the International Campaign for Tibet. He
has published numerous articles and reports, including Forbidden
Freedom, Beijing's Control of Refugees in Tibet. Mr. Ackerly has
also conducted four fact-finding missions inside Tibet.
Laurel Heiskell is legislative coordinator for Concerned Women
for America. She is a graduate of Washington & Lee University,
holds a master's degree in public policy from Regent University.
Margie Joy Walden is the Executive DTrector of the Taiwan
International Alliance in New York. She graduated magna cum
laude from the State University of New York in 1974, and has
worked extensively on economic development for indigenous peoples. In her 2 years at the Taiwan International Alliance, she has
worked to increase Taiwan's participation in the international community.
AndMercedes Arzu Wilson, a dual national of Guatemala and
the United Kingdom, is founder and President of the Fatilly of the
Americas Foundation. Since 1980, she has organized 18 international congresses on the family in 16 countries and has been a
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leader in education for young people. Mrs. Wilson holds an honorary doctorate in humanities from the University of Puerto Rico.
would like to ask Mr. Ackerly if he could begin the testimony.
STATEMENT OF JOHN ACKERLY, DIRECTOR, INTERNATIONAL
CAMPAIGN FOR TIBET
Mr. ACKERLY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, distinguished members
of the committee for providing me this opportunity to testi before
you regarding China s campaign to keep Tibetan women fm attending the T.N.'s Fourth World Conference on Women.
My name is John Ackerly. I am the director of the International
Campaign for Tibet, an American nongovernmental organization
dedicated to promoting the Tibetan people. Rachel Estumbe, who
is my colleague, the Director of Governmental Relations, would
have testified today, but she is in London this week.
The International Campaign fcr Tibet, along with every U.S.based Tibet organization, has been denied accreditation to the
Fourth World Conference on Women. Initially, we were denied accreditation because the U.N. Conference Secretariat determined
that the International Campaign for Tibet did not meet the requirement for accreditation of engaging in activities and objectives
clearly relevant to the conference.
This is patently false. We appealed the U.N. decision on the
grounds that as a human rights organization, the International
Campaign for Tibet has done extensive work on torture against female prisoners of conscience in Tibet and, of course, on birth control measures.
In our appeal, we provided the United Nations with a detailed
description of our work on behalf of Tibetan women, copies of
which I am glad to make available tn the committee. The Conference Secretariat at the United Nations rejected our appeal, once
again, on the grounds that our work is not relevant to a global conference on women.
China has a history of effectively pressuring the United Nations
to bar Tibetans and Tibet organizations from U.N. conferences. And
the
in Beijing is no exception. In 1993, ICT was initially
9venconference
official accreditation
to the United Nations Conference on
uman Rights in Vienna. When our representative attempted to
enter the conference, however, she was stopped at the door and
told that her accreditation had been canceled. A black line had literally been drawn through her name on the list, indicating that
China had put sufficient pressure on the United Nations to keep
us out.
We are concerned that China is now pressuring the United Nations to prevent the International Campaign for Tibet from participating in the Beijing conference because of our high profile work
on behalf of the people of Tibet. To allow China to exclude us is
to reinforce the idea that people and organizations can be excluded
based solely on political ideology
If this is truly to be a global conference on women, all organizations engaged in work relevant to the conference must be allowed
to participate. China must not be allowed to dictate to the world
which individuals can and cannot attend. I would add that the
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pressure China exerts on Tibetans and Tibet organizations is much
greater than what I have described so far.
The fact is that many Tibetan women in exile do not even dare
try to attend the U.N. conference for fear of the danger of being in
Beijing. China's brutal legacy of invasion, occupation, cultural
genocide of the Tibetan people continues to this day. Women in
Tibet are routinely tortured and imprisoned.
According to Amneaty International's most recent report "...by far
the largest group of female political prisoners known to Amnesty
International in China is imprisoned in the Tibet Autonomous region."
Since 1991, five Tibetan women have died in custody or shortly
after being released from jail. One example is a woman named
Phuntsog Yangkyi. She was 20 years old. She participated in a
very brief, nonviolent demonstration for independence in Lhasa.
She was sentenced to 5 years in prison. She would have served but
half that amount by this summer.
In 1994, she was found singing nationalist songs in prison with
fellow inmates and was beaten severely, lost consciousness and
died several months later. It is not surprising, yen China's treatment of Tibetans, that many Tibetan women fear for their safety
should they attempt to attend the U.N. conference in Beijing.
In closing, I would add that with China preventing Tibetan
women and Tibetan organizations from attending the official women's conference in Beijing, the International Campaign for Tibet is
making every effort to attend the parallel forum for nongovernmental organizations.
We are concerned that China's next step in this campaign to
keep Tibetan women and their supporters from participating in the
women's conference will be to deny them visas even to attend the
NGO forum. In May, officials from the All China Women's Federation were quoted as saying that those in support of Taiwan or Tibet
independence would be forbidden from entering Beijing.
We urge the U.S. administration and the Congress to do all that
.they can do to ensure that those who want to attend the women's
conference in Beijing are allowed to do so. Thank you very much.
[The prepared statement of Mr. Ackerly appears in the appendix.]
Mr. SMITH. Mr. Ackerly, thank you for your testimony. I would

like to ask Margie Joy Walden if she could testify at this point.

STATEMENT OF MARGIE JOY WALDEN, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR,

TAIWAN INTERNATIONAL ALLIANCE
MS. WALDEN. Mr. Chairman, members of the subcommittee, recently six organizations from Taiwan with expertise in the advancement of women and women's rights were denied accreditation
to participate as nongovernmental organization observers to the
U.N. Fourth World Conference on Women. The names of the NGO's
under discussion are the Awakening Foundation, Modern Women's
Foundation, National Organization of Women in Taiwan, Women's
Ministry Committee of the Presbyterian Church in Taiwan, the
Young Women's Christian Association of Taiwan, and Taiwan
International Alliance.
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These organizations provided the U.N. Secretariat all the necessary documents that demonstrated their competence and relevance with regard to the advancement of women. NGO's from Taiwan were told that they were denied accreditation because they
were not incorporated in the country where their headquarters are
located.
Because the People's Republic of China claims that Taiwan is
part of China, the Taiwanese NGO's are being required to incorporate their organizations in the PRC in order to participate in the
women's conference. In actuality, the PRC has never, even for 1
day, held jurisdiction over Taiwan.
As a result of the U.N.'s compliance with this PRC manipulation,
the PRC is using the United Nations as a cover in an attempt to
extend its jurisdiction over Taiwan. Using an international organization dedicated to peace for imperialistic aims is unjust, inappropriate and unacceptable.
Last year, Taiwan International Alliance attended the high level
segment of the European and North American preparatory meeting. At this meeting, China pressured and protested to the General
Secretary to have our accreditation withdrawn. It became clear
how far the pressure tactics would be applied when Taiwan International Alliance and the Tibetan Women's Organization of Switzerland were not included on the official list of participants.
Upon investigation it was revealed that someone had tampered
with the computer files to remove the names of these two NGO's.
Under pressure from the United States and the Swiss delegations
the original list was reprinted. Even though Taiwan International
Alliance was accredited to this U.N. regional preparatory meeting,
we have been denied accreditation for the Beijing meeting. Why?
Despite the fact that we are U.S.-NGO registered in New York
State and have submitted our New York State incorporation certificate numerous times, the United Nations has bowed to PRC pressure and said that we must be incorporated in Beijing.
The United States, as the world leader of democratic ideals and
as an avid defender of human rights, has supported Taiwan's participation in international fora. This support is in full accord with
the Taiwan Relations Act, Public Law 96-8, H.R. 2479, passed on
April 10th, 1979, which specifies that it is U.S. policy to preserve
and to promote extensive and close ties with the people of Taiwan.
It also affirms that preservation and enhancement of the human
rights of all the people of Taiwan are objectives of the United
States. The Taiwan Relations Act is further enhanced by the recent
Taiwan policy review which states that the United States "will support opportunities for Taiwan's voice to be heard in organizations
where its membership is not possible".
The recent unofficial visit of President Lee Tenfg-hui to the United States has touched off a fire storm of protest from China. Some
experts have suggested that relations between Washington, China
and Taiwan are terribly adrift, and blame Taiwan. However, preserving unofficial and cultural relations is settled policy.
President Lee's unofficial visit to an American university did not
violate agreements between the United States and China. The
storm of protests has not stopped China from accepting large humanitarian donations from Taiwan and Taiwan NGO's for vast

flooding that recently devastated the southern coastal provinces.
Government officials and the Congress of the United States are
mandated to ensure that progress concerning Taiwan's participation in international fora continues and is not reversed.
At the United Nations Charter Celebration in San Francisco, in
an exhibit of the 50 original signatory flags, the Republic of China
on Taiwan flag was removed because of PRC protest and replaced
with a PRC flag. But the PRC did not even exist in 1945 when the
United Nations was founded. Moreover, the Taiwanese press has
been denied United Nations press credentials, although the Serbian news agency, which is controlled by the Bosnian Serbs, has
been accredited by the United Nations. The Bosnian Serbs are currently holding United Nation staff hostage and are responsible for
the tragedy in Srebrenica and Zepa.
The Serbian News Agency's accreditation was only revoked by
the United Nations after it was compared with Taiwan by the
president of the United Nations Correspondents' Association. It is
clear that as the United States pursues a policy of constructive
reengagement with mainland China, that we also need to simultaneously move forward in supporting the human rights of the 21
million people on Taiwan. The Taiwan Relations Act says so.
Unfortunately, legitimate nongovernmental organizations from
Taiwan are being denied accreditation to represent their nations as
NGO observers to the official conference for governmental delegations. Some progress can be reported since a number of individual
women from Taiwan have recently received letters of acknowledgment required to attended unofficial NGO forum. Although this is
an important step forward, there are still a number of hurdles that
remain for Taiwanese women's participation to be realized.
First, the women from Taiwan are still waiting to receive confirmation of their hotel reservations from the China organizing
committee. This letter is required. Second, they need to be granted
special visas to travel to Beijing upon receipt of their hotel confirmation letters.
Mr. Chairman, the conference is 6 weeks away. These letters
need to come in the mail. We hope that the United States and the
international community will strongly encourage China to quickly
actualize this next phase.
Finally, in light of unanswered questions surrounding the
Qiandao Lake murders, where 24 Taiwanese tourists are tragically
killed, the frequent incidents of airplane hijackings on flights from
mainland China to Taiwan, and the arrest of Harry Wu, we hope
that the United States and the international community will pressure China to ensure the safety and security of the participants
during their stay in China.
Chairman Smith, we are asking you and the members of this
subcommittee to take all these matters under due consideration.
Thank you for the invitation to share these thoughts with you
today.
[The prepared statement of Ms. Walden appears in the appendix.]
Mr. SMITH. Thank you for your very eloquent statement. And I
would like to ask Laurel Heiskell if she would speak.
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STATEMENT OF LAUREL HEISKELL, LEGISLATIVE
COORDINATOR, CONCERNED WOMEN FOR AMERICA
Ms. HEISKELL Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for inviting me to
speak today to you and to the subcommittee. My name is Laurel
Heiskell and I am the legislative coordinator for Concerned Women
for America. I am here today on behalf of Doctor Beverly LaHaye,
our president and founder, and on behalf of CWA's over 600,000
members here in the United States and in 48 nations abroad.
In December 1994, Concerned Women for America applied for official United Nations NGO status, nongovernmental organization
status. We were turned down for that status and told that we were,
"not relevant to women's issues." That coming for the largest profamily women's organization in the Nation.
Unsatisfied with that answer, I called an individual who works
for the Economic-and Social Council at the United Nations in New
York and said, "Hey, why were we not accredited?" And he said,
"Let me get the list." He came back to the phone and said, "Well,
gosh, CWA is on the no-no list." I said, "No-no list?"
Turns out over the months we have discovered that the "no-no"
list was primarily composed of organizations who were not only
turned down for accreditation, but who were pro-life and pro-family.
Last April, Senator Jesse Helms began to make inquiries on behalf of CWA. Suddenly, the office that had previously denied our
accreditation changed their story. They claimed that our original
paperwork had not been complete and cited a letter that had never
arrived at our office. When we asked for a copy of that letter, they
were not able to produce one.
Beverly LaHaye then had a personal meeting with Senator
Helms and asked him how CWA was placed on a United Nations
no-no list. Soon after that meeting, we received another letter from
the United Nations telling us that our file, with no changes, was
complete, and the Secretariat was recommending us for accreditation pending approval by the Economic and Social Council, which
did not meet until late June.
Finally, 2 weeks ago in July, Concerned Women for America received its formal notification of NGO accreditation. The United Nations changed its mind three times, and then forced us to wait 2
months until the Economic and Social Council met in Geneva. That
created huge financial constraints.
So the question remains, why? Why was Concerned Women for
America turned down for accreditation when our original application clearly demonstrated our relevance as one of the largest women's organizations in the United States? The answer is quite simple.
CWA was not originally accredited because we do not fit the radical feminist agenda that this conference hopes to further. Let me
gve yeu some examples. At the last pre-conference meeting held in
March in 1995, former Congresswoman Bella Abzug spoke to the
delegates as the official representative of NGO's. She said that
women will, "not be forced back into the biology is destiny concept"
and that women should not be defined by their "physical sexual
characteristics."

So how should women be defined in an official platform document? The current draft of the document rarely mentions women's
rights. Rather, it talks about gender rights, such as gender equity
progams for all children, an gender sensitivity training for all
teachers, judges, lawmakers, and employers.
If, as Bella Abzug claims, a woman's destiny should not be linked
to her biology, would she agree with a paper that was circulated
at that March meeting, a paper that defined gender five ways, as
male, female, homosexual, bisexual and transsexual?
Ultimately, the most important question is: Where does the U.S.
delegation stand on the gender issue? At the March meeting, some
nations who were concerned about this five-gender paper that had
circulated asked that the word "gender" be bracketed in the platform so that it could still be dealt with in Beijing. They also wanted assurances that "gender" meant men and women only.
Yet, I have attended meetings where officials from our own State
Department said that they knew which countries bracketed gender,
and would try to apply diplomatic pressure to make those nations
remove the brackets.
If our government is pressuring foreign nations because of the
word "gender" then our government and its delegation should be
ender".
required to dehne the wor
There are other issues where CWA differs with the apparent
goals of this conference. I have also attended meetings where powerful American NGO's, like Fund for Feminist Majority, have
voiced their desire to see abortion-on-demand policies expressed in
this document. And I have heard officials from our State Department say that they believe that such language, which was not
added at the Cairo conference, should and will be added to this document. Is the exportation of abortion on demand to every nation
of the world truly the No. 1 priority of our State Department?
Is that what America stands for? Above all, CWA believes that
God created both men and women with certain inalienable rights
rights mentioned by our Declaration of Independence as bestowed
on mankind. And our Senate must never ratify the U.N. Women's
Treaty, which would put the radical objectives of this Beijing Conference into U.S. law.
True womanhood finds security and empowerment in celebrating
the differences between men and women. Most men are not abusers of women and children as this document tells us. Real women
know that strong men and strong families are vital to our culture
if America is to survive.
God intended for women to be treated with dignity and respect.
CWA joins you in abhorrence of true abuse. We join you in desiring
literacy andbetterment for the women of the world. But this document has been sold out to one voice, the voice of radical feminism.
That is not the voice leading most American women, and that is
not the voice that we spend our tax dollars to support.
Members of Congress, ask President Clinton who will be representing the United States of America on the official U.S. delegation. Senator Helms asked Ambassador Albright to include Mrs.
LaHaye on the delegation, since many of America's official delegates are NGO representatives. Senator Helms was told that the
White House makes those decisions. So ask President Clinton if the
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voices of ardent feminists will be balanced by the voices of pro-family Americans like Beverly LaHaye. We still do not know, but I fear
the answer is already clear. The true beliefs of citizens of this nation will not be officially heard in Beijing. Thank you very much.
[The prepared statement of Ms. Heiskell appears in the appendix.]
Mr. SMITH. Thank you very much for your fine testimony. And
I would like to ask our final witness today, on this panel, Mercedes
Wilson, if she would give us her remarks.
STATEMENT OF MERCEDES ARZU WILSON, PRESIDENT,

FAMILY OF THE AMERICAS
Ms. WJLSON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. It is a privilege to be
able to address your hearing. I have served as a Guatemalan delegate at the United Nations and president of Family of the Americas
Foundation. Having participated in each of the current series of
U.N. Conferences on Women, I have witnessed an attack on traditional moral values, that if allowed to continue, will ultimately destroy the family as the basic unit of society.
There exists among some delegations to these conferences, an extreme element of hostility toward those who disagree with them,
and a desire to divide men and women by driving a wedge between
them over the issue of the traditional vocation of marriage and the
beauty of the family.
The Platform for Action rightly calls the attention of governments to many important topics, among which are poverty and illiteracy problems primarily facing women and children, as well as
those of prostitution, pornography, and physical and mental abuse.
However, this document puts pressure of an ideological nature
upon women all over the world and advances a social philosophy
that is prevalent in particular sectors of western countries, and
does not represent the views of the rest of the world.
- I find it disturbing that, what should have been a truthful effort
to enhance respect and dignity and dignify the beauty of being a
woman in today's society, has become a tool for advancing an elitist
population agenda and draconian ideology. I say that not only because of my experience as a delegate from Guatemala to the Conference on Social Development in Copenhagen and the Prep Comm
meeting for the Beijing Conference, but also because of my own
personal concerns as a woman and a mother.
I recommend that the Beijing Conference be canceled, and if it
is not canceled, that the United States boycott the event. There are
several reasons for this recommendation. The Beijing document is
a disgrace. No matter what paragraphs or sentences, or even
words, the western delegates may allow pro-women pro-life, profamily delegates to incorporate, the document is still fundamentally
flawed. It is like a rotten apple. It cannot be made ripe again.
The programs proposed would be so calamitous to the rest of the
world,- that whatever little good the document could do, would be
destroyed by the evil effects it would produce. For instance, there
is no question that women have been deprived and unfairly treated, and that they continue to be deprived in certain parts of the
world. However, the actions being proposed to correct these are like
a deadly trap which would imprison parents, families, and even

women themselves in a vicious cycle of selfishness and unhappiness.
We can easily see why there are western statistics of high divorce rate, venereal disease in epidemic proportions, abortion on
demand, increasing violence, euthanasia, population decline below
replacement level, teen pregnancy, and so on. It is a fact that such
anti-life, anti-fanrily policies are not embraced by the majority of
people of the wo-Id. In particular, we are referring to the families
of the developing world.
Furthermore, we know that even in the western countries, in the
United States itself, the majority of its citizens would be appalled
to know what their delegations are negotiating and attempting to
force on the rest of humanity. A document of this magnitude, which
will dictate policies and mandates well into the next century,
should have been written by the most highly respected religious
and civil leaders from the various continents. It should be thoughtfully authored by those well-known for their moral ethics and concern for justice, as well as the religious and traditional values they
practice. Instead, the document has been written by gender feminists who believe that everything we think of as natural, including
manhood and womanhood, femininity and masculinity, motherhood
and fatherhood, heterosexuality, marriage and family, are only culturally created "fixes", originated by men to oppress women.
These feminists profess that such roles have been socially constructed and are therefore subject to change. Another serious reason for demanding a cancellation of this conference is that it is
being held in China, a country that subjects women to forced abortion, forced sterilization and forced family planning.
Worst of all, the United Nations in Cairo gave the People's Republic of China a special award and praised China for having the
most effective population control program in the world. The clear
message is that countries will be rewarded with loans and assistance or Most Favored Nation status if they implement similar coercive population control programs.
Mr. Timothy Wirth, Cochairman of the Clinton administration
delegation under the U.S. Department of State, held a special session June 19th with the delegates at the United Nations who belonged to the group of 77. There are 143 countries who belong to
this group, most of them from the developing countries.
A strong pressure was exerted on those delegates so that the special meeting of informal consultations, as they call them, to be held
the 31st of July to the 4th of Aupst in New York, will remove
most of the bracketed language in the document. Mr. Wirth also indicated that a few days before the June 19th meeting, he had met
with the president of the World Bank, who expressed his interest
and commitment, and stated that the bank would be able to provide the financial means for the implementation of the Beijing platform for action.
This gives a clear signal to the poor countries that the World
Bank is also supportive of the prompt removal of the bracketed sections prior to the Beijing Conference. The exertion of this subtle intimidation upon the poor countries will be as effective as the May
31st meeting was on the gender issue. There is no doubt in our
minds, that the Clinton administration is using everything in their

power to make sure that by the time the delegates arrive in
Beijing, the document will have very few sections left to be negotiated.
Most of the treacherous provisions that will force all the countries to accept programs that are against human nature, will be incorporated, and our recommendations to protect the family will
have been deleted. The powerful western democracies, through the
U.N. system, are violating democratic principles by forcing their
will upon the weaker and less developed nations.
Their agenda to deconstruct the natural order seems to have
begun already, when we read that two male homosexuals have
been given permission by the DC Court of Appeals to adopt a 4year-old little girl. Surely we don't want a world where children
will grow up with no idea of what it means to be a man or a
woman, doing away with everything which recognizes the differences between the two sexes, where gender is regarded as a socially constructed role rather than as a biological fact.
If we foresee the danger to our children, grandchildren and the
future of humanity, then we must join together to stop them. There
are very few Davids willing to confront the Goliaths .of this world
in spite of pressure. What is needed now is not words of praise and
sympathy, but active support and voices raised in protest. We must
stand up, speak up, and be counted.
-Any agreement made under coercion or duress must be considered illegal and nonbinding. It is on this basis, that we request
that the whole conference be canceled. The future of mankind is
being decided by the anti-woman, anti-life, anti-family delegations,
supported by western governments with total disregard for the culture, religion and traditions of their own people. I am talking about
the United States, which as a majority, would support what I am
saying right now, and those peoples of the developing world.
I am appealing to you from my heart. I appeal to your wisdom
and common sense, to stop the pressure from the delegation of the
United States upon the developing countries. We do not want to
barter our beliefs for food and loans. Don't force the poor countries
to trade their traditional family values and morals. Lift the pressure so we may all answer with one voice; values and morals are
not negotiable. Thank you.
[The prepared statement of Ms. Wilson appears in the appendix.]
Mr. SMITH. Thank you very much for your statement. And I
would like to yield to Mr. Rohrabacher for some comments.
Mr. ROHRABACHER. Just for one moment. I appreciate this opportunity jusL to express myself after hearing your testimony, because
I was inspired by it and, no. 1, 1 think that this women's conference
reflects values and ideals, Mr. Chairman, that are contrary to the
intellectual trends that are going on in the United States of America and the western world today, and the values of the American
people.
So I would agree 100 percent with this idea that we at the very
least shouldn't participate in it and should actually be trying to see
that this conference does not.go forward with any type of sanction
from the U.S. Government or the American people.
Second of all, it was a horrible choice, but I guess it was a choice
consistent with the whole concept of this conference. China is one
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of the biggest human rights abusers in the world, and whereas the
female population of the world is half the population of the world
China is the biggest abuser of women's rights on this planet, and
yet we have a Conference on Women's Rights in China.
In terms of human rights, in terms of the fact that China has
just arrested a saint, a human rights saint in our time, Harry Wu,
think that the United States should pull out of this unworthwhile
endeavor and I appreciate all of your comments today and they
have helped me a lot to formulate my opinion. Thank you very
much.
Mr. SMrrH. Thank you, Mr. Rohrabacher.

I just want to make one brief statement, and then we will recess
for about 10 minutes because there are two votes pending on the
floor. But I think all four of you have provided some very, very eloquent testimony that members who are here and those who will
read the record, I think, will gain a great deal from. You are speaking to the disenfranchised women, from Tibet, from Taiwan, women
who happen to have a view different from the prevailing view at
the United Nations. And I think it is outrageous that it took pressure to get at least some of the organizations accredited. It should
have been a no-brainer. I mean it should have been so-because
you represent women, because you do a job that needs to be done,
that there is no reason why you should have been blackballed by
the United Nations.
And I think the thing, and I have been in Congress 15 years,
that I find most disturbing about this work, is the hypocrisy that
I see day in and day out. And nowhere is it more apparent than
at the United Nations.
For it to give sanction to a certain viewpoint perspective and to
disenfranchise another, or because of place of'origin and because of
pressure by the PRC, disenfranchise those women, to me is very
cruel. And the United Nations should have no business. They have
those lofty words and statements and conventions, and yet when it
comes to adhering to them, they fall far short.
Let me also suggest that the United Nations take a page out of
the OSCE, the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe. When it talks-there have been statement after statement in
concluding documents from Vienna to Madrid, arid one of the hallowed principals of the Organization for Security and Cooperation
in Europe is that, and I quote from it, these practices, talking
about the host countries, there needs to be access to the venue,
open sessions, representatives of NGO's and religious groups, private individuals, nationals and foreigners, unimpeded contacts with
delegates, citizens of the host country, and so on and so forth.
The United Nations buys into, I think, a very bad situation when
it allows a conference to occur where mere contact with host country citizens can lead to arrest of that individual delegate, but more
likely the Chinese national. And again, to blackball organizations
because they happen to believe that unborn children are precious
and valuable, when the preamble of the convention on the rights
of the child itself recognizes the child by reason of his or her immaturity is deserving of special safeguards and protections, which
some have called the Magna Charta of children's rights, while that
very document recognizes the unborn as being precious, to turn

46
around and say that organizations that likewise see birth as an
event that happens to all of us and not the beginning of life, to
turn around and blackball them certainly brings shame and dishonor to the United Nations.
I do have a few questions I would like to pose, but for a very
brief moment, about 10 minutes, we will be in recess.
[Recess.].
Mr. SMrrH. The subcommittee will reconvene. We would like to
ask Mr. Ackerly and Margie Joy Walden, if you could-in your
view, do you think the People's Republic of China has had a kind
of veto over, you know, just to put it into one brief sentence, over
the credentialing of people that you would like to see go to Beijing?
Mr. ACKERLY. Yes, it does. In fact, they have exercised that veto.
It doesn't seem that any country or body within the United Nations
can override that.
Ms. WALDEN. The veto power is a very important issue. It is my
understanding that a resolution has to be proposed in the General
Assembly in order to move this conference to another venue. Presently, because China holds the veto power, I do not think that
there is any country in the General Assembly who really wants to
raise this issue. Consequently, the veto power and how it is used,
should be examined.
Mr. SMITH. Do you fear, say, some of the Tibetans and some of
the Taiwanese are permitted to go, is there any fear that once in
the country that their lives, their safety, might be at risk?
MS. WALDEN. I think that security is an issue for everyone who
is going. I don't think it is a particular concern of Taiwanese or Tibetan women. I think the security of all women traveling there
needs to be reviewed.
Mr. ACKERLY. I think security of all women is very important,
but there are some differences for Tibetans. For instance, well, Tibetans are refugees. And there are some Tibetans who naturalized
in other countries, and those are the only ones who dare to go to
Beijing, who hold a foreign passport.
However, we have just seen with Harry Wu that the Chinese
consider you Chinese, regardless of holding a foreign passport.
Also, it says regulations say that you are not allowed to bring any
anti-China material. China may well regard any written material
brought by Tibetans as anti-China. And in fact there is very little
material Tibetans could bring. Discussing the plight of women in
Tibet, that would be deemed acceptable. So they-all the Tibetan
women who are going to the NGO forum are really in a bind. They
really don't know what to do.
Mr. SMITH. I noticed and I know that, Ms. Heiskell, you mentioned this in your comments, about traditional values organizations, those that take a different perspective than some of the feminist organizations, that they were largely excluded, but during the
course of this process, because of pressure and Senator Helms in
one case, there has been some accreditation.
How strong was the bias against organizations that take a view
that is not perhaps in sync with Bella Abzug's?
Ms. HEISKELL. Well, I believe the bias was extremely strong. I
think that what Concerned Women for America faced demonstrated
that in the clearest terms. We are the largest pro-family women's

organization in the United States. And for us to suddenly appear
on a "no-no" list at the United Nations, when some people in the
United Nations swore that they weren't really sure who we were,
leads us to wonder who did put our name on that no-no list.
I have been told that there are other organizations that had to
go through similarly circuitous means to get accredited. There is an
organization called Life Choices in Tennessee that is pro-life. And
it wasn't until they cornered Alan Keyes at a pre-Presidential function and pushed on him a little bit, and he made some phone calls,
that they received their accreditation.
Mr. SMIrm. I recently spoke to some delegates or would-be delegates and NGO representatives from Canada. And they advised me
that they have already submitted, and this was a couple of weeks
ago, their passports to the Chinese embassy and those passports
are still there. They have gotten no indication whatsoever whether
or not they are being issued a visa. And it seems to me that there
is a high probability that China will wait to the very end and then
say which groups are permitted in, which individuals and groups
are going to be blackballed. And I don't think it is beyond the pale
of possibility that the United Nations will stand by idly and allow
groups that they didn't want to come in the first place to be so left
out.
Matt mentioned earlier, Mr. Salmon, that he was denied a visa
to go to the PRC a little over a year ago. Congressman Frank Wolf
and I had to wait to the very day of departure. Matter of fact, he
was convinced we were not going to be issued a visa, so that two
Members of Congress could go to Beijing on a human rights trip
to meet with high government officials and also to meet with dissidents.
I mean that is the game that was played with-these two Members of Congress and this particular Member, Matt Salmon, was actually denied a visa. So it seems to me that the probability is high,
unless we are absolutely strong on this whole credentialing and
visa issuance issue, that many people will be precluded from participation in what should be a conference for all rather than only
the select few.
Ms. HEISKELL. I think, Mr. Chairman, that is one thing that we
as organizations are looking to you as Members of Congress to do,
to stand as advocates for us and say that these are legitimate organizations.
Here, for instance, we don't expect the Chinese government to try
to turn down the largest women's organization in the United
States, but there is always that possibility, and we just hope that
you as Members of Congress would make every effort to see that
that does not happen.
Mr. SMITH. Well, we do have pending legislation, as you know,
that would seek to deny funding to a delegation that traveled unless the Secretary of State certified that indeed these problems
were overcome, because, again, I don't want this delegation from
the United States to be part of a farce, an exclusionary type of conference.
Ms. HEISKELL. Let me just add quickly: I think that is one reason that pro-family individuals must be put on the U.S. delegation.

If someone like Dr. Beverly LaHaye is on the official U.S. delegation, then China cannot keep her out.
Mr. SMITH. You know, just let me say-and I think this is important that this be on the record-last year when I wanted to go into
Beijing, there was a great deal of reluctance on the part of the
Clinton administration-not to Beijing, to Cairo, as to putting me
on-and if it had not been for the then Minority Leader, the Minority Leader of the Republicans, who stood steadfast and said, "We
want Smith to go"-had it not been for that, I would have been denied that opportunity to go to Cairo.
So it does not surprise me when pro-life women have difficulty
getting any kind of representation on this delegation that the Administration seeks when I myself was blackballed by the Administration.
That is why, when I hear talk by the Administration that they
are not represented here, by my good friend from California Mr.
Lantos, as I pointed out while he was here, we offered the opportunity for our distinguished Ambassador, Madeleine Albright, to be
here today or tomorrow or Thursday or Friday or any day next
week. We want to hear. I have questions I want to pose to her. So
I hope we will have that conversation with her sooner rather than
later.
Ms. Walden.
Ms. WALDEN. The visa issue is the next phase in the accreditation process. First, China moved the NGO Forum out of Beijing to
Huairou. Second, everyone needed to receive letters of acknowledgment from the NGO Forum office in New York City. Now, we are
at the phase where people are waiting for the hotel confirmation
letter from the China organizing committee.
In the case of Taiwan, China does not recognize the Taiwanese
or Republic of China passport. In order for the women from Taiwan
to go to this conference, they need to receive a compatriot document to travel to the mainland. From China's point of view, Taiwan is considered a "renegade province".
However, provinces do not make official treaties with foreign governments, and provinces do not participate in the Asian Development Bank. Moreover, in terms of renegade, Taiwan has never
waged war against a neighbor or another country, nor has Taiwan
abrogated other nations' human rights.
From China's point of view, Taiwan is always referred to as an
issue, as a dilemma or as a problem. It is important to take note
that Taiwan is none of these. Taiwan is a place, it is a nation, and
this understanding is very critical to this conference situation.
Chairman Smith, Representative Lantos and Representative
Pelosi answered a question this morning concerning the selection
of Beijing for this conference. If you would allow me one more
minute, I would like to shed a little light on this concern.
Mr. SMITH. Please do.
Ms. WALDEN. There are six conferences that the United Nations
slated for the 50th anniversary year celebrations. China really
wanted to host one of these conferences so they strongly lobbied the
international community.
The United Nations looked at the list of conferences to be held
and examined each conference theme. The environment conference
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could not be held in China because their environmental record is
rather poor. The population conference could not be given to China
because of their record on population control.
The human rights conference that was held in Vienna could not
go to China due to their record on human rights. The Social Summit, on increasing unemployment and social integration of the
marginalized, could not be given to China either. This left the conference on women and the conference on cities. A number of years
ago, when these decisions were made, the United Nations did not
consider women's issues very substantive. Consequently, it was
agreed to schedule the women's conference in Beijing.
Presently, we see that women's issues are substantive and that
many human rights and political issues have arisen around this
conference. This includes the jurisdictional question of Taiwan and
the rights of Taiwan's women to participate. These concerns really
need to be addressed.
Thank you.
Mr. SMITH. I thank you for that very fine explanation.
Do you have any?
Mr. SALMON. Mr. Chairman, I was just going to make a comment
on the heels of what Ms. Walden said.
You know as well as I do that if we were holding the environmental conference there, that there would be a great hue and cry
from the environmentalists across the world and this Administration would be influenced. The problem is, this Administration,
when it comes to the issues of family and abortion, has taken a
weakened stand. I think that is part of the problem.
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. SMITH. I think this is especially true on coercive population
control, where this Administration has only paid lip service while,
through its dollars and donations, it has actually aided and abetted
those who are-like the U.N. Population Fund that has been fronting for the Chinese population extremists since 1979.
You know, I found it interesting-and, Ms. Wilson, you might
want to comment on this, in the Prep Comm document-I have
read the entire thing, I have read it a couple times, and I have
made highlights and underlines. I notice that number 30 has been
bracketed and, you know, I am wondering who perhaps-and the
next panel may want to speak to this as well.
Women play a critical role in the family, the basic unit of society.
State parties who have ratified the Convention of Elimination of
All Forms of Discrimination Against Women have done so bearing
in mind the great contribution of women to the welfare of the family and the development of society, which is still not fully recognized.
And let me just underline "still not fully recognized".
And yet this section that women play a critical role in, the family, has been bracketed. I think that goes to the heart of some of
the concerns some of us have with the substance which is, again,
the subject of the next panel. You spoke to some of that during
your testimony.
Ms. WILSON. I think I could write a book on what happens at
those conferences, Mr. Chairman.
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As you just read, "the family" has been bracketed. When I arrived there and every time they were talking about the roles of
women and I would see that the word "mother" was omitted, I
would bring it up and put it in, and it was immediately bracketed
by the Western countries, whether it was Australia or wherever.
Mr. SMiTH. Does that include the United States?
Ms. WILSON. The United States iOracketed other important

things, and I will tell you which ones.
For instance, when they were talking about giving even preadolescents information oil birth control without parental authority, we had to be constantly putting "parental authority" as one of
the rights of parents, and it was always bracketed. It is hard for
me to remember which countries. I do have it in the originals,
which I can provide to you.
Mr. SMITH. Provide that for the record, if you will.

[The response follows:]
B. THE NEW IMPERIALISM
The most vocal countries in this coalition were the European Union-which is
composed of 15 European countries and most Scandinavian countries: Canada, Australia, New Zealand, and the United States. Also part of the coalition were several
other developing countries, which seemed to be under orders to support anything
the Western delegates proposed. They were Barbados, which often spoke on half
of the Caribbean nations, Namibia and sometimes Senegal. Ghana often claimed to
speak on behalf of some African nations, but was often silenced by African delegates
who refused to conform to the Western anti-life/anti-family mentality. The nations
(mentioned above) were at odds with fundamental human lights documents and
principles. They purposely and selectively changed significant human rights language.
1. Even though the United Nations Universal Declaration on Human Rights provides that "recognition of the inherent dignity" and equal rights of all human beings
is the very "foundation of freedom, justice and peace", this extremist coalition negotiated vigorously to remove all references to human dignity from the Beijing draft.
2. The Universal Declaration makes marriage a fundamental right. It provides
that "the family is the natural and fundamental group unit of society and the state".
In contrast, the draft document portrays marriage and the family ne atively, and
as obstacles to the woman's self-realization. It portrays marriage and the family as
associated with violence against the woman. The same western negotiators pressed
throughout the meetings to change family" to the ambiguous word "families". This
is an ominous change implying that any group of unrelated people could call themselves a family. Fortunately, the pro.life/pro-family delegations kept "family" from
being changed to "families".
3. The Universal Declaration provides that "everyone has the right to freedom of
thought, conscience and religion (including) freedom, either alone or in community
with others, and in public or private, to manifest his religion or belief in teaching,
practice, worship and observance". During the 2 weeks of negotiations the anti-life/
anti-family coalition aggressively sought to remove all reference to religion, morals
or ethics and spirituality-except where religion is portrayed negatively, for instance when religion is associated with intolerance or externalism.
4. Tie Universal Declaration of Human Rights provides that "motherhood and
childhood are entitled to special care and protection . The western countries repeatedly requested the deletion of any references to the word "mother", except when it
appeared in a negative light.
5. The Universal Declaration and the Convention of the Rights of the Child made
special provision for parents' rights and responsibilities concerning education and
upbringing of their children. The same delegations from Western countries attempted to eliminate all recognition of parentaF rights and responsibilities from key
sections of the draft-even rejecting direct quotations from the Convention of the
Rights of the Child. Unfortunately, after lengthy negotiations, many of the paraand
graphs were lacking the needed provisions which acknowledge parental rights
responsibilities. One pivotal paragraph was changed to give first mention to "rights
of the child to access, to information, privacy, confidentiality...," with the implication
that these supersede the parents' rights.

Ms. WILSON. But the United States bracketed-for instance, I
said instead of "birth control" we should be teaching our children
"self control" and we should have national and international programs to promote abstinence until marriage. All of the Western
countries laughed at me, the delegates (including the United
States, and many times the United States bracketed that.
At one time I used to get them so annoyed at always putting programs of abstinence for adolescents and mothers and so on, that
the United States delegation one time said, "Oh," *to the chairman-who is an Austrian lady-"Oh, just let her put it in; we are
oin to bracket it anyway." And I turned around, and I said to
er, I wish we had C-SPAN televising what )ou just did, because
I don't think they would dare to do this."
Another very annoying part was on artificial methods of birth
control. I wanted to be very careful about mentioning that women
should be given, in writing and verbally--because many, if not
most, of the people in the world are illiterate-the warnings of the
artificial methods of birth control, sterilization, and so on, and the
United States bracketed my whole paragraph.
We even added that women should not be given vaccinations that
are including a pregnancy vaccine, with which, as you know, the
World Health Organization is experimenting in India, and has
openly said so.
Mr. SMITH. You mean without Women's knowledge?
Ms. WILSON. That is correct, without women's knowledge, and it
is in my testimony, and it is open knowledge. And the United
States bracketed that, which I think is tragic.
Also, when it came to funding-I would show it to you-artificial
methods of birth control are used, such as the pill and IUD's, sterilization, and so on. It is in my report. But when the discussion
came to giving funding to methods that may not be so harmful to
women, I jumped and I said "like natural family planning"; the
Australian delegate said "natural family planning, it is not natural
for couples to have to abstain anyway." The American delegation
said, "We are going to have to check and see if natural family planning is an acceptable method of birth control." And they bracketed
natural family planning throughout.
.So I came back and I said, "Look, women are only fertile for
about 100 hours in each cycle. You are endangering their lives.
Here is a natural method which is new. It is not the old rhythm
method or temperature method which is 98 to 99 percent effective."
We even work in China, and the Chinese government did a study
on this new method. It came out 98.7 percent effective with a continuation rate of 93.7 percent. And, this is the best continuation
rate of any method in the world. The pills and the IUD's have only
about a 50 percent continuation rate.
In spite of that, they still bracketed the information I gave and
would not agree to lifting the brackets. I also had to fight for many
other sentences in defense of families and their children.
But the U.S. delegation put a lot of pressure even on the gender
issue, which, again, I could almost write a book about, because
when people, delegates from the developing world, were supporting
us in the first sessions-that is, about the biological difference between men and women-the U.S. delegation said, "No, no, no, we
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could never accept that definition." And then they decided to
change the rules and wait one whole month to define "gender", to
think about how to make-that definition, and it ended up being a
nondefinition. One by one I saw all our supporters from the various
delegations on the developing countries break down and say, "I am
sorr I cannot support you, but the United States is putting so
much pressure on my government, I cannot do it any more."
Mr. SMITH. Thank you very much, and I want to thank this
panel for their very fine testimony. It is very helpful, enlightening
to the subcommittee.
I would like to take the third panel now, if they would make
their wa to the witness table. Panel number 3 is comprised of
Mary El1en Bork, who currently serves as a board member of the
Catholic Campaign for America. Mrs. Bork earned her BA in philosophy from Manhattanville College and her MA in English literature from Siena College. Mrs. Bork represented the Campaign
at the Prep Comm in New York iast March. The Campaign was
granted NUO accreditation for the population conference in Cairo
ast year but was denied such status for the Beijing Conference.
Jeanne Head, a registered nurse, has a long career as an obstetric nurse. In addition to her work as assistant nursing care coordinator in the labor and delivery unit of a large New York City hospital, she serves as the U.N. representative for the International
Right to Life Federation.
Diane LeMasters Knippers is president of the Institute on Religion and Democracy. After attending high school in Iceland, she
graduated from Asbury College in 1972 and obtained her MA in sociology at the University of Tennessee in 1974. She was an editor
at Good News magazine for 6 years and then joined the staff of the
Institute for Religion and Democracy.
Barbara Ledeen, vice president of the Washington Women's Issues Network, is here representing the International Women's
Forum. Mrs. Ledeen has served as a communications specialist in
the Department of Defense and as an assistant editor at the New
Republic.
Cecilia Royals has been a president of the National Institute of
Womanhood since its founding in 1990. Mrs. Royals and other NIW
representatives played a significant role at the population conference in Cairo last fall. Most recently she addressed the plenary
session of the U.N. Commission on the Status of Women and criticized the marginalization of women who choose to have more than
two children.
I would like to ask Mrs. Bork to begin her testimony.
STATEMENT OF MARY ELLEN BORK, BOARD MEMBER,

CATHOLIC CAMPAIGN FOR AMERICA
Ms. BORK. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.
I am delighted to be here, and I want to congratulate you on having these hearings. I think they are timely and they are goingto
awaken the American people to a lot of important issues that they
wouldn't otherwise know.
The Fourth U.N. Conference on Women, subtitled Action for
Equality Development and Peace, should be a very important step
in enhancing the status of' women and taking actions that will ad-
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vance women's education, development, and well-being. This is especially important for the poor women of developing nations.
There are some strengths to the document which the chairman
mentioned in his opening statement, and they are very important
ones, but unfortunately the document under discussion, the Platform for Action, is seriously flawed by the endorsement of a radical
feminist view of equality and gender which leads to inadequate
treatment of motherhood and traditional marriage and inadequate
treatment of religious and cultural values that women bring to society. The Catholic Campaign for America has reservations about
the U.S. delegation endorsing such a document.
The Platform for Action does not represent the views or the
thinking of a whole segment of humanity, literally billions of
women, thereby making the document less than representative of
the views of women worldwide.
The Platform, as you know, sets forth 12 areas of concern: poverty, education, health, violence to women, peace, economics, power
and decisionmaking, mechanisms to advance women, human
rights, media, environment, and the girl child. In each area, the
empowerment of women turns to the issue of equality that, as an
American, I find hard to recognize.
According to the document, women cannot achieve real equality
unless there is absolute statistical parity between men and women,
50-50 representation in every sphere of life, starting with the family, extending to the workplace and politics. All women would work
outside the home and be economically autonomous, and all men
would accept responsibility for half the child care and half the
housework. Parenting democracy would require the alteration of
constitutions and the changing of national laws.
Since this goal will not be achieved immediately, the interim
measure that is suggested is forcing political parties to be 50 percent women. This may be a Utopian s dream, but it is certainly not
the democratic understanding of equality of opportunity which historically ,oes not produce statistical equality.
When people exercise freedom, the results are not equal. Government-imposed numerical quotas, reeducation, and penalties involve
coercion, which is not empowering for anyone. Such an approach is
in conflict with the democratic understanding of freedom.
The central theme of the Platform for Action is gender and
mainstreaming the fender perspective. The word "gender" appears,
as you know, because you said you read it, 200 times and "gender
perspective" 45 times. In the context of the Platform, main-streaming the gender perspective means loosening the idea of gender from
its biological roots, claiming new roles and new sexual license.
Gender does not refer to sexual differences anymore but it has
evolved, as Bella Abzug said to the U.N. delegates in April, to
mean differences between men and women resulting from socially
constructed gender roles rather than immutable biological difference. Gender has evolved to be not just two but indeed to be
five, of which the polar opposites are male and female and in between are homosexual, bisexual, and transsexual.
To claim that sexual differences are merely culturally conditioned means two things: that the traditional understanding of gender as male and female no longer holds and that sexual difference

is something that is malleable and can be actually anything the individual wants it to be or indeed the government wants it to be.
Marriage and motherhood take second place while unrestricted sexual freedom for adolescents and unmarried persons is endorsed.
Families have become households.
This amorphous nontraditional and, I think, false concept of gender permeates the entire text of this international document. 'he
goal is to have gender perspective approved in Beijing and then imposed on women through their governments and NGO activities,
many of which are supported by taxpayers' dollars. This narrow
ideological view does not represent the thinking or the experience
of most American women or men. We are witnessing a blatant form
of cultural imperialism that undermines the values and standards
on which American society is based.
Furthermore, the gender perspective is offensive to those who
come from major religious traditions--Christian, Jewish and Mus'im. It contradicts the religious teachings of the world's major religions which hold that women and men are equal in dignity and
personhood but complementary in nature.
Traditional female and male roles do not deny women opportunities for partnership in society. Women who do not choose to work
outside the home participate fully in society. For example, in many,
many activities as activists, volunteers, and lobbyists, their activism has been responsible for many positive social changes. This
document is disparaging of that choice.
What is missing from this document is a realistic understanding
of women's indispensable role in society as life giver and transmitter of cultural values. In substituting an ideological view of gender
with a basic understanding of the relationship of men and women
as complementary, which, by the way, is the basis of western culture, this document and the actions that will flow from it put in
jeopardy the basis of family and social life as we know it.
The Platform for Action should be an honest assessment of the
problems faced by real women in many cultural situations. It
should address itself to finding answers for better economic development, educational possibilities, and basic health services, the
lack of which inhibit many women's advancement to a better and
more productive and happier life.
Statistical inequality is simply not the cause of the problems
women face, nor will gender perspective lead to effective solutions.
The United Nations should try to find common grounds where people from many cultures can work together.
The gender perspective is a view promoted by gender feminists
and simply does not represent the views of the majority of the
world's women. Endorsement by the U.S. delegation of such a seriously flawed document I think will do lasting damage to our society
because it is promoting false solutions to very real problems.
This hearing will alert Americans to a very destructive view of
women that they would never accept themselves and would never
dream of imposing on an unsuspecting world.
Since I have alluded to some thoughts actually expressed by
Pope John Paul II, I would like to ask that his very recent letter
to all the women of the world be added to my testimony for the
record.
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Mr. SMITH. Without objection, it will be part of the record.
Ms. BORK. Thank you.
[The prepared statement of Ms. Bork appears in the appendix.]
[The letter by Pope John Paul II appears in the appendix.]
Mr. SMITH. I thank you for your very eloquent testimony, and I
would like to ask Barbara Ledeen if she would at thiG point make
her comments.
STATEMENT OF BARBARA LEDEEN, INDEPENDENT WOMEN'S
FORUM
Ms. LEDEEN. Thank you Mr. Chairman.
My name is Barbara Ledeen, and I am testifying today on behalf
of the Independent Women's Forum where I am executive director
for policy and liaison. The IWF is a nonprofit, nonpartisan group
of independent women who believe in freedom achieved through
limited government and individual responsibility.
We appreciate the opportunity to speak to the subcommittee
today on the subject of human rights in China with reference to the
U.N. Fourth World Conference on Women scheduled to be held in
Beijing in September. The cause of human rights should supersede
considerations of so-called women's rights, particularly as women's
rights have been enunciated by the U.N. Commission on the Status
of Women.
The naturalized U.S. citizen, Peter Harry Wu, was seized upon
his entry, as we have discussed this morning, and we believe that
this alone is a compelling cause for withdrawal of the U.S. delegation from the U.N. Fourth World Conference on Women, and we
further say that the United States should not participate in any
gathering in China at this time.
There are four other compelling reasons that the United States
should cancel participation in the conference no matter where it
ma be held.
First, the United States should not participate in any endeavor
or endorse any document whose conception of human rights differs
fundamentally from this country's foundational ideas and documents.
Second, a representative democratic government should not be
party to constructing or adopting a policy agenda that does not reflect principles and beliefs generally espoused by this country's etizens.
Third, a representative government has no business endorsing a
policy agenda whose design for implementation is totalitarian.
And, fourth, the United States should not agree to permit any
other entity to dictate this country's domestic po icies.
Virtually all of the draft Platform for Action, the major statement to be adopted at the conference, involves matters of domestic
policy concerning which the United Nations should play no role
whatsoever. The United States also should not be a party to dictating social policy in other countries.
Section I of the Platform for Action concerns human rights. The
bracketed language includes numerous statements regarding
whether human rights are or should be universal or universally
recognized. The argument is over whether alleged women's rights
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take precedence over individual human rights and is particularly
relevant at this time given that Peter Harry Wu is a male.
To raise the question whether women have or need special rights
that are separate and distinct from universal human rights is to
raise the question whether women are human. The authors of the
Platform do not wish to raise that question openly and so resort to
discussion of the human rights of all women, mentioned in paragraph 215, among others. The authors then seek to assure that alleged women's human rights are of an order different from universal human rights.
In language which is already adopted, paragraph 218 asserts
that unless human rights of women as defined by international
human rights, instruments are fully recognized and effectively protected, applied, implemented, and enforced in national law as well
as in national practice. In civil, penal, labor, and commercial codes,
and administrative rules and regulations they will exist in name
only. This language reflects rights as embodied and decided, implemented in law, and hence presumes that rights are conferrable by
law. The language does not acknowledge rights as inherent in
man's nature.
Trivializing the very idea of human rights, the construction presumes that individua ls have no rights and enjoy only such rights
as governments confer upon them. This concept is thoroughly alien
to the American foundational idea of universal human rights endowed by the Creator; that is, of natural rights inherent in individuals. It is also thoroughly alien to the concept of individual freedom.
Within the framework of the Platform's overarching reach to dictate to U.N. member countries exactly what their domestic policies
should be, there are five central themes concerning the exercise of
alleged women's rights. The first is that government involvement,
control, and bureaucracy constitute the preferred, primary, and
most necessary solution to problems.
The presumption is that people, particularly women, are incapable of exercising or learning to exercise freedom. A component of
this presumption is that people, particularly women, are incapable
of solving problems or learning to solve problems by themselves.
The Platform insults human dignity and freedom, particularly the
dignity and freedom of women.
In language which is already adopted, incredibly, paragraph 26
of the Platform asserts that many governments have enacted legislation to promote equality between women and men and have established national machineries to ensure the mainstreaming of
gender perspective in all spheres of society.
Laws to confer alleged women's rights to establish quotas and
preferences and bureaucracy to enforce them are to be expanded
where they exist and are to be put in place where they do not, with
enforcement directed to precisely proportional representation of
women and men in every sphere of life.
Though the discussion at home in the United States is about how
to redress the excesses of affirmative action, that result is discrimination; in Beijing, the United States is to advocate more of what
we know has already caused harm here.
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The second central theme is that in addressing each of the 12
major issues covered in the Platform, including human rights, "government and other actors should promote an active and visible policy of mainstreaming agenda perspective into all policies and programs so that before decisions are taken an analysis is made of the
effects for women and men respectively."
This divisive and polarizing themea.is the document mantra, and
its intent is to ensure we argue endlessly over whether domestic
policy and programs treat women and men identically or, if there
is a difference in treatment, whether it favors women.
The Platform asserts in paragraph 19 that "only a radical transformation of the relationship between women and men to one of
full and equal partnership will enable the world to meet the challenges of the next century .
The heart of the radical transformation cited is found in paragraph 28: "In many countries the differences between women's and
men's achievements in activities are still not recognized as the consequences of socially constructed gender roles rather than immutable biological differences."
If gender is a matter of roles that are socially constructed and
have no relation to nature or to biological fact, then all sexuality,
hetero-homo, trans, bi-is a matter of choice and any sexual behavior is valid as a matter of preference.
The language which we bave just cited has already been adopted.
It is the reason that the statement in paragraph 30 that women
play a critical role in the family, the basic unit of society, and in
paragraph 31 that religion plays a central role in the lives of millions of women have not been adopted and are still subject of debate.
Furthermore, a thoroughly discredited Marxist view of economics
constitutes the third central theme. In paragraph 57: '"The United
States has already agreed that government should have charge of
the productive capacity of women through access to capital resources, credit, land, technology, information, technical assistance,
and training so as to raise their income and improve nutrition, education and health care, and status within the household."
B Access" is meant expropriation, often by regulation, and with
preference to women. Even if command economies functioned to
provide benefits to the people subjected to them, the idea that
women require unearned benefits secured by government coercion
demeans their capabilities, their capacities, and their accomplishments.
The words "mother," "father," "wife," and "husband," do not appear anywhere in this Platform, signifying the document's fourth
central theme, that the family-the definition of family is fluid. In
place of the idea of family, the document speaks of household,
claiming in paragraph 24 that one-fourth of all households worldwide are dependent on female income even where men are present.
Voluntary marriages, the quintessential social contract, is not
mentioned in this Platform. There is no discussion of whether the
presence of men who are married to the women with whom they
are living as husbands to wives and father to the children of marriage is or might be beneficial to the men and women and children
involved.
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Instead, approved paragraph 52 asserts that because of the gender division of labor and responsibility for household welfare,
women bear a disproportionate burden, attempting to manage
household consumption and production under conditions of increasing scarcity.
Paragraph 20, also approved, asserts that the poverty of women
and children is, "exacerbated when responsibilities for basic social
service have shifted from government to women".
Thus, when the debate here at home is about how to get the government Gut of the entitlements business so that, in particular,
women and children enslaved by a failed system can be set free,
in Beijing the United States is to advocate the expansion of government dependency and to encourage other nations to adopt policies
of failure.
The fifth central theme of the Platform is that nongovernmental
organizations should be funded by governments and should function transparently, which is to say as arms of and with coequal authority in relation to governments.
The Platform does not go so far as to mandate that nongovernmental organizations should have police powers, but that matter is
encompassed by the word's transparency, precisely why such an obfuscating word is employed.
Implicitly, if not explicitly, the Platform calls for the United
States and other nations to use citizens' tax dollars to support the
promotion of radical feminism worldwide as a legitimate political
and social movement equivalent to politically funded-to publicly
funded political parties.
This Platform is a radical recipe for governments to consign the
world's women to second-class citizenship by assigning them unnecessary special privileges that demean and trivialize universal
human rights. Fighting discrimination by imposing discrimination
does violence to the idea of equality as natural to every person. It
also does violence to both the ideals and the functions of liberty
and equity.
The United States should cancel participation in the U.N. Fourth
World Conference on Women and, in addition, should assure that
the Platform's radical agenda has no government endorsement in
this country.
Thank you.
[The prepared statement of Ms. Ledeen appears in the appendix.]
Mr. SMITH. Thank you very much for your very incisive remarks
and for dissecting some of the more controversial provisions in the
Platform. I think it is important that this all get out. It has largely
here to date not gotten out. So I do thank you for that.
Mr. SMITH. Diane Knippers.

STATEMENT OF DIANE L. KNIPPERS, PRESIDENT, TIE
INSTITUTE FOR RELIGION AND DEMOCRACY
Ms. KNIPPERS. Thank you very much for inviting us to be included in this, and it is a particular honor to address you, Congressman Smith, whom we consider a hero in the human rights
movement.
The adoption of the Universal Declaration on Human Rights in
1948 gave the world a powerful mechanism for holding nations ac-
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countable for the basic rights of all persons. Sadly, in recent years
we have seen efforts to erode these basic standards as authoritarian governments argue that human rights are not universal but are
culturally relative.
But another form of erosion is more subtle, more insidious, and
more dangerous. It is the trend toward defining every conceivable
social goal as a human right, whether or not these social goals are
properly the responsibilities of governments and whether or not
they are even obtainable. The result is obvious. When everything
is considered a right, finally nothing can be defended as a right.
The Fourth World Conference on Women, in its draft Platform
for Action, offers prime examples of this erosion. The adoption of
this Platform will undermine the pursuit of basic human rights.
Even more troubling,, it will also sacrifice efforts on behalf of
women whose rights are the most repressed and abused in favor
of the controversial social goals of western gender feminists. This
is a tragedy.
Let me cite five examples of human rights flaws in the draft
Platform for Action and the conference itself. No. 1, the draft platform's commitment to universality is unsure. Every reference to
universal human rights is bracketed. If this document does not affirm universality, it will mark a serious regression in the progress
toward human rights within the international community.
No. 2, the call to address the basic rights of women is blurred
and minimized in the draft Platform's context of social engineering
and expansive and questionable goals. Serious abuses of rights of
women, even when mentioned in the document, are diminished in
the context of grandiose plans for reengineering society. For example, achieving for all women the basic right to vote and participate
in elections is a much more urgent task than working to ensure
equality of outcomes such as equal numbers of men and women in
all pari.i. ..ents.
Let rue offer a couple of examples of abuses of women that are
mentioned in the draft Platform but diminished by the larger context.
There is the urgent need to combat prostitution and pornography, particularly involving children. A recent report of a religious
group which operates ministries in Thailand to young women who
have been forced into prostitution tells of girls as young as 12 sold
to brothels. One child said the brothel owner would beat her to
make her stop crying while she was entertaining customers.
Another example is slavery, which has not been eradicated but
is still practiced in nations such as Mauritania and Sudan. A recent fact-finding team organized by Christian Solidarity International reports that local officials estimate some 1,000 women and
children have been taken into slavery in the last 5 years from one
Sudanese town alone. Team members met a 14-year-old Sudanese
girl who had been kidnapped and sold into slavery when she was
7.
Yet the atrocity of human slavery gets only passing mention in
the 121-page Platform for Action. Such blatant and egregious
human rights abuses are trivialized in the context of a document
that takes on the grandiose aim to redefine gender roles in every
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society with no reference to biological differences between men and
women.
No. 3, the Platform will result in the expansion of the coercive
and intrusive powers of governments and international agencies in
the lives of individuals and families. The goals of the draft Platform for Action, particularly that of defining equality as outcome
rather than opportunity and obliterating any distinctive male or female roles, will lead inexorably to the expansion of the coercive
power of governments. There is no question that this will contribute to antidemocratic practices. It will also undermine the rights
of individuals and families, beginning with the rights of parents to
train their own children.
No. 4, serious human rights abuses such as religious repression
are ignored entirely. The most serious omission in the draft Platform is any acknowledgment of freedom of conscience or of religion
for women. Throughout the document religion is cited as a source
of repression of women. There is only one brief and still bracketed
acknowledgment of the spiritual needs of women, but nowhere in
the 121 pages does the document call for religious freedom for
women.
Women should have the right to engage in religious practice, to
change their religion, to propagate their religious faith, particularly
to their children. Women who change their religion should be free
of the threat of state-imposed divorce or the threat of having their
children taken from them. The irony is that this conference on
women is being held in a country which currently imprisons women
for practicing their faith.
Finally, holding the World Conference on Women in China serves
to undermine international human rights standards. Our Ecumenical Coalition on Women and Society is calling upon the U.S. Government to boycott the Beijing Women's Conference unless two conditions are met. The first is that Harry Wu must be fred from
prison. The second is that our Government must obtain assurances
from the People's Republic of China that U.S. citizens and other
U.N. conference participants will enjoy the basic rights of freedom
of conscience, freedom of opinion and expression, and freedom of
peaceable assembly as guaranteed in the Universal Declaration on
Human Rights.
Women in nongovernmental organizations such as mine going to
Beijing are being told they risk interrogation if they meet in groups
of more than five, that they cannot meet in hotel rooms, they can't
unfurl banners, they can't take in religious literature, they can't
engage in corporate prayer outside of one special tent, and they
can't tap unregistered computers or fax machines into hotel rooms.
How can we begin to discuss human rights in a climate in which
those rights are ignored and abused? It would be unconscionable
for the United States to participate in such a sham.
In conclusion, women are brutally denied basic human rights in
many parts of the world. Women suffer denial of educational opportunities and property rights. They suffer forced abortion and forced
sterilization, genital mutilation, prostitution, rape, female infanticide, the threat of execution for apostasy or blasphemy, slaverythe list goes on.

The campaign to ,-ombat the truly horrible abuses of women is
undermined by linking women's rights with highly questionable
economic, social, and economic theories. The Beijing agenda goes
far beyond basic rights for women. The draft Platform claims that
peace and development cannot be achieved unless women represent
50 percent of all national and international political and economic
agencies. How or why women are uniquely capable of bringing in
this Utopia is never explained.
The danger of the Beijing Women's Conference is, it attempts
sweeping and unnecessary social change, change that will undermine rather than enhance the rights of women. The draft Platform
for Action equals or surpasses the Marxist-Leninist experiment in
its ambition.
The draft Platform for Acticn calls for the most intrusive, arrogant, and radical restructuring of the social order in human history, all on the baseless assumption that this will produce a just,
prosperous, and peaceful world. I am convinced of the opposite. It
is the road to tyranny and oppression for women and for men.
[The prepared statement of Ms. Knippers appears in the appendix.]
Mr. SMITH. Thank you very, very much for your excellent testimony, and I would-Mrs. Head, if you don't mind, we will suspend.
There is a vote under way. Then we will reconvene to conclude the
hearing in about 10 minutes or so.
[Recess.]
Mr. SMITH. The subcommittee will reconvene, and I would like
to welcome Jeanne Head to present her testimony.
STATEMENT OF JEANNE HEAD, ILN., INTERNATIONAL RIGHT
TO LIFE FEDERATION, INC.
Ms. HEAD. Thank you for having this testimony and for inviting
me. I am very pleased, especially to appear before you, Congressman Smith.
As you noted, I am the International Right to Life Federation's
representative to the United Nations in New York, and I am also
the New York State delegate to the National Right to Life Committee.
The International Right to Life Federation is a worldwide federation of pro-life organizations, including the NRLC, dedicated to the
protection of all innocent human life from conception to natural
death. We see a woman's life as a continuum, beginning at conception and proceeding through the entire life cycle.
IRLF has been a credit to the United Nations as a nongovernmental organization with consultative status on the Economic and
Social Council since 1987, and, to my knowledge, we are the only
obviously pro-life organization that has that status. We have actively participated in the recent critical U.N. conferences, including
the Cairo Conference on Population and Development, the World
Summit for Social Development, and what we thought was the
final preparatory conference for the Fourth World Conference on
Women which is being held in Beijing, as we all know.
I speak on behalf of the International Right to Life Federation
and as a woman, as an obstetric nurse, whohas spent my life caring for women and children. We have serious concerns about the
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general conduct of these U.N. conferences and particularly about
their attempts to impose the failed, tragic, social policies of the
United States and other Western countries on the developing countries.
We are particularly concerned about the extreme pressure and
coercive practices that have been exerted on developing countries
and their delegations to accept language in these U.N. documents
that would violate their laws, their ethical and religious values,
and their cultural backgrounds.
•
For example, before, during, and after the Cairo conference,
these pressures and coercive practices were used by the Clinton administration's delegations, other Western governments, and their
powerful national and international pro-abortion NGO allies in an
attempt to enshrine abortion as a fundamental right and as a
method of family planning worldwide.
When they failed in Cairo, some of the more vocal allies vowed
to achieve their goals at the World Summit for Social Development
in Copenhagen or at the Fourth World Conference on Women in
Beijing. They failed to do so in Copenhagen in March of this year.
The activities of the Clinton administration in promoting abortion as a fundamental right and as a method of family planning in
relation to the Cairo conference were well documented.
As you yourself know, on March 16, i994, before the Cairo Prep
Comm III, the State Department sent an action cable for every
U.S. ambassador and envoy calling for senior diplomatic interventions in support of U.S. priorities for the Cairo conference in Prep
Comm III which included the following statement: The United
States believes that access to safe, legal, and voluntary abortion is
a fundamental right of all women.
The Clinton a ministration's delegation and its pro-abortion allies worldwide deny that they want to go beyond Cairo in regard
to the abortion issue in the Beijing conference. However, that is
what they said about Copenhagen, and there was ample evidence
during negotiations on the World Summit document of attempts to
expand on Cairo even though they were less obvious and they
failed.
A notable example is a proposal on school-based clinics floated by
the U.S. administration. The massive 121-page Beijing document
for the Fourth World Conference on Women was seriously flawed
to start with on a number of issues, just as were the Cairo and Copenhagen documents.
It is to be noted that all of these documents were written in U.S.type English, which often does not translate to mean the same
thing in other U.N. languages.
The document that emerged froir the grueling three and a half
weeks of negotiations during the Fourth World Conference Prep
Comm was even more seriously flawed than the document presented to the delegates when they arrived at the Prep Comm. At
least one-third of the document has not been settled, as you know.
A large part of issues still tp be negotiated involve abortion and
related issues. This is a matter of serious concern. When a word,
phrase, as you know, is not settled it is bracketed. Among the
words and phrases that are presently in square brackets are, as
you heard before: "Mother," phrases related to taking into account
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the rights and duties and responsibilities of parents-that is, I
think, bracketed no less than 33 times-universally recognized
human rights and female feticide, when used along with female infanticide in referring to the practice of killing girls before and after
birth for the purpose of sex selection or in discussing violence and
discrimination against women and the girl child.
In regard to the use of the term "female feticide," a U.S. delegation objected to the term during a negotiating session in New York
because it might hinder reproductive rights. Much of the ICPD's
language, even some rejected by Cairo relating to the abortion
issue, has been reintroduced into the Beijing document, all this
without any noticeable protest from the U.S. delegation, without
the modifying language which made it acceptable to some countries, such as the Muslims, and without the reservations expressed
by many countries.
For example, the paragraph addressing the need to respect sovereign rights, national laws, and full respect for religious and ethical values, cultural backgrounds, and universally recognized
human rights, which appeared as the first paragraph under 'Principles" in the ICPD document, has been allocated to a footnote, the
idea of which has been put into square brackets.
The U.S. participation in a consolidated amendment, along with
Canada, Japan, Australia, and others, which calls for taking action
to ensure the conditions necessary for women to exercise their reproductive rights and eliminate, where possible, coercive laws and
practices, that comes straight from rejected language in the ICPD
document.
The document continues to refer to unsafe abortion, with the implication that abortion, if legalized, can be made safe. This is a
false and dangerous concept. Women suffer serious physical emotional, and psychological damage, even death, from so-called safe,
legal abortion.
There is a risk that some may use this language as an excuse
to promote the false concept that legalization makes abortion safe.
According to the World Health Organization, the dramatic decline
in maternity mortality rates in the developed world coincided with
the-and I quote--"with the development of obstetric techniques
and improvements in the general status of women". There is ample
data for documenting this in the United States.
The most significant impact of legalization in the United States
has been an increase in the number of abortions. In the United
States, where abortion has been legal for over 20 years and where
health standards are high, maternity mortality is four times that
of Ireland, where abortion is not legal and which has the lowest
maternal mortality rate in the world.
The key to reduction in maternal mortality from all causes is to
improve maternal health care. In the developing world, where medical care, antibiotics, even basic asepsis, are scarce or absent. Promoting abortion would increase, not decrease, maternal mortality,
and of course abortion is never safe for the unborn child.
The pro-life and pro-family delegates to these conferences have
had a significant impact on their outcome when we have had access
to the delegates. It was the practice of these U.N. conferences to
accept already negotiated language from previous U.N. conferences.

However, many delegates haven't been at previous conferences or
don't remember the details. That is where the NGO lobbyists can
be of help. They help the delegates, some of them very small countries without a staff-there was one delegate; she was the only delegate from one country-to sift through the reams of documents
and proposals so that they can understand what they really mean.
Contrary to previous conferences, a large percentage of negotiations at the Prep Comm for Beijing in New York were conducted
in informal sessions, closed to NGO's and the press, and we are
very concerned this upcoming conference in New York on August
31st--or July 31st through August 5th-will not allow any NGO
partici ation.
At the ICPD in Cairo and the World Summit in Copenhagen,
NGO's were not allowed access to the floor of the conference as
they are in main committee negotiations at the Prep Comm in New
York. This was a definite disadvantage for the pro-life and pro-family NGO's in Cairo and in Copenhagen. In Cairo in particular, the
pro-abortion side had no such disadvantage.
The president of U.S. Planned Parenthood and former Congressman Bella Abzug, who is afforded special status even when not sittin in a delegation, among others, were part of the U.S. delegation
ang had full access to the floor, and I am sure this Was true of
other countries. I know it was true of other countries, particularly
Canada; the president of Planned Parenthood sat in their delegations.
We ask the Congress to insist that if they hold the conference,
if they go, that the delegation from the United States being sent
to Beijing reflect the ethical, religious, and cultural values of the
majority of the citizens of the United States and that they cease
and desist from promoting the failed and tragic and flawed social
policies of the Western World on the developing world.
Thank you.
[The prepared statement of Ms. Head appears in the appendix.]
Mr. SMITH. I thank you very much, Jeanne, for your very fine
testimony and for the insights and recommendations to the Congress.
Cecilia Royals.
STATEMENT OF CECILIA ACEVEDO ROYALS, PRESIDENT,
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF WOMANHOOD
Ms. ROYALS. Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Smith. It is a great
pleasure to be here, and it is an honor to have this opportunity to
address the Subcommittee on International Operations and Human
Rights.
I speak as a representative of the National Institute of Womanhood, an institute which is a veteran of three global conferences,
the Cairo Population and Development Conference, the Copenhagen Social Summit, and the Preparatory Conference for the World
Conference on Women in Beijing.
The Fourth World Conference on Women presents us with a perplexing situation. While it purports to promote the advancement of
all women, it is actually injurious to them. The draft Platform for
Action is injurious to women in the following ways:
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It ignores the central experience of women. The Platform for Action aggressively fails to address the central experience of 90 percent of women, motherhood. It trivializes and disparages the relational aspect of mother and child and ignores the irreplaceable
character and value of that relation. Furthermore, it is disparaging
to mothers by making the arrogant presumption that they are
interchangeable and replaceable with caretakers, consumers, and
householders.
The 122-page draft plan condescends to use the term "mother" or
"motherhood" a paltry 15 times, in contrast with what we have
heard of the amount of times that "gender," and "gender perspectives," is used in the document. Of those 15 mentions, 12 frame
motherhood negatively; of the remaining three, two are neutral.
There is one, and only one, positive reference to the role of mothers. It, along with the two neutral references, is bracketed for removal. And I will quote the one and only positive reference:
"Produce and/or disseminate media materials on women leaders,
inter alia, as, [caring mothers and nurturers of happy families],
managers and entrepreneurs, to provide role models, particularly to
young women."
It is an affront to the dignity of 90 percent of women that "caring
mothers and nurturers of happy families" are in doubt as role models for young women, much less bracketed for removal.
The U.N. Commission on the Status of Women together with several member states and certain nongovernmental organizations do
not want motherhood to appear in a positive light in the document,
not even as a mere inter alia reference. The United Nations has
made a 180-degree turn from its 1948 Declaration on Human
Rights where it sought to ensure that motherhood is entitled to
special care and assistance.
In fact, special care and assistance for mothers is not found anywhere in the Beijing Platform for Action. Furthermore, it aggressively avoids mentioning them. The following two examples reveal
the calculated verbal engineering used to avoid the use of the term
"mothers," and I quote: "Women as citizens can help change consumption patterns in their multiple roles as consumers, householders, workers, and voters."
As another example: "As consumers, caretakers of their families,
and educators, women play an important role in promoting sustainable development and in their concern for the quality and sustainability of life for present and future generations."
The language of the U.N. Declaration on Human Rights that
motherhood is entitled to special care and assistance, could be included in the draft Platform for Action in the text in paragraph 30
which you have already noted as follows-and the language should
be retained; the entire paragraph is bracketed; it should be retained, and it could read as follows: "They have also borne in mind
the social significance of maternity and the role of both parents in
the family and in the upbringing of children and are aware that
the role of women in procreation should not be a basis for discrimination, but rather motherhood is entitled to special care and assistance, and that the upbringing of children requires a sharing of responsibility between women and men and society as a whole.
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The document is injurious to women also because it ignores the
relational dimension of women, the family. It trivializes the relational aspect of mother and father, parents and children, and the
constellation of relations within families. Furthermore, it is directly
hostile to the irreplaceatle value of mother and father in the raising and rearing of children.
The only paragraph that attempts to acknowledge the family and
the role of women in the family is bracketed for removal. What is
more, parental rights are being phased out. Almost every reference
to the rights, duties, and responsibilities of parents is bracketed for
removal.
While withholding support for mothers, families, and parental
rights, it explicitly attempts to protect diverse sexual orientations
and lifestyles. You will find that in paragraph 232(h).
Furthermore, while impeding parents in attempts-it attempts to
interpose miscellaneous men and women as the gender counselors
for children and youth. You will find that in paragraph 262.
It is injurious to women because it betrays the woman's perspective in favor of the gender perspective. The document becomes an
international tool to tighten the grip on the control of the concept
of gender in the girl child.
The concept of gender in girls is constructed according to the
image of the United Nations and some women's organizations and
not according to the image of parents and family. The delicate integration and harmony of gender identity with sexual orientation in
girls and boys is a serious concern in the education of gender, and
in many ways you can say that this document reads as a tool of
gender reconstruction.
Consider the following excerpt from a spring 1995 course from
Hunter College. The course was titled, "Reimagining Gender," and
I quote: "In this course we will find out how 20th century thinkers
have reimagined the concept of gender. Is gender a social construction or the product of biological sex? What is at stake in transgressing the binary categories of female-male, feminine-masculine, heterosexual-homosexual, natural-unnatural? How does gender identity intersect with other gender categories such as race, class, and
sexual orientation? We will be paying particular attention to the
ways in which feminists, queer, and transsexual writers and theorists open up these questions."
Ms. ROYALS. This is an example of what is happening in the colleges and universities throughout the country. The document reads
like a how-to manual for government control of gender identity in
the girl child at all levels of education.
In light of the above-mentioned reference, consider the following
gender language in the U.N. document. Paragraph 85 A, "elaborate
recommendations and develop curricula, textbooks and teaching
aides free of gender stereotypes for all levels of education, including
teacher training materials in association with all concerned publishers, teachers," et cetera. Paragraph 85 P, "ensure that gender,
cultural and religious diversity are respected in educational institutions and reflected in educational materials." Paragraph 262, "girls
and adolescents may receive a variety of conflicting and confusing
messages on their gender roles from their parents, teachers, peers,
and media. Women and men need to work together with children

and youth to break down persistent gender stereotypes," and bracketed for deletion is "recognizing the rights, duties and responsibilities of parents...." The miscellaneous men and women that are not
parents may well be instructors, like the one that devised the gender reimaging curriculum at Hunter College.
Therefore, I urge this subcommittee to protect the rights of parents to direct the upbringing of their children and their fundamental right to educate their children in their gender roles and to prevent undue intrusion of government.
The document is also injurious to women because it contains a
distorted hierarchy of values. The document gives excessive attention to sexual and reproductive rights and services, and the introduction of these services to children without regard to legitimate
parental concerns.
Conversely, by contrast, the document fails to give adequate imortance to the true concerns of mothers worldwide, the basic
ealth care of their children and family members. Of the top killers
worldwide, pregnancy-related deaths are 1 percent. 1 percent.
Deaths caused by infectious and parasitic diseases, on the other
hand, is the No. 1 cause of death worldwide and is responsible for
32 percent of all deaths yearly.
Women are painfully aware that mothers in Kenya must stand
by helplessly while their children die of simple pneumonia, because
clinics, chock full of costly IUD's, do not have a single vial of penicillin that costs only a few cents. As one delegate put it, 'They do
not want to let go of the money they are making on us with their
reproductive control industry. We need wells, schools, aspirin, and
instead they fill our clinics with condoms."
The question that begs to be asked is why? Because the pivotal
element of so-called sustainable development is reduction of fertility rates.
In other words, the key element is reducing the number of children per mother. Education of the girl child or the purpose of ensuring that she seeks greater use of contraception, abortion and
sterilization, and selects any occupation other than motherhood, is
a well-documented population control strategy.
This conference needs to be viewed in its context-as following 1
year after the Population Conference in ICPD and the original
Women's Conference followed 1 year after the 1974 first 20-year
plan of action. The women's issues became predominant when the
population issues became obvious and the woman is the agent of
population control. Hence, the scandalous link between the population control and the education of the girl child's gender concept.
Consider the following quote from Gender Perspectives in Family
Planning Programs of the Expert Group Meeting organized by the
Population Division of the United Nations in 1992. And I quote. "In
order to be effective in the long run, family planning programs
should not only focus on attempting to reduce fertility within existing gender roles, but rather on changing gender roles in order to
reduce fertility." To achieve this, the only relevant gender role that
needs to be controlled and discouraged is motherhood Since population control is the goal, motherhood is the antithesi . The United
Nations is creating a new marginalized group. Is the woman who
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chooses to have several children rapidly becoming marginalized by
design?
I urge that your subcommittee take whatever action is necessary
to ensure that the United States does not promote and actively opposes this blatant contempt for women. Thank you.
[The prepared statement of Ms. Royals appears in the appendix.]
Mr. SMITH. I thank you for your very eloquent and very fine remarks which I think brings the not-so-hidden agenda to the forefront. You know, as was pointed out with some of our earlier panels, so often so much of this is just framed in the backdrop of diplomacy and people saying nice things about one another and-the details. And as Mrs. Bork pointed out, you know, not only is this cultural imperialism, but there are actions that flow from this.
After each statement of principle comes what government should
do and what NGO's, everybody else should be doing, and there is
a very, very aggressive full plate of action contemplated for the
countries of the world. And I think when we get to, as Jeanne Head
pointed out, the Administration's obsession with promoting an
international right to abortion, which they indeed did-I myself circulated that Department of State cable that was a demarche that
went around the world talking about an international right to abortion, and then it was denied conveniently when it looked like many
of the countries of the Third World were rejecting it out of hand
and it was also a political problem for the Clinton administration,
a very disingenuous denial, I have to say, because the proof was
as clear as day.
I wonder if any of the panelists could tell us, tell the subcommittee who bracketed different parts of this document? I rote in the
area dealing with violence against women, there is a fine section
about trying to mitigate and deter violence against women, and
then I note with sadness that forced abortion and sex selection
abortions, prenatal sex selection as it pointed out here, female feticide, all of that is bracketed. Was that the western countries, was
that the United-States? Who was responsible for that?
Ms. HEAD. Well, first of all, some of us who were there don't have
a lot of knowledge of what happened, because most of the negotiations were held behind closed doors in informal sessions, to which
the nongovernmental organizations were not allowed to participate
or be involved in. However, some things did filter out, like it certainly was the United States that bracketed female feticide.
I understand they bracketed universally recognized human
rights. It is interesting to note that many times, I believe, that the
delegation in the United States was working through surrogates
like Canada. I think it was very obvious, because when they-at
the Prep Comm for the World Summit, when they floated the
brand-new cc.-1mitment on education and which included schoolbased clinics and we blew the whistle or them, they didn't introduce it, but it resurfaced in Copenhagen in the hands of the Canadian delegation, that kind of thing, which is very hard to document.
But this particular, as Mercedes Wilson pointed out earlier, was so
closed to so many people and so disorganized, it seemed-and I
don't know whether that was by design or not. One of their tactics
is delay and they keep delaying.
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They had to extend it and some of the countries who. can't afford
to send delegations staying in New York for three-and-a-half weeks
as it is and then they extend it, they had to go home. They had
their plane tickets. So that is a good way to get what you want.
Somebody leaves the room, then they put brackets on it or take it
off or whatever. So I couldn't be real specific about a lot of things
that the U.S. delegation did, because sometimes they were very
careful and sometimes we just didn't have the information.
Ms. KNIPPERS. It was a State Department official who told me,
who told me that the U.S. delegates did bracket universal and references to universal human rights. I am not sure whether that was
malicious or just simply incompetence. They said that they felt that
they didn't have high enough quality human rights experts on the
team at the Prep lomm, and John Shattuck has said that they
want to assure that we don't go to Beijing with that perspective.
On the other hand, when I was on a USIA TV telecast with Marjorie Margolies-Mezvinsky, and raised the question of universal
uman rights, she dismissed it as kind of an academic discussion.
So I am still very concerned about it.
Mr. SMITH. On the issue of gender, do you have expectations,
hopes, that the final Prep Comm can fix that? Or is this just something that is created, you know, like kind of part of the feminist
manifesto, which this will indeed emerge as if those kinds of things
are not fixed?
Ms. ROYALS. With gender being in the document over 200 times,
it would-in order to fix it, it would require a rewriting of the entire document. There are some proper concepts of the use of the
term, "gender" that can certainly be kept and can certainly be
used. Not-there should not be a knee- erk reaction that every time
gender is used it needs to be removed from the document. However,
since it is so pervasive and since it enters into the education of the
girl child, it enters into human rights, it enters into everything,
into the environmental concerns, et cetera. It really would take
major rewriting to expunge that gender reconstruction and changing of roles in women in addition to the fact that there are many
areas in the document that overtly have contempt for the values
and cultures of the different people.
And to your previous question, it is my understanding that it
was the U.S. delegation that bracketed parental rights consistently.
And it is also my understanding that it was the U.S. delegation
that bracketed human beings at tl.e center of development or people-centered, any time that people at the center of development or
sustainable development or any of that formula was used, which is
approximately about four times that it was bracketed. And when
that discussion came up at one of the State Department briefings,
it was more or less along the lines of we need to ask the trees how
they feel about this.
Mr. SMITH. Is it your understanding from the Prep Comms that
the Third World delegates were largely cowered and whipsawed
into acceptance?
Ms. HEAD. Absolutely. Particularly in the Prep Comm for Beijing.
I think it is no surprise that some of the pro-life delegations and
pro-family delegations are having trouble getting accreditation to
Beijing, because they began to recognize us as being effective. And
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a large number of the pro-life delegates-for example, particularly
the exam ple in particular is the whole chapter on the girl child was
designed by the group of 77. And they hammered it all out. And
a number of them were determined to keep in the reference to female feticide in relation to sex selection as along with female infanticide.
And we were just certain, you know, that there were enough in
that closed room that would stand up for it. And all of a sudden,
we got a message that came out and said it is all falling apart. And
it turns out that one delegate in particular who had been called in
by her government and told to not say anything, she was muzzled.
And that happened in a number of cases like that. Obviously, the
pressures are there.
On the gender issue, I know that certain delegates told me that
particularly the U.S. delegation was heard to give veiled threats of
denial of funding if they did not stand up and do what the United
States wanted them to do.
Mr. SMITH. Let me just ask, I had -heard from a very reliable
source that Marorie Margolies-Mezvinsky had at an NGO briefing
said that the U.S. delegation was pushing for this reproductive
choice, international right to abortion. And I asked that question
specifically of Secretary of State Warren Christopher, and he denied it and said that the U.S. delegation was not.
It reminded me, it was almost a reprise of what we heard in
Cairo, because I saw it with my own eyes there, that we were indeed pushing such a thing, and then backed off only because we
were defeated because many of the countries of the world respect
and revere their unborn children.
More than 95 countries, as we all know, I think, have laws or
constitutional protections for their unborn children. Almost all of
Central and South America, for example, protect their unborn children from abortion on demand. And we get these denials from the
highest people, Warren Christopher. And yet I look at this document and I see language that on. fertility regulation and reproductive choice and other words that very easily can be construed to be
that. And then there is the unsafe abortion language, which was
the way abortion was back-doored into this country, by constantly
using that method.
Jeanne, if you wanted to talk about that.
Ms. HEAD. Well, it is interesting that on the very day that you
had that hearing, the U.S. delegation was making its comment, for
example, about female feticide, that they didn't want to use that
terminology because of reproductive rights. And it is interesting
that we did get a copy of that transcript or that hearing, public
transcript, and were distributing it to some of the delegates. Because it is very important, as you found out in Cairo for the prolife, Central African, South American, Latin American, and other
countries that are strongly pro-life, for them to know that not everyone in the United States, aud in fact the majority of the people
in the United States do not agree with what the U.S. delegation
is doing.
So whenever we get anything like that, we pass it out to the delegates. And it so happened that somebody passed one of those transcripts the next day, to Mr. Wirth, who happened for the first time,

the day after your hearing, to appear at the Prep Comm, that we
saw publicly. And 15 minutes later, the U.N. Security came downstairs in Gestapo fashion and tried to close us down, told us that
we couldn't distribute an thing but U.N.-approved documents. And
we had to spend the whole rest of the day to reverse that situation.
Mr. SMrH. So the proceeding of a House of Representatives committee with remarks by the Secretary of State was considered to
be contraband?
Ms. HEAD. Apparently. It seemed that way.
Mr. SMITH. Nobody dares call it censorship.

Would any of the panelists have any further comments they
would like to make? Unfortunately, we have another vote pending
on the floor and you have been very patient. This has been a very
long hearing, but very, very insightful.
Ms. HEAD. May I just add one thing that I just found out yesterday. When you were talking about accreditation, Tom Minery from
the Focus on the Family told me that he had been told that they
had international status and could have five representatives attend
the conference. And he said he just got notice yesterday, I believe,
that they are now reduced to national status and can only have
two.
Mr. SMITH. OK. Without-any further comments?
Ms. ROYALS. I just want to congratulate you on the timing of this
hearing, because as you know, July 31st through August 4th are
some very, very important informal intercessions, which if everything is accomplished there, that the agendas of the organizations
and institutions we have been referring to all day today, Beijing
will just be unimportant.
The negotiations occurring at the United Nations beginning July
31st through August 4th are the most important negotiations for
the removal of brackets. So the timing of this was excellent and I
congratulate you.
Mr. SMiTH. Again, you know, some of you may ha,,e been here
earlier, but Mr. Lantos took great exception that the ambassador
to the United Nations, Madeleine Albright, was not here. We invited her here, and I hope to have her here before the Prep Comm.
I think it is very important that on the record we have this exchange and the information you have provided to the subcommittee
will be of very great value in getting to the bottom of the accreditation ;-sue, the visa issue, and most importantly, the core information with regards to the conference itself. Because again, many of
the press, many people who are looking at this are just glossing
over these very weighty issues. And while we may be informed
here, these Third World countries that don't have mega staff to go
through what is going to come their way during the implementation phase, I think it is very, very-you have done a tremendous
public service for the world by your testimony.
So I will carry this, members of the subcommittee, and I know
there are none here now remaining, but there is a great interest
in this, from Senator Bob Dole, the Majority Leader, to Newt Gingrich, to our distinguished chairman, Ben Gilman, there is a tremendous amount of concern about the substance as well as the accreditation. And it is not going to go away.
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The Admin!' ,ation bullied their way during previous conferences. I saw it myself. I was ashamed of it, in all candor. I said
that to Under Secretary Tim Wirth, Under Secretary of State. We
did not behave ourselves or carry ourselves with class in Cairo.
And hopefully that will be changed when we get-if they do go to
Beijing.
Ms. HEAD. I would just like to add that it was exciting to find
out in Cairo that the rest of the world is pro-life. And it is sad to
know that they are being pressured to adopt our failed policies.
Mr. SMrrH. You know, just one final comment, and then I will

adjourn. That was the greatest revelation to me as well. I had
known myself that most of the. countries of the world protect their
unborn, they revere motherhood, and basic traditional values are
deeply respected. And all of a sudden I saw the United States and
many of the Western powers as acting in a role that was very unsavory, trying to force, pressure, even coerce these countries into accepting a view of the world and a few of their families that they
found unacceptable. And it not only was the delegates themselves
that said this to me, because I, like you, and perhaps a few others
here talked to delegates day in and day out in Cairo, but even their
news media their radio and television and newspaper journalists
were befuddled and at times even angered by the U.S. insistence
that we follow a perspective that forced abortion on the world.
So it was an eye-opener to me. The world really is not with us.
They have a better understanding, I think, of traditional values
than we do. So I do thank you for your testimony and this hearing
is adourned.
[Whereupon, at 2:53 p.m., the subcommittee was adjourned, to
reconvene subject to the call of the Chair.]

UNITED NATIONS FOURTH WORLD
CONFERENCE ON WOMEN
WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 2, 1995
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS,
SUBCOMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL OPERATIONS AND HuMAN
RIGHTS,

Washington, DC.
The subcommittee met pursuant to call, at 2:06 p.m. in room
2172, Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. Christopher H. Smith,
(chairman of the subcommittee) presiding.
Mr. SMITH. The subcommittee will come to order. Good' afternoon. This is a second in a series of hearings on The Fourth U.N.
Conference on Women, which is scheduled to be held in Beijing this
September.
Last week, we heard testimony from human rights organizations
and women's groups, and their testimony was not encouraging.
Several witnesses testified to the effect it would be shameful to
participate in a human rights event in a nation that is holding a
.S. citizen, Harry Wu, as a hostage in an attempt to extract po itical concessions from the United States. Others testified about the
generally deplorable human rights record of the Beijing regime,
particularly in its treatment of women.
Louisa Coan of Amnesty International testified, and I quote,
"I'he Chinese human rights record for women is dismal." Other
witnesses pointed out that the victims of China's human rights violations are not limited to its own citizens. Prospective attendees
and observers have been cautioned, for example, against the public
display of Bibles, which may result in prosecution for possession of
forbidden religious literature.
Commissioner Carl Anderson of the United States Commission
on Civil Rights testified on a resolution passed by the Commission
urging a U.S. boycott of the conference unless these problems are
addressed and solved in advance. The Commission's resolution
urges that "Our government should not agree to send a delegation
whose participation is conditional on the relinquishment or attenuation of the right of religious freedom, including religious expression or the right not to be discriminated against based on religion.
The participation of the U.S. delegation in the Beijing conference
should be conditional on the release of Mr. Wu and on credible assurarces that the religious rights of American 3 in China will be respected."
There was also testimony about the lack of basic due process and
fundamental fairness in the conference procedures. Representatives
(73)
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of groups representing the women of Taiwan and Tibet testified
that their groups had been denied accreditation for the conference.
Organizations representing moderate to conservative viewpoints
testified to viewpoint-baseT discrimination in the accreditation procedures. Although many such groups were eventually accredited, it
was only after a struggle and a congressional outcry, and it remains to be seen whether Beijing will issue them the requisite
visas.
Finally, there was testimony that the tentatively approved conference documents may be designed not so much to address legitimate problems of the Ill treatment of women as to advance a radical feminist agenda. We have heard about the absence of any favorable mention of family or motherhood. We heard doubts about
whether the often repeated word "gender' is simply a reference to
men and women, or whether it refers to a radical feminist theory
of gender perspective, in which gender roles are socially constructed rather than inherent and God-given. And we heard about
the refusal of those preparing the document to come out squarely
against forced abortion or against abortion for the purpuse of sex
selection.
Today, we will hear from three Administration witnesses. We
hope their testimony will help the subcommittee to understand the
Administration's thinking behind the U.S. participation in the
Beijing conference, in light of serious human rights violations, and
particularly, the oppression of women by the Chinese government.
We also hope to get a better understanding of what the Administration believes our standard should be with respect to participation in the international conference in a nation which holds a U.S.
citizen as hostage.
Finally, we hope to hear what official U.S. policy will be in respect to the important procedural and substantive problems that
have arisen in connection with the conference; and these include,
discrimination in the accreditation process against groups in Taiwan and Tibet, possible viewpoint-based discrimination against
conservative and moderate women, denial of meaningful access to
the conference to NGO organizations, and the failure of the draft
document to endorse societal protection of the family or of motherhood, the failure of the document to define gender in such a way
that it addresses the legitimate fears of those women who believe
that it is being used as a code word for something other than the
inherent characteristics of men and women, and whether the final
document will clearly condemn forced abortion and sex selection
abortion, or whether, on the other hand, it will endorse an international right to abortion.
Our first witness is Madeleine Albright, the U.S. permanent representative to the United Nations. She serves as a member of the
President's Cabinet and as a member of the National Security
Council. Ambassador Albright previously served as the research
professor of international affairs and director of the Women in Foreign Service Program at Georgetown University School of Foreign
Service. Ambassador Albright, we are very much appreciative to
have you here. We welcome you and look forward to your testimony. I would like- to yield to Mr. Lantos for any opening comments.

Mr. LANros. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. Let me say,
I feel particularly fortunate this week to have the pleasure of being
at hearings where remarkable women represent the United States.
Yesterday, as a member of the joint subcommittees that held the
Waco hearing, I had the great privilege of welcoming and praising
Janet Reno, a remarkable public servant who has put tW rest the
notion that Waco was a government conspiracy, rather than the climax of the brutal life of a criminally deranged lunatic loader of a
far-out cult that killed innocent children.
Today, I am delighted to welcome our most distinguished guest,
Ambassador Madeleine Albright. She has upheld the sterling tradition of superb service of several previous U.S. ambassadors to the
United Nations. I would argue that through her tireless and extraordinarily brilliant and eloquent efforts to defend and promote
U.S. interests in that international body, she has acquired the most
illustrious record of any U.S. ambassador to the United Nations in
the history of that organization.
Certainly, as our top representative at the United Nations and
head of the U.S. delegation to the U.N.'s Fourth World Conference
on Women, she clearly is the U.S. Government's representative
best qualified to discuss our concerns with respect to U.S. participation at the conference.
With the testimony of Ambassador Albright today, we are now
having the hearing we should have had 2 weeks ago. Instead of
highlighting the pros and cons of U.S. participation at the Fourth
Women's Conference, the previous hearing bogged down in tedious
discussion of some topics that the majority of member countries do
not consider very significant issues. The salient points about the
conference are, in my view, the following:
This is a U.N. conference, not a Chinese conference. The agenda
and the procedures were agreed to by the member states of the
United Nations, not dictate d by the Chinese. I, personally, opposed
the decision of the Bush administration to agree to Beijing as the
site of the conference, but I recognize that it was the executive
branch's prerogative to make that final decision.
To attempt to undo that decision at this hour would cause not
only great difficulties for the conference organizers and a great disappoiitment for the thousands of women who are planning to attend, but we would be blamed, fairly or not, for doing irreparable
harm to a conference that many women believe will galvanize the
international community into meaningful action to advance the status of women.
Mr. Chairman, many countries share our concerns, and they
have decided that the best option is to go to Beijing and engage in
the most open forum possible under the circumstances. They will
seek to gain broad press coverage for the conference, and they will
try to engage in dialog with their Chinese hosts and thousands of
Chinese citizens.
We, of course, all realize that the Chinese place severe limits on
freedom of action. Our delegates intend to protest these violations
of internationally recognized rights. However, they think, and I
think, that our presence in Beijing and the presence in Beijing of
a large gathering of non-Chinese from all over the world, and the
direct relevance of the conference agenda for Chinese women, will
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have profound repercussions on that very closed society. I do not
think anyone would argue that the impact of the conference will be
infinitely greater if the voices of American participants are heard.
Our women will bring to the conference unparalleled commitment,
expertise, experience, vision, and a passionate commitment to a
free and open society.
Now, my record in the Congress over the past decade and a half
rather clearly demonstrates that I do not believe in mollycoddling
the Chinese. Not long ago, I led the fight which in large measure
succeeded in preventing the Chinese from winning the right to host
the Olympics in Beijing in the year 2000. There were few things
that the Chinese wanted more desperately than the recognition and
the reflected glory of hosting the Olympics in the year 2000.
My resolution, which overwhelmingly passed the House and the
parallel resolution introduced by Senator Bradley, which passed
the Senate, played a significant role in denying the Chinese something they wanted desperately, the Olympics in the year 2000.
When my resolution passed, I made it clear I had every intention
of introducing a parallel resolution with respect to the lympics in
the year 2004 if Chinese human rights conditions do not dramatical1ly improve in the meantime.
Te most recent legislation I introduced in this committee reLee
garding the private visit to the United States of President
passed
subsequently
and
unanimously
passed
Taiwan,
eng-Hui of
unanimously in the House of Representatives. Then the Senate
urged President Clinton to allow President Lee to come to the United States so that he could give a speech at his alma mater, Cornell
University. I took on the Administration, which I generally support, because I felt at the time, and I still feel, that the Administration's position was dead wrong in attempting to deny an alumnus
of a distinguished U.S. university the right to make a private visit
to his alma mater. I was very p leased that in the final analysis,
the Administration yielded to the congressional demand that the
President of Taiwan be allowed to visit Cornell. The Chinese, of
course, went ballistic. Both of these actions scored direct hits
against a despicable dictatorial regime.
Now, Mr. Chairman, with all due respect to you, let me say that
your legislation has a fatal flaw in its logic. It assumes that the
Chinese are anxious to have an articulate, free, vocal, powerful
American delegation in Beijing during this conference. In my judgment, nothing could be further from the truth. There is nothing the
Chinese would prefer more than for the United States to self-isolate itself from the global community, and while all of our friends
and allies in the democratic countries will be represented by, their
women's organizations, our women as groups would be denied the
privilege of attending this conference.
I am not certain of many things. As you get older, you get certain
of fewer and fewer things, but I am convinced that the Chinese
would love nothing more than your legislation to pass and to be implemented because that would remove from Beijing the single most
articulate and significant voice for freedom, democracy, human
rights, and women's rights.
holding of the
ow, the two issues I mentioned, the denial of the
2000 Olympics in Beijing, and the granting of the visa to the Presi-
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dent of Taiwan, one might argue are symbolic issues. But, a few
weeks ago along with a number of colleagues, and I think some of
them are here on the platform with us, I was in the minority, in
the very small minority, of members who voted to deny most favored nation treatment to China. That was a substantive vote. My
good friend, Mr. Funderburk, and I worked together in trying to
persuade our colleagues unsuccessfully that that is the policy we
should adopt.
China sells us $40 billion worth of goods. We sell China $10 billion worth of goods. They have a $30 billion trade surplus with us.
They have no place to sell the toys and trinkets that we buy in
such unbelievable quantities. That would have been substantive leverage on seeing to it that human rights, including women's rights,
could be improved. But the majority of our colleagues and the Administration were on the other side; so, we lost on that issue.
The women's conference is a matter of enormous importance. It
is not an issue solely in our hands to decide. The conference, obviously, will take place whether we are there or not. It is much too
late to move it to another site, and no country is interested in moving it to another site. We will not have support if we launch a last
ditch effort to change the venue. The Brits will go, and the French
will go, and the Australians will go, and the New Zealanders will
go and the Danes will go, and the Dutch will go, and the Germans
will go, and the Swedes will go, and everybody will go, except
American women. By boycotting the conference, we would do the
greatest damage to the group we wish to help, the women of the
world who are still fighting for equal access to food, shelter, education, healthcare, job opportunities, and fundamental equality.
In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I wholeheartedly wish that the conference were to be held somewhere else, in a free city, in a free
country. But the Bush administration made the decision that the
UnitedStates would participate at this conference in Beijing.
I do not want to hear arguments about Harry Wu being in prison
while we have that conference. Harry Wu is a friend of mine.
Harry Wu is a hero of the human rights movement. But, there is
no doubt in my mind that if Harry Wu were to testify alongside
Madeleine Albright, given his whole public record, he would urge
us to be there. He snowed us with great courage that you sometimes need to go to China to make a point. He is making the point
in a Chinese prison as we meet here. I want the women of America
to make that same point as they express themselves articulately,
intelligently, eloquently, powerfully, at the conference.
I want to wish all participants, and particularly, the chairperson
of our delegation, Madeleine Albright, the best of luck in representing the values we share. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. SMITH. Mr. Funderburk.
Mr. FUNDERBURK. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Welcome, Madame
Ambassador.
I am ashamed that the United States of America is sending a
delegation to the United Nation's Conference on Women. It is not
surprising that the Clinton administration, which has declared itself to be the one true voice for women's rights, is promoting an
agenda in the name of women in the most oppressive regime on the
planet. This is a regime which has brutalized and enslaved its peo-

pie. It practices forced abortion and sterilization. We have heard
first hand from Harry Wu and the victims of the Golden Venture,
women forced into the sea because they would not submit to the
destruction of the most innocent helpless humanity imaginable,
their children.
Perhaps the true agenda of the Beijing Conference on Women
mirrors what this Administration is really about. Undersecretary of
State for Global Affairs, Tim Wirth, working closely with his right
or left hand, if you will, Bella Abzug, and officials from the Departments of Education and HHS, has formulated several themes
which he intends to promote at the Beijing conference. They range
from expanding the definition of gender by declaring five new genders, male, female, homosexual, bisexual, and transsexual, as well
as the promotion of the unratified CEDAW, Conventional Elimination of Ml! Forms of Discrimination Against Women, a treaty in
which fathers and husbands are described as the primary abusers
of women and children, and the promotion of an international
quota system which mandates that all legislatures have women
comprising 50 percent of their membership.
As I said earlier, it is shameful for the United States to be a participant in this conference at any place in the world, let alone
Beijing. As a former ambassador to a harsh communist country,
China, I know that China was recently described by Amnesty
International as the world's most egregious violator of women's
rights through forced abortion, rape and sterilization. Infanticide,
the ultimate form of gender discrimination, is carried out daily by
the Beijing regime to the tune of millions of innocent deaths'every
year. The result is a sex ratio in China which favors males over
females by 64 percent.
A byproduct of this conference, perhaps the greatest outrage of
all, is the carrot and stick approach that the U.S. delegation is
using against developing countries. Either accept the gender feminist population control agenda of the U.N. WHO, or forget about
foreign aid from the United States.
Mr. Wirth and his cohorts have violated every diplomatic decency
and stopped at nothing to insult Catholic and Islamic governments
around the world. Thanks to President Clinton, we now have a
State Department working for the anti-family agenda of the United
Nations. So, the next time you hear this Administration talk about
family values and affirmative action, take a look at what they said
and did at the U.N. Conference on Women and see how it stacks
up.

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that two letters and
supporting documents, one submitted to me by the Reverend James
Dobson, and one by Concerned Women for America, be included in
the record.
Mr. SMITH. Without objection.
Mr. FUNDERBURK. Thank you.

[Materials submitted for the record appear in the appendix.]
Mr. SMITH. Mr. Berman.
Mr. BERMAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I want to associate myself with the position of my colleague, Mr. Lantos, on this issue.
Both he and Ambassador Albright will have, and will articulate, I
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think, the compelling reasons for participation. I just want to make
a couple of points.
I read your opening statement, Mr. Chairman. I guess I want to
take issue with at least one thing that you state in there. You postulate in your recitation of the issues with respect to U.S. policy
whether the final document will clearly condemn forced abortion
and sex selection abortion, or whether, on the other hand, it will
endorse an international right to abortion.
The opposite of condemning forced abortion and sex selection
abortion is not an international right to abortion. It will be affirming the right of the abhorrent Chinese practices of forced abortion.
To put those two in opposite positions, Iunderstand may very well
reflect your position. It is not the position of many of us. It is not
the position of the majority of Americans. It undercuts the effort
to call attention to the abhorrent practices that the Chinese government, and the government of its provinces, engages in forced
and coerced abortion to proclaim that the choice is condemning
that or affirming an international right to abortion. So, I just wanted to disassociate myself from that part of your opening statement
because I do not think it reflects the polar opposites that you seek
to imply in your statement.
Second I do think, as we deal with the Chinese practices, the
case needs to be made as to why withholdingour participation in
this conference, with all the negatives that Mr. Lantos has mentioned and that Ambassador Albright's statement speaks to, why
the causes that we do share with respect to human rights practices
and Chinese policies will be furthered by that absence. Why will
Harry Wu's release be more likely because we do not participate?
I think it is a more rigorous test than simply the statement.
On the issue of MFN, a closed issue, but I thought a very good
case could be made that denying a country whose government engages in these practices the trade benefits that allow it to maintain
a $30 billion balance of payments, positive balance of payments
with us, had a coherent relationship to Chinese practices. I do not
understand why refusing to participate in this, in this particular
conference would.
The third thing I would like to do is just introduce into the
record a statement by human rights and women's organizations
calling on the United States to work at the Beijing conference to
protect women's human rights. It is dated July 25. It gives the reasons for its belief that we should participate. Its signatories are the
leaders of some of the critical and most important, most objective,
human rights organizations.
[Materials submitted for the record appear in the appendix.]
It includes the director of the Washington Amnesty International
U.S.A., whose comment has been cited by several members here
today. It includes the executive director of the International
Human Rights Law Group. It includes the director of the International Campaign for Tibet, the International Committee of Lawyers for Tibet, the Tibetan Women's Delegation. It includes Xiao
Qiang, the executive director of human rights in China. It includes
some of the people who are dedicated, are the most dedicated, to
trying to change the Chinese government's policy. They say we
should participate in it.

If there is no objection, Mr. Chairman, I would ask that the
statement by the International Human Rights Law Group and
other supporters be included in the record of this hearing.
[Materials submittted for the record appear in the appendix.]
Mr. SMITH. Without objection, it is so ordered. Mr. Salmon.
Mr. SALMON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The People's Republic
of China is an inappropriate home for a conference that purports
to seek to improve the human rights of women. China has a sorry
record on human rights that few countries can match for outrageousness, from coercive population control policies that target
women and children, both born and unborn, to sex selection abortions that target women and children, to forced abortions which
target women and children, to forced sterilizations that target men
and women, while suggesting that children are a scourge to be
eradicated.
These are horrendous policies that violate the norms of human
decency. They are horrendous policies. At the same time, Chinese
officials have shown their contempt for the very women hoping to
participate in the conference. The imprisonment of American
human rights crusader, Harry Wu, simply adds insult to injury.
Yet, this Administration remains committed to be a part of this
show for the Communist government in Beijing, the same government that is preparing one of its show trials or American Harry
Wu. We must not reward China with our participation.
I am also disturbed by reports that the Administration hopes to
use this conference halfway around the world to undermine the
sanctity of motherhood in ways that it would not try to do within
our borders. Were it not for this other agenda, I believe the Administration would recognize thq terrible message that attendance
would send to oppressors of women and men the world over. Yet,
frankly, Mr. Chairman, I am not hopeful that we will be able to
convince the Administration to come to its senses. After all, this is
the Administration that remains committed to denying the Bosnian
people the chance to defend themselves as they are being slaughtered.
Of course, press reports indicate that the First Lady has her bags
packed for Beijing, ready as she is to push for an international fundamental right to terminate one's own child on demand and without apology. Let us not be a part of this travesty.
Finally, I think that those opposed to this position are overlooking a very critical, but elemental, part of the Chinese tradition.
That is the aspect of saving face. Having lived in that part of the
world for a couple of years myself, and having been a 'tudent of
the Chinese culture, let me tell you, Mr. Chairman, how im ortant
it is to save face. If we send delegates from the country that denotes the bastion of freedom and human rights the world over, I
would ask you this, does that not ratify the location? Does that not
symbolize that we are accepting that China is, indeed, pursuing the
same human rights that we are pursuing?
I would tell you that I do believe that there is an inability to understand what really makes the Chinese government tick, and
their lust for power and control of the very people that they purport to serve. I believe that by sending a delegation, we are simply
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ratifying, and we would do great harm to the cause we purport to
improve. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Salmon. Mrs. Meyers.
Mrs. MEYERS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. There are certainly two
ways of looking at what the United States should do in relation to
this conference in Beijing. Many people, even many people who are
very supportive of women's rights, think that the thing that we
ought to do is just boycott.
I thought about that, but I have come to believe that it is really
important for us to have a presence in Beijing. Now, we may want
to decide how high a level of conference delegates that we have, but
the forces of oppression and the human rights abuses that take
place in this world are certainly on the rise, and they do focus on
women. The United States has always led the world in promoting
human rights and working to prevent atrocities against women.
That is why I believe that the United States should participate in
the U.N. Fourth World Conference on Women, even if it is held in
Beijing. Failure to do so would hand the foes of freedom a victory
that I am sure a supporter of human rights would not really want
to give them.
First, I would like to say, I wish it were not being held in
Beijing. It would be much better if it were another location. I do
not know a soul who does not feel that way. We did not choose the
location. I believe the United Nations chose the location, and I
think the reason for this was because it was Asia's turn for a U.N.
conference, and no one else, at that time, wanted to host a conference. That is the reason that this conference ended in Beijing,
which is probably not a good place for it.
I will not talk a whole lot longer. I am anxious to hear what the
Secretary is going to say. I just wanted to say that I think that not
going to the conference will not hurt the Chinese government at
all. In fact, I believe that they would prefer that the United States
boycott the conference. I am sure the Chinese government would
deeply appreciate it if there were not an American delegation at
the conference to call attention to China's horrific treatment of
women and girls. If we do not go, this official U.N. conference will
be dominated, or at least there will be a strong presence there, of
countries who are the enemies of human rights and the supporters
of oppression against women. That would be just fine with the Chinese communists, but I do not think it should be just fine with us.
If there were some way of moving this conference, I would
strongly support it. I do not think it is possible at this point in
time. There are 45,000 people going to this conference perhaps. But
the outcome of this conference is extremely important to three billion people in this world. I believe that the U.S. delegation Ohould
have the opportunity to promote the rights of women at the major
U.N. forum devoted to that cause. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. SMITH. Thank you, Mrs. Meyers. Madame Ambassador, your
full statement will be made a part of the record, but you are invited to proceed however you like.
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STATEMENT OF MADELEINE K ALBRIGHT, LITED STATES
PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE TO THE UNITED NATIONS
Ms. ALBRIGHT. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, to ynu and to the
members of the subcommittee. 1 am pleased to be here to discuss
with you the Administration's policy toward th'. Fourth World Conference of Women to be held in Beijing, Chin a, beginning on September 4, and I am especially glad to have the opportunity to give
you facts rather than have yoube dealing with hearsay.
I will begin by explaining why the Administration believes our
participation in the conference is important. Then, the leaders of
the team negotiating the conference platform for action will be
available to respond to your questions about the status of that effort. They are Melinda Kimble, Deputy Assistant Secretary of State
for International Organization Affairs, and Ambassador Victor
Marrero, who is our representative to the U.N. Economic and Social Council.
Let me begin, Mr. Chairman, by expressing my appreciation for
the interest you have shown in this conference. Although we may
have differences about some issues, we share a desire to improve
the status of women around the world. On that basis, I hope we
can find common ground on our approach to the Fourth World Conference.
As the leader of the American delegation to the conference, I am
pleased to say that I expect U.S. goals will have strong support.
These include promoting and protecting the human rights of
women and ending violence against women, expanding the participation of women in political and economic decisionmaking, assuring
equal access for women to education and healthcare throughout
their lives, strengthening families through efforts to balance the
work and family responsibilities of both women and men, and recognizing the increasing importance of NGO's. These goals are interconnected and at the heart of each is a commitment to the freedom
of individuals to exercise control over their own lives.
Mr. Chairman, I have spent the better part of my life working
for democracy. As someone whose family was driven from its home
twice as a child, first, by Hitler, and then, by Stalin, I believe it
is the responsibility of every free person to do what he or she can
to advance the freedom of others, and I intend to see that our delecration to the Women's Conference serves as an unabashed advocate
or freedom and human rights.
Now, I am well aware that there are some who say that we
should withdraw from the Women's Conference in light of the
human rights policy of the host country. Those suggestions are well
motivated, but they miss the main point. American withdrawal
would not stop the conference or cause it to be moved. It would
lead, instead, to a conference in which 130 million American
women would be unrepresented, and in which American influence
and leadership would not be felt. It just does not make sense in the
name of human rights to boycott a conference that has, as a primary purpose, the promotion of human rights.
The way to help women in China and elsewhere is not to abandon the field to others but rather, to attend this conference, to debate the differences of philosophy that exist, to lay out before the
world the abuses we want to halt, and to gain commitments to

change from the societies most in need of change. That is what
leadership and a belief in free discussion are all about.
With respect to Harry Wu, our position is clear. He should be released immediately and unharmed. His case is a top priority for the
United
I can understand why some would want to tie conference States.
participation
to Mr. Wu's release, but that assumes falsely
that our attendance would be some sort of favor to Beijing. We
have no cause to believe that our approach to the conference will
have any impact on China's decisions concerning Mr. Wu.
We do have reason, however, to hope that the conference will
have a positive effect on the status of women in China. Conference
preparations already have contributed to a heightened awareness
within China of women's issues. There is public discussion of previously taboo subjects, including violence against women. Chinese
women returning from the preparatory meetings have described
their heightened sensitivity to the depiction of women in their own
media and to the economic exploitation of women. It matters a
great deal that more than 5,000 Chinese women will participate in
the NGO forum and will take their impressions back to their communities.
Given the nature of China's human rights record, I do not mean
to exaggerate the impact of this one conference. But as a former
member of the Board of the National Endowment for Democracy,
I know that one of the best ways to promote democratic thinking
is to expose people to new ideas on matters that relate directly to
their own lives.
The Women's Conference will contribute to a freer and more equitable world. As its recommendations are implemented, it will also
strengthen families around the world. We know from our own experience that when families are strong, children are cared for, socially-constructing values are taught, and an environment is created in which civility and law may thrive.
We want momentum to build around the idea that women and
men should share fairly the responsibilities of family life. We want
to see girls valued to the same degree as boys. We want parents
and prospective parents to be able to make informed judgments as
they plan their families. We want to see domestic violence curtailed
ana condemned. Each of these is a central element of the conference draft Platform for Action, and effective action on each will
help families and communities everywhere.
In this context, I note the recent letter of Pope John Paul II in
which he expresses deep appreciation to the United Nations for its
sponsorship of the Women's Conference. In the letter, His Holiness
cites an urgent need to achieve real equality in every area, equal
pay for equal work, protection for working mothers, fairness in career advancements, equality of spouses with respect to family
rights, and the recognition of everything that is part of the rights
and duties of citizens in a democratic state.
Mr. Chairman, in preparing for the conference, a great deal of
progress has been made on key issues. It is inevitable, however
that in an effort to develop a final document, some differences will
arise. For example, in light of the current budget constraints, the
United States is wary of calls for developed countries to increase
foreign aid. We are opposed to the view put forward by some that

men and women have rigidly defined roles that permit discrimination against women. We will block the introduction of extraneous
issues, such as the U.S. embargo against Cuba. We are opposing
statements inconsistent with our own traditions of free speech.
We will hold firm in Beijing to the commitments made at the
1994 U.N. Conference in Cairo regarding reproductive health and
rights. We are determined that there be no stepping back from the
principle ratified in the 1993 Vienna declaration that "The human
rights of women and girls are an inalienable, integral, and indivisible part of universal human rights."
Given the scope of the conference, it is also inevitable that in addition to differences of views, there will be differences of understanding. The draft platform for action is not, at this point, an artistic success. It is repetitive and it often uses a half a dozen words
or paragraphs where one would do. It may be partly for this reason
that some rather bizarre misunderstandings have arisen.
For example, some articles in the press have argued wrongly that
the U.S. delegation is intent on redefining motherhood, fatherhood,
family and gender. The document's call "for equal treatment for
women" has been trivialized by the suggestion that it would require absolute statistical parity between men and women in every
field of endeavor. Most incredibly, my office has been besieged by
calls criticizing my alleged belief that there are five sexes, which
is something that even Saddam Hussein has not accused me of in
the past.
Just so we are clear, for more than two decades, the term gender
has been used in U.N. documents when referring to the socially ascribed roles of the two, count them, two sexes. The contact group
established to resolve this issue agrees that gender was understood
as it has been used in the United Nations for 20 years, and it does
not have, and may I say that again, does not have another broader
meaning when used in the Platform for Action. In other words,
gender refers to male and female.
Mr. Chairman, since the first women's conference 20 years ago,
opportunities for women have expanded throughout the world. It is
no longer a question of whether women from all countries will have
a strong voice in controlling their destinies, but only when and how
that goal will be achieved. Building inclusive societies is still a
work in progress. The United States has been working on it for
more than two centuries. For more than half of our nation's history, until 75 years ago this month, American women could not
even vote. Many traditional or authoritarian societies still have a
very long way to go. The Fourth Women's Conference will offer
guidelines and promote commitments ifor every state to move forward whatever their current practices and policies may be.
Mr. Chairman, in preparing for this hearing, I happened to come
across an old Chinese poem which struck me as relevant to much
of what we are discussing here today. In the poem, a father says
to his young daughter, "We keep a dog to watch the house, a pig
is usefl, too. We kee a cat to catch a mouse, but what can we
do with a girl like you.
For me, the Women's Conference will be a success if it brings us
even a little closer to the day when girls all over the world will be
able to look ahead with confidence that their lives will be valued,

their individuality respected, their rights protected, and their futures determined by their own abilities and character. In such a
world, the lives of all of us, men and women, boys and girls, will
be enriched. It is to make progress toward such a world that the
United States will be participating actively, forcefully, and proudly
in Beijing.
In tat effort, we welcome the interest of this subcommittee and
of all Members of the Congress, and we solicit your counsel and
support. Thankyou very much, Mr. Chairman.
[The prepared statement of Ms. Albright appears in the appendix.]
Mr. SMITH. Thank you very much, Madame Ambassador for your
very comprehensive statement and for some of the words that I
find reassuring in what you have told us today. I would like to ask
you a few questions, and I will yield to my colleagues to questions
that they might have.
The first would be, just to try to get a better understanding and
maybe it is a bit hypothetical, but what would it take, in terms of
human rights practices by a country, to cause the United States
not to go to that country and participate? I happened to serve as
chairman of the Commission on Security and Cooperation in Europe, and the OSCE, as you know, has a very well-defined modus
operandi when it comes to the conduct of conferences. Host countries must provide unfettered contact with the press. Their rights,
the right of free speech, association, cannot be diluted. The problem
that we have here, and this is why I have been arguing, I even
said, "No conference." I have been arguing for quite some time to
change the venue because already we here that there is going to
be a major effort conducted by the Chinese to preclude contact with
nationals in Beijing. You might speak to, if you would, what kind
of advice ou have given to our potential delegates and NGO's in
terms of their contact with Chinese people in Beijing.
Would we be willing to go to a place-for instance, we canceled
and would not participate in the Moscow Human Rights Conference
precisely because of egregious human rights abuses in that country.
The invasion of Afghanistan was certainly a major determinant in
that case. It seems to me that we send a message that is very, very
bold, and I think Mr. Salmon hit the nail right on the head when
he talked about U.S. non-participation based on principle w.
certainly send a clear message, particularly as it relates to loss oi
face on the part of the Chinese.
They are going to try to circumscribe this conference. They are
already doing it by moving the NGO forum, as you know, so far
away from the main site. There was an article just recently in the
Washington Post detailing how difficult it will be for that kind of
interface that is so important when the NGO forum is held alongside the main forum. They have made that kind of interface and
contact very, very difficult, and that is by design, I would submit.
But, again, getting to some of the ke) "sues, I would like to ask,
what would it take? Here, we have a country that forcibly aborts
millions, not thousands, not hundreds of thousands, millions of its
women every single year, forcibly sterilizes them. We had a hearing, and I wish Administration witnesses and folks had been here
to hear it, of three women that the. Clinton administration is going
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to send back to the People's Republic of China, to the same people
that are holding Harry Wu, and again, I wish members of' both
sides of the aisle would have been there, we had a few, but not the
kind of numbers that I think were appropriate, to hear these
women tell how they had been forcibly aborted as part of the routine enforcement of the one-child per couple policy.
One woman testified-she came in, by the way, in shackles by
our own INS people, which I found outrageous. This poor woman,
who is a threat to no one, came in with ber hands bund. Right
as she went to the door coming into the hearing room, the shackles
were taken off. The point I am making is, this Administration is
going to send those women back. They are excludable. When the
asylum law was changed, and I find that fri ghtening in terms of
a woman's rights point of view-not even talking about the children any more. These are the women who have been victimized.
They are going back to China.
This woman talked about how one of them, at 6 months, she was
forcibly aborted. She went into vivid detail as to how they did it.
And then, another woman testified that she picked up a child that
had been abandoned, a little baby girl, pickedher up off the street,
essentially, and that was counted against the allotment of children
she was allowed and she was told she had to be forcibly sterilized,
and she became pregnant and was forcibly aborted.
These victims are going to be sent back. That is why when the
wonderful talk in the document about women's rights and the
rights of the girl child-and you are right. I agree. I am the father
of two girls, two boys and two girls. I want them to have every opportunity humanly possible to go as far as their talents will allow,
and I hope all women have that capability. It all reads very well,
but then, when you have the reality of a dictatorship that oppresses its women so brutally, and this Administration sending
these women back, which I find to be shameful and an abomination, and, again, they are excludable and they can go back any day
now. The deeds do not match with the highfalutin, and I think,
very laudable words that are contained, in many cases, in this document.
Iraq: would we go to Iraq and have a human rights conference?
If this was 1938 or 1939, would we go to Nazi Germany and have
a human rights conference? Maybe we would if we would speak out
boldly in a country-specific way. But I am fearful that in the U.N.
method, and I saw this in Cairo myself, where Peng Pei Yung, who
runs the one child per couple policy, was given the red carpet.
Yes, there was language in there talking about coercion, but
when it is not country-specific, when voices are not raised in a way
that says, "China, you are exploiting your women in the most cruel
and degrading way humanly possible," they can sit back and say
they agree with the consensus document because itdoes not apply
to us.
So, if you could, about the actual place and some of these other
issues, how our delegates might have been admonished not to do
certain things, I yield to the distinguished ambassador.
Ms. ALBRIGHT. Let me say that Beijing is not a place I would
have chosen for this conference had the choice been up to me. I
agree with Congressman Meyers as she describes the problems in-

herent in having this conference in Beijing. Also, she describes accurately the problems or the genesis of how the conference came
to be in Beijing. To complicate it even further, even since 1992,
there have not been other countries in Asia that have offered to
take this conference on. So, that is one of the major issues. I think
that those facts speak for themselves.
As far as judgments about where and when you hold conferences,
I think that it has to be done on a case by case basis. One has to
weigh the pros and cons of going to a particular place with the
message that one needs to deliver. I happen to think that the presence of somewhere between 40,000 and 50,000 women in China,
speaking their minds on all the subjects that you have raised and
that I spoke about in my testimony, is something that is going to
have a very loud resonance. That when we go there, holding our
heads high and explaining fully what is important to us in al the
various parts of human rights in terms of what we believe the role
of women can and should be against abuses and against human
rights generally, that we are sending a very strong message about
how we want to have women treated and how we believe human
ri hts should be pursued.
I think, in fact, that it is something out of which we should make
a plus. This is an opportunity for us to make our voices heard very
loud, and if we were not to go, which is truly hypothetical, I think,
first of all, as I stated in my testimony, American women would be
not represented at what is a once-in-a-decade conference, to set the
standards and the bench marks for where we want countries to go.
Then, an additional problem is that there are 7,000 to 8,000 women
that are members of the NGO's that will go no matter what, and
they would be there with no official tie to a delegation.
Now, on the technical problems, let me just say that we are dissatisfied with what we have heard thus far about the arrangements for the media, and I am making that a special point. I have
talked, and will continue to talk, to the U.N. organizers to say that
that is unacceptable, and I am going to take other ambassadors
with me in doing that demarche. So, we are a month out. We are
gointo pursue that because we believe that there needs to be access by the media, also, on all the technical problems of visas and
trying to make sure that there are no bureaucratic impediments.
As a matter of fact, some of the American women participants in
the last few hours, I guess, have gotten some of the visa and hotel
rooms taken care of.
We do expect that there will be contact with the Chinese people.
The truth of the matter is that people that are outside the conference site are in a foreign country, and they are, as whenever any
American travels anywhere, subject to the laws of that particular
country. But I think that it would be a major error if we do not
go because we are not doing the Chinese any favor by going. We
are going because we believe it is the right thing to do in representing American women and thereby, showing leadership for
women throughout the world about the proper standards.
Also, finally, obviously, not every word in that document is something, as it stands now, we are supporting. But the good words,
those are standards that we are going to live up to, that we are

going to push toward, that we are going to try to get other countries to use as a measurement of their performance.
Mr. SMITH. I thank you. I have lead two human rights delegations to China, and like other communist dictatorships, whether it
be Rumania, the Soviet Union, when it was the Soviet Uuion, and
other countries that I have been to, they are very good at putting
visiting delegates in a situation of, especially when they are the
host, of getting us to look like we are acquiescent, perhaps speaking kindly of their regime. You will be in a sitaation after situation,
I believe, the head of the Chinese delegation is Chen Mu Wah, who
was the first minister in charge of the population control program
in China. Feng Pei Yun g will also be very active in this, and she
is currently running the coercive population control program,
again, the most cruel, in my view, and it is shared by many people
who do not even share my views on the right to life issue, the cruelest exploitation of women ,in modern history, maybe in all of history.
Again, we saw, first hand, at this hearing, and I have seen people in the past who have suffered the degrading and horrible fate
of being forcibly aborted by their government. Those women that
were here just a few days ago breaks one's heart. One of the
women who had the 6-month forced abortion could not even continue her testimony. She broke down and was sobbing. It was a
frightful scene. She concluded it later, but it just tore her apart.
These are the people who run that terrible exploitation of
women. You will be in a situation where toasts will be made.
Again, I found out. I met with Li Peng face to face. They look for,
with the cameras rolling, for Chinese propaganda purposes, for
Frank Wolf and I to say things that could then be spun. We saw
with Harry Wu how well they do that, you know, with the so-called
confession that he is allegedly to have made with regards to his activities, which none of us believe. But, for domestic consumption,
they are able to spin that into a tale of Americans love the Chinese. I am very fearful, however willing you will be to let them do
this as head of the delegation, that there will be instances where
that can be done, particularly with Chen Mu Wah, and others, who
will be hosting the Chinese delegation. Again, they could not have
a worst host, in my view, when you talk about the exploitation of
women.
Will you, in those situations, raise the issues of forced abortion
so that your words are not misused? Will you in a country-specific
way, in the plenary session, in the debates that will take place in
open debate in the main committee, speak out boldly and Chinesespecifically? Everyone can condemn coercive po elation control in
the abstract, but there, in Beijing, like you would, and I would, and
Mr. Lantos would, and others, if we were in Nazi Germany, condemn the Holocaust and the abuses of Jews and others in the country itself. Will you do that?
Ms. ALBRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I think you are beginning to know
me pretty well by now, and people in New York know me pretty
well. I do not mince words. By my word, i will do my utmost to
speak clearly about what the U.S. position is, and not to be used
as a tool. I am not going there with the idea that I am going to
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be charming. Some people even say I am not a good diplomat because I just tell it like it is, and that is what I plan to do.
If I might ritum to a point that you made about attendance at
various events, in Nazi Germany, for instance, we did send a team
to the 1936 Oympics, and a bMack man, Jesse Owens went, and
won three gold medals, showing Hitler's Aryan Race ideas to be a
lie. So, sometimes, there are reasons to go and prove a point.
Mr. SMITH. But, again, on that case, Mr. Lantos, and I joined
him on this, felt that it would be inappropriate to give Olympics
sanction to Beijing for the Olympics at the turn of this century.
Ms. ALBRIGHT. I am not suggesting that.
Mr. SMrH. I know you are not. But, again, just so I know, because I will be watching with bated breath, ou will raise this
country-specific role in China on forced abortion.
Ms. ALBRIGHT. Yes.

Mr. SMITH. I appreciate that. Let me ask one final question. I
have others, but I will yield to my colleagues and come back for a
second round. Your language in your testimony is encouraging with
regards to gender and to the fact that the Administration is not
pushing the right to abortion. I was very concerned when I heard
that our former colleague had represented to an NGO forum something quite the opposite. I asked Warren Christopher directly about
that. He said we were not pushing, and I have the verbatim transcript, abortion. And yet, we keep getting spins from some that
would suggest otherwise. You seem to put that to rest in your testimony, as well as the fact that you are saying that gender means
male and female.
Why cannot that be specifically laid out in the document? Is the
contact group working to do that so that there is no ambiguity, no
one can say or glean from language what they want to take from
that so that there is no ambiguity?
Ms. ALBRIGHT. The truth is, I do not understand why there is
ambiguity because I think nobody has talked about these five genders. That has truly been a red herring. I think it is hearsay and
,innuendo. It is simply not true. Gender refers to male and female,
as has been the usage in documents in the United Nations since
these things have been written. So, there should be no ambiguity
on that.
Mr. SMITH. That will be clearly spelled out in the document?
Ms. ALBRIGHT. Well, it is going to be stated as gender and people
will understand what that is.
Mr. SMIrH. But, my question is, why not spell it out so thatyou
absolutely drive a stake in the heart of any of the ambiguity? You
know, when in doubt and we do this all the time here, put it into
the language of the document so that no one can misconstrue any
meaning
Ms. LB RIGHT. We will, obviously, do the best we can. What I
would like you to do is to address that question to the next panel
of people that are actually working on the day-to-day part of the
document. \
Mr. SMITH. Let me at this point yield to Mr. Lantos for any questions he might have.
Mr. LANTOS. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. A lot of
points have been raised, both by you, Madame Ambassador, and by
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some of my colleagues. I will try to be very fast. The only item with
which I find myself in disagreement with respect to your observations refers to your pledge that ou will not be charming in China.
Like my wife, you, too, even when angry, are charming. So, I do
not think you will be able to live up to this pledge, but the others,
I think you will.
I deplore the fact, Mr. Chairman, that despite my attempt to emphasize this at the outset, some of my colleagues on the other side
seem not to understand certain facts. The agreement for U.S. participation at the Beijing conference unfolded during the Bush administration. So, your venom and ire is to be directed at George
Bush, Dan Quayle, Jim Baker, and not Hillary Clinton. This irresistible urge to bash Hillary Clinton I find nauseating. There are
few women in American public life during the history of our nation
who have been as exemplary role models of what a mother and
woman should be than the First Lady, a brilliant lawyer, a fighter
for good causes from health to children, and indefati able volunteer
worker on behalf of the American people. So, I would like to urge
my colleagues to refrain from Hillary-bashing because it turns our
stomach. She is an outstanding woman, a fine wife, a great mother,
and an outstanding volunteer public servant, and that is the way
we view her. Now, you may not like that, which is your problem,
but a public hearing, dealing with a U.N. conference, is not an appropriate forum at which to ash Hillary Clinton. She is not a witness. She is not the subject of this issue. She is dragged in every
time because you think you score political points. You score negative political points. I find it revolting, and disgusting and inappropriate.
During the 4 years of the Bush administration I never said a
word against Barbara Bush. During the 8 years of the Reagan administration, I never said one word against Nancy.Reagan. They
were entitled to the respect due to the First Lady. I think it is high
time some of my colleagues learn that it is inappropriate for a
Member of Congress to drag in Mrs. Clinton and try to bash her.
Mr. SMITH. The chair would like to inquire, what specifically?
Mr. LANTOS. The record will showMr. SMITH. I mean, I see a red herring developing right here
with all due respect.
Mr. LANToS. Well, when you see a red herring
Mr. SMrrH. The chair will just reclaim the time, please, for one
brief second.
Mr. LANTOS. It is my time, but I will be happy to yield to you.
Mr. SMITH. Thank you, my friend, for yielding. I do not think you
were even addressing your points to me, frankly, but to
r.
Funderburk.
Mr. LANTOs. I was not.
Mr. SMITh. But, in hearing what you are saying, I listened very
carefully, and Mr. Funderburk raised serious questions about picy opinions that Mrs. Clinton very, very aggressively, and she has
every right to do it, puts into the public domain. I do not think to
raise opposition to those is bashing. I think that is part of the dialog that should be unfettered in all of our conversations and debates. So, I do not mean trying to make Mr. Funderburk out to be
a basher, he was not bashing, in my view.

Mr. LANTOS. Well, unless I am dreaming, one of my colleagues
on the other side referred to the First Lady as having her bags
packed and ready to go. In the context, I do not think it was a bon
voyage message. So, if I may continue, my colleague may react, if
he chooses. I am happy to yield to you.
Mr. SALMON. I would appreciate that. I think many of your comments have been very forthright. Obviously, you feelthem deeply.
My comments as to the opinions expressed and the motives expressed by the First Lady are my opinions and I do not recant
them. As a matter of fact, I think the First Amendment applies
just as directly to us as it does to an member.
Mr. LANTOS. No one is bashing the First Amendment, if I may
reclaim my time. Let me go on to my other points because there
are many issues to be raised. We may be here a long time. We
-spent 10 days on Waco, so we might as well spend an afternoon
on this.
I think it is important to separate the issues from the non-issues.
The issue of human rights is not a subject of our discussion. I yield
to no one in the Congress in my commitment to human rights. As
the founding chairman with my good friend, John Porter of the
Congressional Human Rights Caucus, and as the former chairman
of the Subcommittee on Human Rights my record is clear on
human rights, as is my record with respect to my public denunciation since the day I arrived here of Chinese human rights violations, vis-a-vis Tibet, vis-a-vis women, vis-a-vis political dissidence,
you name it.
I also think it is sort of obvious that we all reject with total outrage the forced abortions and forced sterilization of which this regime is so abundantly guilty, and we have done so publicly, you
and I, Mr. Chairman, and others, through the years. That is clearly
not an issue.
What is at issue is the fact that Beijing was signed off on by the
Bush administration, the administration of George Bush, not the
administration of Bill Clinton. Bill Clinton inherited the U.N.
Women's Conference in Beijing. It was handed to him by the Bush
administration.
But having settled that issue, I hope, once and for all, rather
than posing lor holy pictures, the question we need to ask is, is it
in the interest of the United States, is it in the interest of human
rights, in general, and is it in the interest of women's rights, in
particular, for us to attend the conference? Now, it is clear from
your testimony, Madame Ambassador, that you are convinced that
it is in the American national interest for us to attend and I fully
share your view. Self-isolation in this context would 6e a totally
counterproductive policy.
Second, it seems to me, the whole history of dealing with totalitarian regimes demonstrates, and I want tAo pay tribute to my good
friend, Chris Smith, who hes been an indefatigable fighter for
human rights under very difficult circumstances, and I know he
agrees with me, that our presence in totalitarian countries, either
as private citizens, or as members of small congressional delegations, or, as in this case, a part of a major international conference,
can only serve to liberate to whatever extent the constraints of a
totalitarian regime.

That is why you and I and others visited Refuseniks during the
Soviet regime. That is why we have visited prison in police states.
That is why we have in countless instances made our presence
speak volumes for our commitment to freedom and human rights.
To assume that suddenly the presence of thousands of American
women will be counterproductive I think is nothing short of absurd.
I have full confidence in the sophistication of Ambassador
Albright, and under her leadership, of our delegation, that they will
not be taken in by the ceremonial toasts of their Chinese hosts.
This woman has handled the interests of the United States in a
most difficult and hostile arena for a Iong time with extraordinary
distinction. She ought to have no difficulty dealing with the Chinese hosts. You have my full confidence, Ambassador Albright, that
you will do us proud.
Now, the spinning of the Harry Wu episode particularly tweaked
my interest. The sight of Harry Wu squirming uncomfortably and
obviously terrified as these Chinese police interrogators mentally
tortured him has not brought much credit to China. I would like
to see that Harry Wu tape run 24 hours a day so everybody could
see it. It shows the police state techniques and tactics that some
of us are so familiar with. So, do not worry that Madeleine
Albright's statements will be taken out of context, or Madeleine
Albright will be dazzled by a toast. She is far too wise, and intelligent, and a seasoned diplomat and statesman able to handle
those things.
Finally, Mr. Chairman, I would like to return, perhaps, to the
only new point, as we have discussed this issue ad nauseam and
ad infinitum. The only new point that perhaps came out of this
afternoon's observations, which was my basic point in my original
statement, is that we should not kid ourselves that the Chinese
want to exclude us from this conference. In their fondest dreams,
they hope that you will prevail. In their fondest hopes, they are
looking to a conference without Ambassador Albright and all the
other effective and articulate American women who will carry the
flag of freedom, and human rights, and women's rights proudly into
the arena in Beijing.
So, while I have no doubt, knowing your sincerity, that your legislation is well-intended, as an old friend of yours, I make a plea
that you reconsider that legislation because I am convinced that if
it were to succeed, it would be totally counterproductive. The Chinese would love it, and the voice of freedom and decency would be
crippled at Beijing.
Now, should your legislation pass, which in the present climate
the chances of it doing so are considerable, the State Department,
as I understand it, would have the expenses that they incur during
the course of this conference deducted from next fiscal y war's budget. I think this is an unfortunate and punitive measure, but should
the measure pass I will urge Secretary of State Christopher, and
the President, and you, Ambassador Albright, to take that penalty
because there will be few dollars in next fiscal year's State Department expenditures which will be as appropriately and effectively
used than sending the expenditures to a group of articulate and
able American women to the U.N. Conference on Women in
Beijing. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Ms. ALBRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I obviously agree with what Mr.
Lantos has said, but
let me make an additional point. I know you
are concerned about Communist China. I have spent my entire life
studying communism, its effects, and its destruction. As I mentioned in my testimony, we came to the United States because my
father was a Czechoslovak diplomat who sought asylum in the
United States after the communists took over his country. I, in my
academic career, have done nothing but study about communist
systems, writing my dissertation and various other papers on the
subject. Also, as I mentioned, I was a member of the Board of the
National Democratic Institute of the National Endowment for Democracy, which are institutions having been set up by President
Reagan as a way of dealing with communist societies by promoting
our agenda. So, I could talk about this a long time, and I will try
not to.
But, basically, there is nothing more destructive to communist
societies than the introduction of alternative ideas. They find that
the hardest thing to deal with. Believe me, 40,000 American
women will present alternative ideas, ideas that are not controlled
by any state; that will have a way of permeating that system in
a way that other things cannot. And alternative sources of information, which is what democracy is about, is the only way to break
through communist systems.
I think that, as Congressman Lantos says, this is money well
spent. It is a way to make that system take cognizance of things
that we believe in, basic human rights, the things that you are
talking about, and I can assure you that we are going to o there
and never forget that we are Americans who represent freedom and
human rights. It would be doing a big favor to the Chinese for us
not to show up in force with our message.
Mr. SMITH. Let me just clarify for the record before I yield to Mr.
Funderburk, the legislation H.R. 2047 was mischaracterized by my
good friend. He described an amendment that had been originally
offered to the Foreign Relations Act, the Reauthorization Bill. The
langage in my bill, as offered, which probably will not have time,
unfortunately, because of the crunch on the floor, to be considered,
simply focused on accreditation, a very, very important point. We
have been in this dialog, you and I, and others have been in dialog
with you for several months, that there was a pattern of exclusion
of pro-life type organizations. You have tried to mitigate some of
that, some of the damage that was done by the United Nations. We
know that the Chinese objected to Taiwanese and Tibetan women.
Apparently, we joined in that consensus, and that is unfortunate.
But accreditation is an extremely important part, and the visa issuance.
We have a member of this panel who was excluded from visiting
China, Mr. Salmon, by the Chinese. They were going to deny a U.S.
Congressman access, as they almost did to Mr. Wol and me a year
and a half ago, waiting until the very last day, and then, all of a
sudden, saying, "Well, I guess you can come." That puts a number
of these women, and I think it is 40,000 women from around the
world, not just American women, I think that is what you meant
by that comment, Ambassador Albright, 40,000 women from
around the world will be going. If they can exclude certain people,
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it becomes a conference of exclusion and not inclusion. And that is
an extremely important point. That is why the legislation was offered, to try to have maximum impact, if we do, indeed, go to
Beijing, rather than limiting those views that the Chinese dictatorshiP may find to be outside of what they deem to be permissible.
So, that is the main thrust behind it. The sense of the Congress
language deals with forced abortion and things of that kind, but
the operative language is one of access, both accreditation and the
issuance of visas, and then, the Harry Wu case, which, again, I
consider to be an extremely important one. Mr. Funderburk.
Mr. FUNDERBURK. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I do not excel in
pontification and put downs of my colleagues. I think "nausea" is
the word. So, I am not going to waste your time in a partisan slugfest exchange. But, whether or not my colleague on the other side
likes it or not, or believes it or not, I have the right, and Mr. Salmon has the right, to express our opinions, just like he does. And
here is one of mine.
Based on my experience, I have a very low opinion of an international body that consistently turns a blind nye to tyranny, to
murder, and to discrimination against women ir, communist countries. Maybe this is because dictatorships make up such a large
number of that body. But the United Nations named, for example,
Nicu Ceausescu, as the head cf international youth, even though
he personally raped women and murdered people in Communist
Rumania. That is a great example for our children.
I do want to follow up on the Chairman's questions, three short
ones. Have any Tibetan women's organizations been accredited?
Have any organizations been accredited that represent the women
of Taiwan? How do you explain the fact that the Catholic Campaign for Women is unaccredited, whereas the Catholics for Free
Choice has been accredited, since you were praising the Pope's
statements about this?
Ms.

ALBRIGHT.

Correcting about the 40,000; however, 10,000

American women are equal to 40,000. You are right. They are
40,000 all told.
Let me state, on that whole issue of accreditation, we did, in fact,
believe that the system was not working properly, and it was
thanks to our pressure at the United Nations that the accreditation
process was opened up, and a whole review process was begun, and
very large numbers of new organizations were accredited. What is
happening now is that, in addition,-first of all, we are expecting
3,800 official delegates from 185 countries to the conference. The
United Nations is also making provisions for 30,000 NG() observers
from 3,500 NGO-eligible groups. That is the largest number accredited to a U.N. conference of any kind.
Now, there were some that were not accredited, and we have
continued to press on that. Some of them have not been accredited
because they are political groups and not groups that address
themselves to women's issues. One U.S.-based group that is Taiwan-specific, the U.S. American Taiwanese Women's Association,
was accredited, and one of the Board members of this group is a
prominent senator from Taiwan. So, we have pressed on that.
On the Tibetan issue, th^y believed that those that applied had
a political agenda that was not really relevant to the purposes of

the conference. I do think that the women-specific agenda groups,
we have pressed very hard on.
If I might take a minute to clear something up about why we associated ourselves with what happened in Geneva on the ECOSOC
issue, this is something that comes to m mind, but it was of great
interest generally. We wanted very mucl to make sure that Freedom House was accredited as an ECOSOC NGO organization.
While these are two very separate issues they were being dealt
with specifically together in the Geneva EdOSOC meeting, and our
decision to accept the chair's compromise had to do with the fact
that we were able to get an awful lot of votes and Freedom House
is now accredited. It is something that we are very proud of. So,
this was an issue where we could not separate those two voting issues. I think you understand how legislative operations work.
Let me just say, Congressman Funderburk, that I think that the
United Nations, on the whole, is an organization that we are pressing very hard in to make sure that democratic values are pursued.
That does not mean that there are not mistakes made occasionally,
but I do think that we work very hard through that organization
to make sure that there is a democratic approach to issues. I did
not know about Nicu Ceausescu. But I truly do think, you know,
you spent your time in Rumania. You know how it is that one tries
to pierce the communist systems. That is why I think this is an important place for us to be.
Mr. FUNDERBURK. Did you have an answer on the Catholics for
Free Choice?
Ms. ALBRIGHT. On the Catholics for Free Choice, I have just been
told, their application was not complete. This is another part of the
problem, and I hope that you will address this to Ambassador
Marrero, who has spent a great deal of time.on this. What really
happened on a number of these applications was that they had not
filled out the forms properly, or there were specific problems, and
we went back to a lot of them. I think he is going to be able to
answer that for you in very specific detail.
Mr. FUNDERBURK. Than you.
Mr. SMITH. The Chair recognizes the distinguished chairman of
the full committee, Mr. Gilman.
Mr. GILMAN. Thank you, Mr Chairman. I regret I have had to
go back and forth, but I want, to welcome Ambassador Albright,
once again, and I want to thank you, Mr. Chairman, for continuing
the hearings on this importan: issue, the Beijing Conference on
Women.
Ambassador Albright, if we do send a delegation, and if we really
want to send a strong message Lo the PRC can we include Ching
Lee Wu, the wife of Harry Wu, on the U.S. delegation?
Ms. ALBRIGHT. We will take it into consideration. Our delegation
is in the process of being formed. I think we have a suggestion I
had not heard before.
Mr. GiLMAN. I think it would be an important symbolic gesture,
and I hope you will take it into serious consideration.
Recently, some of the organizations that were denied accreditation seemed to finally receive accreditation. To what do we attribute that? Is it just bureaucratic incompetence or is it some factor that has come into play?
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Ms.

ALBRIGHT.

Ms.

ALBRIGHT.

It is our hard pushing.

Mr. GILMAN. I hope vou push even more.
Ms. ALBRIGHT. May 1 truly say that this is an issue that we have
worked very hard on at the United Nations, at our U.S. mission at
the U.N. Ambassador Marrero specifically has devoted a great deal
of time to this issue because we believe that the process was an inadequate one. We made sure that it was reopened, that the review
went through, and we have done I believe, and I think you have
just corroborated that, a remarkable job in trying to, in opening it
up and making sure that the accreditation process has moved more
swiftly.
Mr. GiLuw-. Ambassador Albright, is there a pattern among the
organizations that are being denied accreditation? Is there some
common thread?
Ms. ALBRIGHT. Well, I think, and, again, I ask that you re-ask
this of Ambassador Marrero, who really has dealt with this in some
detail, I think part of it was that applications were not complete;
part of it was that some groups were not groups that had an agenda of women's rights, but more specific political agenda; and there
is no doubt about the fact that there were groups that were
Taiwan- and Tibet-specific that were not women's groups, but more
political agenda. That, I would imagine, are the threads.
Mr. GILMAN. Ambassador Albright, is it fair to say to the Chinese
government, "If you want to sponsor an international conference,
particularly a conference on the rights of women, you are going to
have to play by certain internationally recognized rules at least for
the 2 weeks it takes to hold the conference, and one of these rules
is that the host nation should not be violating the internationally
recognized human rights of people who come to attend and observe
the conference, including rights of freedom of speech and freedom
of religk'. " Have we said that, or can't we say that, to them?
Ms. ALBRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, we have a number of times said
to them that they have the responsibility of host country, and that
we expect them to behave as good hosts.
Mr. GILmAN. I am just looking at an article here that says, "The
United Nations bars 11 groups from the meeting. A U.N. agency,
acting on objections from Iran and China, barred 11 activist groups
yesterda from attending the world conference." Are you aware of
that list.

May I ask you what the date of the article that

you are
Mr. GILMAN. It is Saturday, July 22, in the Washington Times.

Ms.

ALBRIGHT.

That, Mr. Chairman, has to do with the-I can

explain this more specifically than I did to the Chairman and Congressman Funderburk as to what happened. This has to do with
what happened in Geneva with ECOSOC. There were two NGO accreditation issuespending before the 1995 substantive session of
ECOSOC held in Geneva in June.
The first was to finalize the list of NGO's accredited to the U.N.
conference, and the second was to take actions on the applications
for permanent accreditation to ECOSOC of another set of groups,
including Freedom House. The U.S. government viewed these as
two separate issues, though many other delegations did not. For
those groups seeking accreditation to the world conference, the U.S.

delegation's priority was to accredit the maximum number of
Nw's that were relevant and competent within the meaning of a
General Assembly resolution which lays out very specific guidelines
on accreditation.
What happened was the following. The chairman of ECOSOC
proposed a compromise solution under which 748 of the 759 groups
recommended by the United Nations would be accredited, including
several that had been opposed by China. The United States accepted the compromise, understanding that under the agreement, 11
NGO's would not be accredited, but that the additional groups
would bring the total number of NGO's eligible to send observers
to more than 3,500; as I said earlier, the most ever for a U.N.
meeting.
ECOSOC took no action on a second list of 267 NGO's that the
United Nations had not recommended for accreditation, including
67 groups from the United States. The decision, and this is the
compromise, to accept the chair's compromise on the world conference accreditation issue allowed the U.S. delegation to pursue
vigorously its second key objective at ECOSOC, securing the permanent accreditation to ECOSOC of Freedom House, one of the
most important human rights related NGO's in the United States.
This objective was also realized when, in fact, Freedom House was
accredited. So that, while we saw it as separate, they were looked
at together. That is a long explanation, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. GImAAN. Are the Tibetan women still precluded from going?
Ms. ALI,'RIGHT. Yes.

Mr. G1LNMAN. Are we going to try to get them in to this delegation?
Ms. ALBRIGHT. No, the process is now closed.
Mr. GILMAN. It is closed permanently?
Ms. ALBRIGHT. Yes.

Mr. GILAN. Is Mrs. Clinton going to be going to the conference?
Ms. ALBRIGHT. That has not been decided, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. GILMAN. Thank you, Ambassador Albright.
Ms. ALBRIGHT. Thank you.
Mr. GILMAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. SMITH. I recognize the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. Moran.
Mr. MORAN. Than you, Mr. Chairman. I remember, at the last
meeting we had on this conference in Beijing, I suggested that we
really needed to hear directly from Ambassador Albright. I am sure
others made the same suggestion. I appreciate the fact that in the
interest of fairness, we are having an opportunity to get the perspective of the government and our representative to the United
Nations. I think it has been a very valuable perspective.
Thanks to my friend to the right here, I do not need to say much
more about defending the First Lady's honor. I think you pretty
well took care of that issue very well, Mr. Lantos, and I am glad
you did.
I do not need to underscore the fact that this is a conference that
was planned 4 years ago by President Bush and Secretary of State
Baker. Certainly, the abuses that we have talked about occurring
in China were occurring at that time. They were, certainly, very
much aware, President Bush, having served as ambassador to
China. Is that not right? Was he not ambassador to China?
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Ms. ALBRIGHT. Yes.
Mr. MORAN. So, President Bush was, certainly, particularly well
aware of these abuses that were, in fact, occurring in China then,
as they are today, undoubtedly, although, perhaps, you may make
a case that they may not be occurring as often or in an as extreme
a fashion as they were when President Bush was ambassador to
China. But, nevertheless, I know that human rights are being
abused in China. But, it was President Bush's considered opinion
as well as Secretary Baker's opinion, that this conference should
proceed in Beijing. So, I am glad that you made that point, Mr.
Lantos.
I guess I need unanimous consent to put something in the
record?
Mr. SmITH. Without objection, it will be included.
Mr. MoRAN. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. This is actually the critique by Catholics for Free Choice of the draft Platform
for Action. I thought it was interesting. You might find it provocative, but I am glad that we will have that on the record as well
for a balanced perspective.
[Materials submitted for the record appear in the appendix.]
I did not support your resolution, Mr. Chairman, H.R. 2047, because it laid out criteria that it is clear could not be met by China.
As a result, if those criteria are not met in your amendment in
your bill, it said that we could not participate. Well it seemed as
though that was really the ultimate objective of the legislation,
that we would not participate.
I do not think that that is fair to the women that we have been
talking about. For us not to participate does nothing for all these
women who clearly do not have anywhere near equal rights in
China, whose human rights are being abused, whose control of
their own bodies and lives has certainly been taken from them by
a totalitarian regime. So, I would hope that we could agree that we
really ought to do everything we can to improve the lives of these
women, and to stand aside and to ignore China and ignore what
must be 500 million women at least that live in China, more than
in any other nation, seems somewhat irresponsible and inconsistent with our concern. I know you have a very deep concern over
the human rights of those women.
Sometimes, God works in strange ways. I know that it was not
politically correct for the United Nations to choose Beijing. In retrospect, perhaps, tby might not have. But, the fact is, as Ambassador Albright has said, there is nothing more powerful than the
power of an idea. We are going to have thousands- of the most articulate women, and some men, as well, over there voicing ideas
that are bound to influence the attitudes of the people who live in
China. My guess is that China will never be the same, and that
it will be the Chinese government who will rue the day that they
invited the conference to come to Beijing because those ideas will
have a resonance, and they will stay there in China long after the
conference has departed.
So, I am pleased that we are going to have an opportunity to
shape things up in China. I think that is exactly what is going to
happen. I am pleased that our government has stood firm in making clear that we will fully participate, even to the possibility of the
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First Lady, who is certainly one of the, if not the most eloquent
spokesperson for women's rights in this country today.
Let me just ask the Ambassador, because this is supposed to not
be a soliloquy here. It is supposed to be a question and answer session. Let me ask a question of the Ambassador. Is the Holy See,
the Vatican, going to participate? They made a decision to participate?
Ms. ALBRIGHT. That is,yes, Congressman Moran, they are going,
and His Holiness did, in fact, address himself to the issue in a letter, which I think you are probably familiar with. So, they are
going. I met with Cardinal O'Connor not long ago in New York. We
spoke about the importance of the conference and the agreements
specifically that were reached in Cairo on reproductive questions.
So, I think they are supporting it, and they will be there.
Also, our delegation will be varied in terms of being able to have
people, Americans, including men, who will be representing a wide
variety of geographical places, and different professions, and different interests, so that we can deal with various issues that will
come up. So, we will look like America, our delegation. We will
speak with one voice because that is what you do as an official delegation. We will be representative, and we obviously look forward
to exchanges with other delegations.
If I might just add here, it is just, it is interesting. President
Bush, actually, will be in China during the time of the conference
on some private business, as I understand it. We hope very much
that Members of Congress will, in fact, join us in China at the conference. It is also my understanding that members from both sides
of the aisle are going, several of them, to China, during the August
recess period.
So, we do think that it is important for Americans to be there,
and to carry the message. So, I think, I agree with you, Cungressman Moran, that it could be that the Chinese will rue the day.
Mr. MoRAN. And, in fact, at our insistence, there will be thousands of non-governmental organizations, spokespeople, from all
sides of the political continuum, who will fully participate. They
will really not have as much of a voice if the U.S. Government was
not going to be there, as well.
So, in conclusion, I would suggest, Mr. Chairman, that we ought
to defer to the Pope's judgment, if not on all things, at least on his
judgment that we ought to fully participate in this conference. I
would hope that we would not raise any further objection, but be
as supportive of the opportunities this conference provides to us, as
the Pope, obviously, views it to be. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Moran. I have been advised byMs. ALBRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, may I make one comment? I think
here, generally, about relations with China, I think we know that
it is very important for us to engage with the Chinese. We are not
at a time in our history where we wish to have bad relations with
them or to have a containment policy. We do think we need to engage. We have some serious differences, and the differences are on
uman rights, and on nuclear proliferation, and on various trade
issues. But we need to engage with them, and are going ,here, and
your going there in various roles, I think, is very important. We
need to engage with them.
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Mr. SMITH. Madame Ambassador, your staff has advised us that
you have to leave very shortly. I know that our two remaining have
not asked questions, but if they could keep it brief. I apologize to
both members, but the note just came up that you have to be at
the White House.
Mr. SALMON. So we do get a chance, I will try to get to my ques-

tion quickly. I feel compelled a little bit to defend my honor. But,
since we have heard from the other side what nauseates them, let
me tell you what upsets my stomach. It is the seemingly unquenchable desire of someone on the other side to put a party label on this
roblem. Perhaps those on the other side have forgotten this memer has conceded in past meetings that the previous Administration did make a bad decision in the conference location. But that
is not the issue today. The issue is, "Where do we go from here?"
Icame with a newbreed of politicians in this freshman class who
are more interested in solving the problems of the day than to
place blame retrospectively. So, frankly, I think the issue is,
'Where do we go from here?" Yes, I will say it. If you want me to
flog myself, I will do it, too. The previous Administration made a
bad decision. Where do we go from here and how do we make the
best of a bad situation?
Madame Ambassador, I have one question. I read that the State
Department has cautioned women who are going to the conference
against bringing a Bible to China, and cautioned them against
group prayers in their hotel rooms. Are either of these reports accurate, and if they are, are you outraged that our government
would tell its citizens that they might want to think twice before
taking a Bible to a U.N. conference?
Ms. ALBRIGHT. Congressman, let me put this into the proper context. The Administration has consistently asserted that internationally recognized rights of freedom of expression and religion
set out in the universal declaration of human rights must obtain,
within the conference site, for all participants for the conference.
This is important so that the conference can, in fact, be a success.
This is about human rights, and we have every expectation that
this will be the case.
We cannot predict how Chin~ese authorities will react to activities
or demonstrations outside the conference site that would be prohibited if carried out by Chinese citizens. We have been assured, however, that there will be no problem when there are religious materials brought in for personal use. So, those participants who wish
to bring their Bibles or other religious effects can do so. It is more
a matter, I think, of having outward demonstrations off the site.
Mr. SALMON. Madame Ambassador, I just might suggest there
might be some really good ideas in that book, on human rights and
women's rights, that maybe we can share with the Chinese. Thank
you.
Mr. SMITH. Mrs. Meyers.

Ms. MEYERS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I think that one of the
most revealing trips that I have taken since I was a Member of
Congress was one that was an OSCE trip, and it was to Berlin, and
we went behind the Iron Curtain before, you know, when the cold
war was still at its height. I think East Germany was maybe one
of the most oppressive of those satellite countries. We were allowed
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to meet with people as long as it was in their living room, as long
as it was a small group, and it was not a public place.
So, we did meet with individuals, and we met with a few church
leaders. They did hold church services, but if East German citizens
went to church, it was a black mark against them at their job. It
was very oppressive. So, of course, the church groups were very
small. There was a rabbi that was there from the Midwest who was
allowed very limited contact with people. It was an absolute revelation to me of what it was like to live in a country that was so oppressive.
Well, I think we did a little good. We offered a little support, and
encouragement, and information, which those people wanted very
badly. I think all of the congressional delegations that went behind
the ron Curtain did some positive things. I think when Mr. Smith
and Mr. Wolf went to China recently, it was probably a very positive thing. I think, if they conveyed to the leaders the importance
that we attach to human rights, if they offered support and encouragement to the Chinese citizens with whom they came in contact,
I think that was a very good thing, and I am sure Mr. Smith and
Mr. Wolf did that. If they can do that, just think what 100 to 120
American women can do. I do think that China might never be the
same. I appreciate your being here.
Ms. ALBRIGHT. Thank you.
Mr. SMITH. Thank you, Mrs. Meyers. You know, part of, and this
is the experience of having been in China and just following Chinese human rights problems for the past 15 years, some of the people with whom I met with, from Wei Ching Chung to Bishop Shu,
were arrested simply for meeting with us. John Shattuck, our Assistant Secretary for Human Rights, met with Wei Ching Chung 2
weeks after I met with him andhe has been in incarceration ever
since. That is part of the problem that I feel. However unwitting
and how inadvertent, some of the contact that our own people may
make with the Chinese, they may not like what we do, and they
may face a very severe punishment, particularly if there is any
kind of corroboration on some of these issues.
Madame Ambassador, you are clearly one of the most articulate
members of this Administration. I will be looking forward to hearing you in a very country-specific way, speak out against the cruelty of forced abortion in China, itself, while in Beijing. I think you
have indicated that you will do that.
Again, I hope you will take back to the White House the clear
and unmistakable message that the women that this Administration is poised to send back wil Igo back to their oppressors. I wish
you hadbeen here, and sat here, and saw those women, with tears
in their eyes, recounting the barbarity that they suffered at the
hands of the Chinese, and you will be meeting face to face with the
architects of those programs, as I have. I met with Peng Pei Yung.
She says there is no coercion there. It is a lie. I know you do not
buy into the big lies, nor do I. So, I hope you will, in the boldest
way possible (because, obviously, you are going and the Administration is sending a delegation), while in Beijing speak out, and I
will be waiting, as will many other members, to hear your ringing
statements on human rights in China while in China. Thank you
very much.
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Ms. ALBRIGHT. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and let me thank you
for holding this hearing, and let me specifically also thank Congressman Meyers for your support and for the great leadership
that you showed on the Women's Caucus International Task Force.
I think it has been very important to all of us, and we are very
grateful.
I hope very much, Mr. Chairman, that this hearing has been useful in terms of giving some facts. I hope very much that you will
consider money well spent and that you will let us go because we
want to go, and we want to go with your support.
Mr. SMITH. Again, I know you are late, but would you say that
the legislation that was pending had any laudable effect in trying
to help bring about some of this accreditation and, hopefully, on the
visa issue, because, again, part of what I have tried to do is to open
up the process. I find it to be outrageous that a host country could
put pressure.
Let me just say to my good friends, the Chinese lobbied very
hard for this. Some of the countries, the Third World countries and
others with whom I have contacts with, told me just how hard they
lobbied for this, how they wanted it. Hopefully, we will not allow
them to paint a Potemkin village to their own populous by having
one situation after another where it looks like the Chinese government and their policies, vis-a-vis, women, are being touted and
lauded when they have one of the cruelest and more barbaric policies toward women on the face of the earth.
Ms. ALBRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I think
not. often pending legislation
is helpful. Passed legislation often is
Mr. SMITH. Thank you very much. Thank you for appearing before us today.
Ms. ALBRIGHT. I do think you generated a lot of good discussion.
So, I thank you very much, and I will be happy to report to you
when I get back.
Mr. SMITH. Thank you very much, Madame Ambassador.
I would like to welcome our second panel to the hearing by the
subcommittee, and again, thank Ambassador Albright for her testimony.
Victor Marrero is the U.S. representative on the Economic and
Social Council of the United Nations. Mr. Marrero graduated from
New York University in 1964 and received his law degree from
Yale Law School in 1968. He has previously held several positions
in Federal, State and city governments.
Melinda Kimble is Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for the
Bureau of International Organization Affairs. She received her
Bachelor's Degree in Economics from the University of Denver. Ms.
Kimble joined the Department of State in 1971 and received the
Department of State's Meritorious Award honor in 1979.
Mr. Marrero, whoever would like to go first, please proceed. Your
full statements will be made a part of the record.
STATEMENT OF VICTOR MARRERO, UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE TO THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COUNCIL OF
THE UNITED NATIONS
Mr. MARRERO. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Chairman, I am
the U.S. representative on the United Nations Economic and Social
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Council, which oversees the work of a Commission on the Status
of Women, a U.N. body that has overall jurisdiction for the U.N.
Fourth World Conference on Women.
During the past year, I have worked actively and closely with officials from the U.N. Secretariat, as well as representatives of other
governments, concerning preparations for this conference. Drawing
upon my experience at the United Nations, I have participated in
many of the meetings of the leadership of the conference, also
known as the Bureau, and I have offered guidance and direction to
other members of the U.S. delegation of the Fourth World Conference concerning applicable U.N. procedures and processes.
During these and other meetings, I have helped to shape the format and structure of the conference, and have participated in the
resolution of some of the knottier, substantive, procedural and
logistical issues that have emerged. For example, I was the U.S.
delegate on the contact group established to resolve the question
regarding the use and meaning of the word "gender" in the conference's draft Platform for Action. I was also involved in many of
the negotiations regarding accreditation of NGO's to the conference, and in discussions regarding the format for negotiating
sessions in Beijing.
More recently, I have been part of the negotiating team for the
Platform for Action. During informal negotiations he ldthis week in
New York, I was the designated head of the U.S. delegation, and
have been concentrating efor and offering overall guidance to the
human rights contingent that is headed by Ambassador Geraldine
Ferraro, the U.S. Representative on the U.N. Human Rights Commission.
I am pleased to answer any questions that you might have. Perhaps, Ms. Kimble can read her statement.
[The prepared statement of Mr. Marrero appears in the appendix.]
Mr. SMITH. Thank you.
Ms. Kimble.
STATEMENT OF MELINDA L. KIMBLE, DEPUTY ASSISTANT SECRETARY, BUREAU OF INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATION AFFAIRS, DEPARTMENT OF STATE
Ms. KIMBLE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. My name is Melinda
Kimble, and I serve as Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for
Global Issues in the Bureau of International Organization Affairs.
In this capacity, I am one of the principal U.S. negotiators for the
U.N. Fourth World Conference's main document, the Platform for
Action. My work has focused primarily on the economic issues in
the draft platform, although I have worked very closely with Ambassador Marrero in developing the overall U.S. negotiating strat"The Platform for Action has been produced through a number of
consensus-oriented negotiations, with 185 member states participating. It has its roots in the Nairobi Forward Looking Strategies,
the document adopted by the Third World Conference on Women
held in 1985. This platform drafted by the U.N. Secretariat for the
World Conference, now includes ideas that emerged from five re-
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go nal U.N. meetings held during 1994 in Indonesia, Argentina,
Austria Senegal, and Jordan.
It is far from complete, nor is it tentatively approved. It is very
much a work in progress. Our top priorities for this platform, as
Ambassador Albright spelled out in some detail, include reaffirmation and recognition of the human rights of women, including actions to end violence against women, a lifespan approach to health
and education for girls and women, and the need to balance work
and family responsibilities of both men and women.
We are also seeking to encourage more access to economic opportunity for women, and recognize the importance of non-governmental organizations as partners in building strong communities
and inclusive societies. It is also important, as Ambassador
Albright spelled out, that we seek to encourage the full participation of women in political and economic decisionmaking.
In March and April I took part as a negotiator in the final preparatory meeting for the world conference. At this meeting, delegates moved forward on a significant portion of the document, leaving some 30 to 35 percent of the language remaining to be negotiated, but changes and revisions could continue to occur right up
to the adoption of the platform in Beijing in September.
I have been in New York much of this week, and will be returning, as informal negotiations are currently underway to reach
agreement on a number of platform issues, particularly in areas
where previously agreed language is being used. We are making
slow, but stead , progress.
I would be pleased to answer any questions you may have.
[The prepared statement of Ms. Kimble app earsin the appendix.]
Mr. SMITH. Thank you very much and I have some questions I
will pose, and other I would like to submit for the record, and hopefully, you can get back to us and we will keep the record opened
for those answers.
There was a Washington Times report that I am sure you have
seen which had some confusing news about the role of the word
"universal" as a modifier to the phrase "human rights" and how it
relates to abortion. Earlier today, and as you well know, Ambassador Albright made it very clear that the United States has not
sought, does not seek, and will not seek to establish any international right to abortion. And yet, we get this confusion again and
again.
Can you tell us what impact "universal" has, and is anyone suggesting that "universal" somehow includes the right to abortion?
Ms. K BLE. Absolutely not. In fact, the whole question about the
discussion of what one might call "universal human rights" revolves around the concern in the international human rights community that, by calling human rights universal, you are suggesting
there are some human rights that are not universal.
The United States has consistently argued, and encouraged the
term, "all human rights and fundamental freedom." As a second option, we prefer, "internationally recognized human rights." We believe this should be used in the context that we see in the universal
declaration of human rights where it is spelled out that all human
rights are universal in nature. This is very technical, but I think
it is very important. We are negotiating in six languages, which
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complicates our work many times at the United Nations. When we
refer to the broad scope of human rights, we want to be sure they
are not limited.
Mr. SMITH. OK.
Ms. KIMBLE. The only comment, the only issues related to abortion in the document are two. One is forced abortion, which we
clearly condemn, and we want spelled out as an abuse and basically, a human rights abuse. The other is in a context where states
permit legal abortion, abortion should be safe. That is the only
issue. It is an issue that came out of the Cairo Conference, and
that is a health-related reproductive health issue, and those are
the only two areas where abortion comes into the document. Thank
you.
Mr. MARRERO. Mr. Chairman, if I may, on the same question, I
would point out that the statement you made regarding this issue
actually derives from a speech that Vice President Al Gore gave at
the Overseas Press Club in the wake of the preparation for the
Cairo Conference in August of last year. He repeated the same
statement in Cairo, and I believe, Mr. Chairman, you were at that
conference and heard the Vice President's own words stating the
policy of this Administration, that we do not seek the recognition
of an international right to abortion. We did not do so in Cairo and
will not do so in Beijing.
Mr. SMITH. We appreciate that because there were some places
within the Administration, and you may agree or disagree with
this, but I have and you have seen it, I am sure, many times the
State Department cables that have been sent out before one of the
Prep Comms for Cairo that made it very, very clear that the international right to abortion was being promoted and pushed. Undersecretary Wirth had made that clear at NGO forums, and was
pushing the so-called choice issue, and Marjorie MargoliesMezvinsky, herself, at a forum which was the genesis of the question I had asked to Secretary Christopher, we had someone who actually heard her say it, that they were pushing "choice". Then, she
was asked to define what "choice" meant, and she said, "abortion."
So there are some voices within the Administration that were
giving conflicting and alternative perspectives on this so-called
international right. So, to hear it from the highest echelons, from
Vice President Gore, Madeleine Albright, and Secretary Christopher, and yourselves, is reassuring that there will be no chicanery when it comes to this important question..
Mr. MARRERO. Well, we give you our assurance, Mr. Chairman,
as the two lead negotiators on this issue, that that is not on our
agenda. We do not take instructions on this issue from anyone in
the government contrary to the policy expressed by the Vice President, who has already stated his position on this issue, and that
of the President himself. So that is the policy of this delegation.
Mr. SMITH. I appreciate that. Let me ask you, Section 30, on
page 13, contains virtually the only language in the document
praising the family as the basic unit of society, the critical role that
women play in the family, and the importance of both parents in
the upbringing of children, yet Section 30 is bracketed in its entirety. Can you explain why, and also, perhaps give us an insight
as to the U.S.position on that?
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Ms. KILr.
Well, first of all, I think it is important to realize
that many delegations do not bracket in opposition. They bracket
to ensure clarity, or they bracket because they want to go back to
something and be sure that the language used is exactly the language that they want in the paragraph.
Paragraph 30 and paragraph 31, I would say, are paragraphs
that we are supporting. We wapt to work out these paragraphs and
inclusion of these ideas as a key component of the global framework. We think they are important for women everywhere. We did
not bracket these paragraphs, but I want to reiterate that we think
the ideas here are important. We are working with other delegations to remove the brackets. Thank you.

Mr. SMim. I appreciate that. In Section 1071, page 39, language

supporting the ro
or parents in the health services that their
daughters receive is bracketed, and the same is true in Section
1071[m], 108[e), and many other sections. In each of these cases,
the parental role advocated in the bracketed language is a limited
one, not an absolute or an authoritarian one. But, even so, this parental rights language ended up bracketed. Can you tell us why?
Ms. IMLE. Yes. In dealing with the parental language the delegations agreed that they wanted to decide where it should be
placed. The brackets are there as a holding action until all the delegations agree on the best place to use it. But it will be in and it
will reflect accurately the agreement, similar agreements on this
language reached in Cairo.
Mr. SMITH. Let me ask you, earlier today, again, in her testimony, Ambassador Albright said, and I just briefly quote, "The contact group established to resolve this issue," talking about the gender issue, "agreed that gender was understood as it has been used
in the United Nations for 20 years. It does not have any other
meaning when used in the Platform of Action. In other words, gender refers to male and female." Is that going to be explicitly explained in the document again, because we keep getting this feedback from feminist authors, lecturers, and other people, that there
are these "five genders". We are not making that up. I have read
it in some of the textbooks. I have seen the background for it. We
would hate for someone to misconstrue the language in the document. Why not spell it out? I mean, Justice Scalia admonishes Congress all the time to be specific. "Don't leave any ambiguities in
legislation." Hopefully, this can be nailed down absolutely in the
document.
Mr. MARRERO. Mr. Chairman, the contact group that was formed
to discuss that issue agreed that in order to resolve it, there would
be a statement by the chair of the conference setting forth the understanding of the conference's meaning and use of the word. The
statement that was proposed is, as so many things in the public domain in international and national affairs, a compromise between
those who wanted to have a very detailed, specific definition in the
document itself, and others who did not want to engage in a long
protracted philosophical debate trying to define one word in a document of over 100 pages.
The compromise that was agreed to essentially keeps the essence
of what we all intended and understood, which is that there is no
new meaning, no new nuance to the word from that which had al-
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ways been understood in the context of U.N. documents. In over 20
years of use of that word in U.N. documents it had never been understood to mean other than two sexes, mafe and female. We had
never heard of a controversy or allegation that the word meant five
sexes. And the chair's statement that was drafted in essence, acknowledges that there was no such understanding before and none
in this document. Again, it is a compromise that was reached, and
we think that it keeps the understanding and the essence.
Mr. SMITH. You said "the long definition." What were the other
definitions that were put forward?
Mr. MARRERO. There was a long debate as to whether the definition should be based strictly on biological distinctions, or whether
it should make reference to socially constructive roles of men and
women. Both of those points of view had their supporters, and obviously, their opponents. Because there could not be a consensus on
those two diametric points of view, it was agreed to keep, again,
the principle of the understanding without getting into specifics on
either side of the question.
Mr. SMrrH. Again, that is precisely the ambiguity that we are
concerned about. You are making my case and the case of those of
us who want this defined in the most definitive way possible. Ambassador Albri ght, you know, spoke very eloquently about how
male and female is-I mean, where is that written that that is the
definition? As you pointed out, there are those who believe that
there is a construct, and that is the way that this is defined, as
opposed to just simple biological determinations.
That is the issue that has given rise to this whole debate, and
there are a number, and you know it, as well as I, of feminist writers, and lecturers, and thinkers and theorists who have the "five
sexes". I mean, we did not grab this out of thin air. We did not
make up this issue. I have read it. I have seen it. Now, you are
giving further testimony to it by saying that there are these two
schools of thought, but there seems to be some kind of compromise,
but where is it written. I mean, why do we not nail down the difference and say, 'That is it."
Mr. MARRERO. Again, Mr. Chairman, in many, many years of
U.N. usage, this issue had never arisen as a controversy. It was not
until the last days of the last preparatory committee meeting in
New York that there was even a question as to "gender" meaning
male and female. So, given that long, long history of understanding and acceptance, and common usage of the word to mean male
and female, many delegations believe that the record had been
clear before, had never been understood otherwise, and there was
no reason to deviate from the prior understanding. So that, even
though the issue is not as square as you and I perhaps would prefer, it is there by implication simply because there had been no
prior history of understanding of the word to mean other than two
sexes.
Mr. SMITH. If you could tell us, who were the people, or the
groups, or the delegates, who believe that gender is just a social
construct? Did they ever offer that there were these 'five sexes"?
Who was pushing that?
Mr. MARRERO. In the discussions that took place in the Prep
Comm and in the contact group, there was never any articulation
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by any delegation, either directly or indirectly, about five sexes or
five genders. It just did not come up.
Mr. SMITH. Then, who objected to definitively defining it so that
there is no ambiguity that it means male and female?
Mr. MARRERO. There were dozens of delegations that took part
in the contact group from all parts of the world. I cannot tell you
delegation by delegation where they came out, but it was a process
of give and take, and ultimately, of compromise, that resulted in
the statement that was agreed to.
Mr. SMITH. But there had to have been, because I have been in
negotiations over and over again on legislation, there had to have
been some people in the forefront who felt very strongly that this
could not be defined as male and female in the body of the document. Could you tell us who they were?
Mr. MARRERO. Mr. Chairman, again, I do not recall that there
was any specific delegation that objected to the definition of it as
strictly a male/female. It was a question of whether we defined it
in the document itself with words of definition, as opposed to a
chairman's statement giving the sense of the group.
The debate that we had never boiled down to what each of the
delegations believed the word meant. There were some delegations
that actually offered a word for word definition, but we did not
reach a point at which the question was whether we should have
one definition or another. We reached, very early on, a consensus
that what we wanted was not a definition as such in the body of
the text, but rather, a chairman's sense of the body incorporating
the understanding of the group.
Mr. SMITH. Again, that leaves the issue unresolved. This is the
most, like many U.N. documents, quite exhaustive, dotting ever i,
crossing every t, 121 pages of single-spaced language, and on this
issue we are asking that there be no ambiguity, and just take Ambassador Albright's statement and put it into the body of the document so that this cannot be misused by those who have another
agenda.
Mr. MARRERO. What we sometimes do in these situations, Mr.
Chairman, where there may be some remaining ambiguity in some
people's minds, you may think that there is, others may not, but
what some delegations do in cases like that is create the equivalent
of a legislative history where each delegation will indicate for the
record what it believes the word or the thought means, and in that
way, we can state explicitly our own individual delegation understanding so that there be no ambiguity, at least as to our position.
Mr. SMITH. Are ou unwilling or unable to say who it is that objected to defining this in the document?
Mr. MARRERO. I think that it would not be appropriate for me

to speak for other delegations, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. SMITH. But you were there?
Mr. MARRERO. Yes, I was there.
Mr. SMITH. I would have no problems, if I had a difference of
opinion with anyone, in saying who it was that opposed me on a
certain perspective.
Ms. KIMBIE. Could I? I am not exactly sure that this will resolve
all the ambiguity, but I would like to say that one of the problems
is that we were working in six languages, and at least three U.N.
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languages have only one translation in their language for the term
gender, and that is sex. So, when the document says gender in
English, it says sex in Arabic, for instance.
Many of these delegations told us that they would accept a simple, a simple equational use, or they would accept a biological use,
ut much of this document is dealing with socially ascribed roles
of women, in particular, women as teachers, women as legislators,
women in new capacities, and other delegations felt that just substituting sex and gender would not be an effective approach and
would not encompass the way the terminology is used in the document.
But, given your concerns, as I mentioned at the beginning, we
are still in the process of developing this document. Certainly, the
U.S. delegation will try to find a way, at least in the English version, to strengthen the clarity of what we mean by this term. I cannot assure you that we will have a definition in the document because many, many many delegations, I would say, over 100 delegations, oppose the idea of a definition in the document.
Mr. SMITH. One hundred delegations oppose what Madeleine
Albright said earlier should be the definition? Where is Bella
Abzug on this? Does she feel that this is something that should not
be included, as well?
Mr. MARRERO. Mr. Chairman, we do not represent Bella Abzug.
I think that she has a voice of her own.
Mr. SMITH. I know you do not, but she has her own language.
We all know that.
Mr. MARRERO. Let me say one other thing. In saying what I did,
I am not taking the position of refusing to answer your question.
The contact group met in an informal discussion. There was no
record of the meeting. It was not an official meeting of the United
Nations. There was no translation. So, therefore, there are no minutes of those discussions. Therefore, I think it would be inappropriate for me to characterize the positions that may have been taken
by other governments simply because I cannot speak for them.
To the extent that there will be discussions on the record later
on in Beijing, we will have, if this issue comes up again, an indication of where delegations fall on it.
Mr. SMITH. Let me say finally that, notwithstanding the assurances by Ambassador Albright, hearing this further elaboration of
what is going on here, I still remain concerned that this is an unsolved issue and will be a major bone of contention. We plan to
have a series of follow-up hearings post-Beijing, and hopefully, this
could be-I mean, this is, in my view, very easily settled by defining it. I mean, every bill we pass out of Congress has a list of definitions. Without it, you leave everyone gleaning from that that
which they want to do. It should not be up to the delegation to say,
'This is what we mean. The Gay Rights movement gets some sanction from the language that is in here," and so on. So, I hope you
will do everything humanly possible to define it in the body of the
document. I say that with all sincerityN
Let me ask you, has any accreditedNGO or NGO representative
received funding, either directly or indirectly, from any U.S. Government source for any purpose connected with the Beijing conference, and if so, through what agency did they receive funds.
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Mr. MARRERO. I do not have, Mr. Chairman, the sources of funds

for the literally hundreds of U.S.-based NGO's that were accredited
to the conference. I would not be surprised that some may receive
some funding for their activities from the U.S. Government. That
may be an issue that we will have to come back to in written form.
Mr. SMITH. Couldwe get an accounting of that as quickly as possible?
Mr. MARRERO. To the extent that we may be able to supply it.
Ms. KIMBLE. Could I further clarify your question because, as
you know, through the participant activities of AID, AID supports
the participation of other delegations or NGO's from Third World
countries in U.N. conferences. We can provide that, too, but that
may not be what you are interested in.
Mr. SMITH. That would be very helpful. I noticed at the Cairo
conference, that there were a number of people salted away on delegation after delegation, and the funding source remained still
somewhat of a question, from International Planned Parenthood
Federation and other groups, and part of the concern that I had
there was, frankly, that when you are talking about getting more
money and lobbying governments for more money there is a conflict of interest of having those very same people subsidized by, perhaps the United Nations, perhaps AID, who are then making a
case as to why their organization ought to get additional moneys
from the international community.
Minimally, there should be sunshine and disclosure to know if
that kind of relationship exists. Whether or not it is ethical is another question, but we, at least, should know who it is that makes
up these delegations and what their funding sources are. So, I
would very deeply appreciate that, and if you could make that
available to us as quickly as possible.
Let me just ask another question. The notion that groups denied
accreditation, such as the Taiwan-based or Tibetan-based groups,
are political, and the groups accredited deal with women's issues,
is this not an incoherent and result-oriented standard that allows
the United Nations to exclude anyone the PRC does not like? We
had read reports that the Chinese were lobbying to have certain
groups excluded. Aren't women's issues political issues? Were we
not able to-again, that was the gist of my legislation-to make
sure that there is absolute, unfettered access? If it was held in Australia, for example, every one of these groups would have been
there.
Mr. MARRERO. Mr. Chairman, there were four basic criteria established by the United Nations in determining accreditation to the
conference. One was that the gr6up had to be a legitimate NGO,
legitimate in the sense of being non-government membership organization incorporated in the country of its headquarters; that it had
to be relevant and competent to the issues of the conference; that
it be either international or national-that means not strictly local
groups-and that the group had to have a complete application
submitted by the deadline.
Now, in determining which groups were relevant and competent,
yes, there were some that we believe fell into gray areas because
they may have been groups that were involved in legitimate activities related to the conference, but, on the other hand, they may
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also have pursued other agendas that the host government, in this
case, found objectionable. Indeed, there were other governments
that objected to groups that they believed were political in the
sense of challenging the territorial integrity or sovereignty of a particular state.
That was one measure by which certain groups were objected to
by China, indeed, by India, in one case by Bhutan, by Iran. The
11 groups that were not accredited by ECOSOC in the last round
essentially fell into this category in varying degrees of certainty. It
was in that context that they were not accepted.
Mr. SMIrH. And it is your view that they were improperly excluded?
Mr. MARRERO. I am sorry?
Mr. SMITH. And it is your view and testimony that they were
Mr. MARRERO. It was the view of the United States that the
U.S.-based groups that we advocated for should have been accredwith 54 member states participatagin,
context,
in thatour
butvoting,
ited,
not prevail.
view did
in and
Y think it is important also to focus on the positive results that
were achieved. Bear in mind the absolute numbers that we are
talking about. Over 3500 groups that applied were accredited. Onl],
11 out of 3500 were not. Many of those 3500 that were accredited,
were accredited specifically because the U.S.' delegation took a
very, very active, proactive, and aggressive role in making sure
that the process was open, transparent to the maximum extent possible, kept opened, and in fact, reopened at one point, in order to
allow for more groups to apply. So, I think that in that ratio the
numbers are overwhelmingly favorable, and I think that is the important thing.
Mr. SMITH. On the visas question, if these individuals, having
gone through this arduous process of being accredited, being denied, and then finally, getting accreditation, if the visas are denied, what would be the U.S. response then?
Mr. MARRERO. Mr. Chairman, we have been assured by the Chinese government that any group that is accredited by the United
Nations to participate in the conference will be issued a visa. That
was practically a guarantee that was publicly articulated by the
Chinese Ambassador in Geneva, on the record, for the members of
ECOSOC.
Mr. SMITH. Just to clarify on the gender issue one more time, if
I heard you correctly, there were no official minutes taken of the
contact group discussions. Ambassador Albright testified that, in
her view, it is male and female, yet there is no written record, and
there is, certainly, no language in the document. To someone like
myself who believes we should nail things down and say what we
need to say, it is still an unresolved issue.
Mr. MARRERO. Again, Mr. Chairman, Ambassador Albright was
articulatin gthe understanding of the overwhelming number of delegations who participated in this process, including that of the
United States. That is our understanding. The statement that was
agreed to as a consensus chairperson's statement, does not specifically make the reference to male and female, but, again, it does so
by implication of what had been the prior understanding, for many,
many years.
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Mr. SMITH. The consensus chair statement, is that in a written

form?

Mr. MARRERO. Yes, the chairperson's statement is in written
form.
Mr. SMITH. Can we get a copy of that?
Mr. MARRERO. Absolutely.
Mr. SMITH. I, regrettably, have to go to the floor. I have an
amendment up in probably about 15 minutes or So that will take
the rest of my day. But, Mr. Salmon will assume the chair. We do
have some additional questions, I do, that I would like to give you
and ask you to respond on the record.
[Pause.]
Mr. SMITH. I am advised that Mr. Salmon has to leave for another appointment, as well. Again, we will provide you some questions, and I do appreciate your testifying today.
Ms. KIMBLE. OK
Mr. SMITH. This subcommittee is adjourned.
Ms. KMBLE. Thank you.
[Whereupon, at 4:38 p.m., the subcommittee was adjourned to reconvene subject to the call of the Chair.]
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APPENDIX
OPENING STATEMENT
THE HONORABLE TOM LANTOS
SUBCOMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL OPERATIONS AND HUMAN RIGHTS
JULY 18, 1995

At the outset I'd like to associate myself with all of Chairman Smith's remarks on
China's human rights practices, which are deplorable. I have been one of the most
persistent members of this body in condemning the Chinese Government for its wanton
disregard of individual freedoms and its systemic violation of fundamental human
rights. The arrest and indictment of Harry Wu is one more outrage in the Chinese
assault on the civilized world, and it is the duty of all U.S. government officials to
protest th;s illegal detention and to work for his immediate release.

The focus of today's hearing, however, is not China's human rights record, but the
U.S. interest in participating in the Fourth World Conference on Women, which
will take place in Beijing in September. It is a distinction worth noting, and which
would have been eloquently elaborated upon by our Permanent Representative to
the United Nations, Ambassador Madeleine Albright, if she were here.

Ambassador Albright, who will lead the U.S. Delegation to the Conference,
received an informal invitation to testify at this hearing just last Thursday. Let me
point out that Committee rules require at least one week advance notice to
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Members of the subcommittee about a subcommittee hearing, and it strikes me that
an invitation to a Member of the Cabinet ought to be extended more than five days
in advance of the scheduled hearing.

The State Department indicated to Chairman Smith that Ambassador Albright
would like to testify on this issue, but that she could not do so today, due to urgent
business connected with the collapse of the UN peacekeeping operation in Bosnia.
I should note that Cabinet-level testimony before a Subcommittee happens
infrequently, but because of the importance of the subject, Ambassador Albright
offered to appear at another time. It is unfortunate to go ahead with this hearing
without hearing testimony from the U.S. Government official who is in the best
position to explain the rationale for U.S. participation in this conference. I do hope
that the Subcommittee will be able to accommodate Ambassador Albright because
I think it is vital to be able to hear the Administration's position on this critical
issue.

Let me note, Mr. Chairman, that Beijing should never have been chosen as the site
of this conference. It was a mistake, and I fought against it at the time. But the
member-states of the UN, including the United States government -- which at that
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time was the Bush Administration, and the decision was signed off by then
Secretary oi State James Baker -- supported the choice. To repudiate that decision
now, would suggest that U.S. commitments are valid for two years at a time.

There are a lot of UN decisions and resolutions that I do not agree with, but to
reverse agreements that previous U.S. Governments approved is a serious step that
should not be taken lightly. If we decide to pull out of the Beijing Conference, it
could undermine other key UN initiatives that are often long in the planning and
execution such as the Biodiversity agenda agreed-to at the Rio Earth Summit in
1992.
Moreover, the Conference is not the Beijing Conference. It is the Fourth World
Conference on Women. The agenda is a crucial and ambitious one: to enhance the
status of women, including achieving advances in women's economic, educational
and health concerns and promoting women's human rights. We should not jettison
our opportunity to influence the plan of action that will be adopted at the
Conference because of the current state of U.S.-Sino relations. To boycott the
Conference and silence the U.S. voice plays into the hands of the Chinese regime.
We hurt ourselves, the effort to improve the status of women worldwide, and
probably the UN system, but not the people we want to target: the brutal Chinese
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regime.

The Conference will take place whether we are there or not. So the best strategy
is to attend the Conference and hit the Chinese hard for their cruel violations of
women's rights and suppression of their aspirations.

On a final note, I want to emphasize that I am not overlooking the plight of Harry
Wu. Harry's cause is to expose the horror and magnitude of the repressive system
that China's rulers use to maintain their grip on power. The United States can best
honor Harry, further his life's work, and strive for his release by keeping up the
pressure on the Chinese in all fora, including this one which will have the world's
attention for several days.
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Representative Nancy Pelosi
Subcommittee on International Operations and Human Rights
Hearing on the Fourth World Conference on Women
July 18, 1995
Mr. Chairman and Members of the Subcommittee, thank you for
the opportunity to appear before you today to discuss the
upcoming Fourth World Conference on Women in Beijing.

I have

long valued our strong working relationship on human rights..
issues, Mr. Chair in, and commend you for your continuing efforts
to promote freedom, democratization and human dignity around the
world.
I know that we share the same determination to see Harry Wu
released from his imprisonment in China and the same staunch
advocacy for improving human rights in China.

Like you, I was

not pleased that Beijing was chosen as the site for this
important U.N. Conference.

China's appalling human rights

record, and its practice of female infanticide, forced abortion,
and the abortion of female fetuses, make a mockery of the honor
of hosting an international conference on the status of women.
Yet, for several reasons, the U.N. chose Beijing as the site for
this Conference.

Since the Conference is going to take place, I

believe that an official U.S. presence there is warranted.
Throughout the past months, I have been actively involved
with the Members of the Congressional Caucus for Women's Issues
in pushing the Administration to ensure an impartial, fair and
non-politicized accreditation process for non-governmental
organizations.

The Members of the Women's Caucus have also been

involved in monitoring the dispute about the Chinese government's
arbitrary change in venue for the NGO Forum, an important adjunct
to the official Conference.

Throughout these disputes, I have

118
remained optimistic about their successful resolution and hopeful
that the Conference would be able to proceed.

I believe that, in

reference to our concerns about the arrest of Harry Wu, we must
continue to proceed optimistically with the hope that Harry will
be released by the time the Conference takes place.
This Conference is important to women here in the United
States and to women around the world.

Women everywhere want..

strong families, economic security, and decent education and
healthcare.

They are working at the local, the national and the

international level for a stronger voice in decision-making and
stronger legal rights.

These goals are important and they can be

advanced at the Beijing Conference.

And, they can be advanced

more successfully with an official U.S. presence than they would
be without us represented there.
I have thought long and hard about the issue of U.S.
participation in the Beijing Conference.

I am not interested in

providing China's dictatorial government with an opportunity to
propagandize the world and to gain a public relations advantage
in the long struggle to improve human rights there.

Despite

recent setbacks in the U.S.-China relationship, I believe that
our country should be officially represented at the Fourth World
Conference on Women.

The question for me becomes what level of

representation is appropriate.
I oppose the First Lady's presence at this Conference.
Given the arrest of Harry Wu, regardless of whether he is
released by the time of the Conference, and the recent round-up
of Chinese dissidents, Mrs. Clinton's presence at the Conference
would send the wrong message to China's leaders.
attend the Beijing Conference.

She should not
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I do believe, however, that Ambassador Albright should
attend the Conference.

As our national representative to the

U.N., Ambassador Albright is the appropriate person for this
Conference.

The Conference is, after all, an international forw,

hosted by the U.N..

Ambassador Albright's presence would be in

keeping with her official duties and it would confer no special
status on China's government.
The women of the world reaped concrete benefits from the
Nairobi Women's Conference.

International attention focused on

women's status, on their health, education and economic needs, on
obstacles to their development and full participation in society,
can make a real, positive difference in identifying solutions to
problems faced by women around the world.

The Beijing Conference

provides such an opportunity.
I look forward to continuing my efforts with you, Mr.
Chairman and Members of the Subcommittee, to promote human rights
in China.

Thank you.
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STATEMENT OF THE HONORABLE JAN MEYERS
BEFORE THE SUBCOMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL OPERATIONS AND HUMAN RIGHTS
July 18, 1995
Mr. Chairman, you have said several times that the forces of
oppression are on the rise and human rights abuses are increasing
around the world.

That is true.

And women are the victims of an

incredible number of these human rights abuses.

The United

States has always led the world in promoting human rights and
working to prevent these atrocities against women.

That is why I

believe the United States should participatt; in the United
Nations Fourth World Conference on Women, even if it's held in
Beijing.

Failure to do so wou'Lu hand the foes of freedom a

victory that I am sure a supporter of human rights such as
yourself, Mr. Chairman, do not really want to give them.

First, let me say that I would prefer that this conference
were not being held in Beijing.

The idea of holding a United

Nations human rights conference in China is strange.

I wouldn't

choose it as a location, and I don't think any American would.
The United Nations chose it, I understand mainly, because it was
Asia's "turn" for a UN conference and no other country in Asia
wanted it.

The behavior of the Chinese government regarding
accreditation and accommodation of non-governmental organizations
at the women's conference has been despicable.

The United

Nations Secretariat's going along with the Chinese government is
doubly deplorable.

The organizations represented here should be
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allowed to attend the conference.

I participated in the press

conference that protested the unfair exclusion of nongovernmental organizations.

Our bilateral relations with China are troubled by the
Chinese government's blatant contempt for human rights and the
standards of civilized conduct.

The disgraceful arrest of an

American citizen on trumped-up charges must be responded to.
But, the women's conference has nothing to do with our bilateral
relations with China.

It has to do with promoting the human

rights of women, and denouncing those countries that deny those
rights.
Not going to the conference won't hurt the Chinese
government at all.

In fact, I believe that they would prefer

that the United States boycott the conference.

I am sure the

Chinese government would deeply appreciate it if there wasn't an
American delegation at the conference to call attention to
China's horrific treatment of women and girls.

If we don't go,

this official UN conference will be dominated by the enemies of
human rights and the supporters of the oppression of women.
would be fine with the Chinese Communists.

That

But the United States

Congress?

If there were some way of moving this conference, I would
strongly support it.

I just don't think it is possible.

are 45,000 people planning on going to this conference.

There
And the

issues being discussed at this conference are very important to
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almost 3 billion people.

I believe that the United States

delegation should have the opportunity to promote the rights of
women at the major United Nations forum devoted to that cause.
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Mr. Chairman and Distinguished Members of the
Subcommittee I am pleased that you have called this
hearing regarding the Fourth World Conference on
Women which will be held in Beijing, China, this
coming September.
We have a long day ahead of us and therefore I will
keep my remarks brief.
The problems surrounding this conference are
numerous, ranging from the accreditation process of
non-governmental organizations to the location of
the NGO Forum to the content of the draft Platform
for Action.
It is the substance of the Platform of Action that I
would like to address today.
A Preparatory Meeting or PrepComm was held this
past March at the United Nations to put together a
document that would incorporate the ideas
generated at previous regional meetings around the
world. The language in the document that was not
agreed to in March is in brackets and will be debated
at the meeting in Beijing. It is this language with
which we should be concerned. It is anti-woman,

Ob
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anti-family, redefines the term gender and promotes
quotas in the workforce.
The document should be promoting the dignity of
women, but it does not even come close. Instead, it
Is a document on gender. In the 120 page document,
the word gender appears over 200 times. Gender,
however, no longer means male and female, but
"socially constructed roles that are subject to
change." There are some who believe that
masculinity and femininity are just roles that have
been created by society to promote the domination
of men and the oppression of women. We need to
abolish this narrow perspective, they say. The new
thought stresses that since our roles are socially
construed, gender must have a broader definition,
such as: masculine, feminine, homosexual, bisexual
and transsexual.
At the end of the PrepComm, when it became
apparent to some of the developing countries that
gender no longer referred to male and female and the
U.N. was not prepared to give a definition of the word,
a Contact Group was formed to meet in May. Their
resolution? That \the word 'gender' has been
commonly used and understood in Its ordinary,
generally accepted usage in numerous other United

22-374 - 96 - 5
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Nations.. conferencess." The problem with the
statement is that it still does not define gender.
Anther problem with the Platform is its anti-family,
anti-motherhood tone. Mothers are referenced only
15 times. In a document on women, in a world where
90% of women become mothers, motherhood is
barely mentioned. The words husband and wife are
never used. When the word family is included It
refers to failure, disintegration and deterioration.
The document implies that families cannot be
counted on.
The Platform of Action also promotes gender equity
through statistical enforcement. The following two
examples are lifted from the draft:
1. Governments should "commit themselves to
establishing the goal of gender balance.. .setting
specific targets and Implementing measures to
substantially Increase the number of women with a
view to achieve equal representation of men and
women in all'positions."
2. Governments and all other organizations should
"create regulatory bodies and enforcement
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mechanisms to monitor women's access to senior
levels of decision-making."
The draft redefines equality. Whereas it previously
meant equal rights and equal protection under the
law, after the Beijing conference it will mean
absolute statistically equal participation in every
activity in society. Quotas perpetuate the idea that
women are inferior, just when women were attaining
equality on their own. What is needed is the removal
of barriers to equal opportunity and education.
Women will participate in numbers equal to their
desires. No one should try to manipulate what
should be the free decisions of women.
The consequences for the world if the Platform of
Action is implemented is devastating -- both to
women and the family. The conference is supposed
to be about women and for women. The document
should be celebrating all that is true and endearing
to the dignity of women. Motherhood should be
honored. The family should be strengthened.
The final version of the Platform for Action will effect
this country and every country in the world. Here at
home, NGOs sympathetic to the document will be
pressuring Congress to adhere to the principles it
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agreed to in Beijing. Elsewhere, entities such as the
World Bank will pressure countries to implement
the document in the name of sustainable
development.
Congress must do something. Chairman Smith and
I have introduced a resolution setting conditions
that must be met in order for a U.S. delegation to go,
as well as expressing issues that we would like to see
them support. It is by no means a comprehensive
resolution, but it conveys the most important
message: that motherhood and the family are
fundamental to a healthy society and should not be
destroyed.
Thank you.
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TESTIMONY OF NINA SHEA, PRESIDENT
THE PUEBLA INSTITUTE*
BEFORE THE
SUBCOMMITTEE ON
INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATION & HUMAN RIGHTS
COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
JULY 18, 1995
Thank you Mr. Chairman for inviting the Puebla Institute to testify today and for
holding such timely hearings.
I first wish to state clearly the position of the Puebla Institute regarding the UN
Beijing Women's Conference. The Puebla Institute urges the U.S. government to completely
withdraw from participating at the UN Fourth World Conference on Women to be held in
Beijing in September 1995, unless Harry Wu is freed and allowed to return home. There
should be no business as usual as long as Mr. Wu is a political prisoner in China.
There are three main reasons for our position. I wish to briefly summarize them:
1. Harry Wu is U.S. citizen. He is one of us. This distinguishes him from all the
untold numbers of political prisoners in China. He resides and works in California where he
was a scholar at the Hoover Institute of Stanford University.
Mr. Wu carried a valid U.S. passport and entry visa into China.
In every U.S. passport, it is written: "The Secretary of State of the United States of
America hereby requests all whom it may concern to permit the citizen/national of the United
States named herein to pass without delay or hindrance and in case of need to give all lawful

The Puebla Institute is a non-profit international human rights group that defends
religious freedom for all peoples throughout the world. It has reported on religious
persecuti.,s in China since 1989. For further information contact Puebla Institute at
1319 18th St., NW, Washington, DC 20036. (202)296-8050, Fax (202)296-5078.
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aid and protection."
This i$ in essence a contract of responsibility between the U.S. and the passport bearer.
The U.S. has a responsibility to see that Harry Wu's fundamental rights are observed.
2. Harry Wu is human rights defender. Harry survived 19 years in the laogai, or
gulag. He was arrested at the age of 23 for being a "rightist," after he criticized (at the
invitation of the Chinese government) Chinese support for the Soviet invasion of Hungary.
This charge was "corrected" when he was released in 1979. When he left China in 1979, he
did so voluntarily, lie had not been expelled. When he re-entered China in June there were
no public charges pending against him or outstanding warrants for his arrest. lie was arrested
at the border as he entered. lie is now being charged with espionage and faces a possible
death sentence.
But Mr. Wu is not only a human rights victim. He is a human rights defender of the
stature of Andrei Sakharov, Vaclav Havel, Anatoly Shcharansky and Nelson Mandela. Mr.
Wu is a bold critic of the repressive human rights policies of Beijing, and the Chinese fear
nothing more than the truth he witnesses. I do not need to reiterate the seminal work Mr. Wu
did in exposing to the world the atrocities of the Chinese laogai. This committee above all
knows Mr. Wu's courageous efforts that led to his revealing exposes of the laogai. He
suffered for his principles and spoke of the atrocities of dictatorship from personal experience.
And he also risked everything to give relentless voice to others who are victimized into
silence. He knew the risks that were involved in his work and he felt morally compelled to
assume them. In returning to China this June, he was not a fool; he was a hero.
International law recognizes the importance of human rights defenders like Mr. Wu
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and accords them special protections. The UN Human Rights Commission has a separate
agenda item under which the world community studies and develops protections for Human
Rights Defenders. The 1993 Vienna Declaration of the World Conference on Human Rights
also pays tribute to human rights defenders and calls for their special protection. As the
world's leading democracy we are morally bound to press for Mr. Wu's freedom.
3. Participation In such a human rights event as the Beijing Women's
Conference when our own citizen is stripped of all human rights would amount to a
shameful kowtowing by American delegates.

The Beijing Women's Conference, like the Vienna Conference on Human Rights
which I attended, will be a celebration -- a veritable festival -- of rights and will result in a

Beijing Declaration and forever more Beijing will be associated in international law as the
place where human rights were advanced. As is already clear from the regulations (on
everything from which NGOs are credentialed, to worship, publications, communications
equipment and informal meetings) that have been issued to conference participants and NGOs
attending the non-governmental forum, Chinese influence permeates this UN conference. It
will be impossible for the U.S. to separate China from this conference. The Chinese will be
the hosts of the conference and will be giving the opening welcome. They, as hosts, will be
thanked in turn by each of the official delegations. It will be an event that will confer great
prestige and legitimacy on the Chinese regime. It will signal that the international human
rights community has conferred membership within its ranks to the government of China -- a
privilege that was denied them by the Olympic Site Selection Committee in 1993.
Though the grotesque duplicity of this situation would be true regardless of the Wu
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case, Harry Wu's arrest, detention and possible death sentence forces the U.S. into a
confrontation over human rights. China's treatment from beginning to end against Wu is a
deliberate act of provocation against the U.S. Because of who Wu is and what he dedicates
his life to, China's treatment of Wu shows contempt for U.S. human rights standards.
China's capricious legal and penal systems -- its total lack of the rule of law -- are now
directly affecting the U.S., for one of its own citizens has been taken a political prisoner.
This is the wrong time for the U.S., by its presence, to pay tribute to China as an honorary
member of the international rights community.
The U.S. is to be represented in Beijing by the First Lady, two Cabinet members and
an Under-secretary of State -- one of the most prestigious delegations assembled for any UN
world conference in recent years. Even without the First Lady, this remains a very
distinguished delegation. To remove only Mrs. Clinton from the delegation in protest of Mr.
Wu's arrest would be a trivial gesture. No official American delegate of any rank should be
placed in the position of participating in the making of toasts to China over human rights, or
in the celebration of the further development of human rights standards while guests of the
Chinese at this time.
Pragmatically speaking, withdrawal of official U.S. participation from the Beijing
Women's Conference is one of the few points of pressure that can be applied by the U.S.
Human rights advocates, including the Puebla Institute, have advocated that athletes boycott
contests and business executives forego profits and deals in countries that seriously abuse
human rights. Though much has been invested in preparing for this conference by the U.S.
and NGOs and others, we should now be prepared to give up official U.S. participation in the
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Women's Conference, unless Mr. Wu is freed or the conference is moved.
Secretary of State Warren Christopher insisted on NBC's Meet the Press two days
ago that the women's conference and Harry Wu's case should be kept separate. The U.S. is
not likely to use the Conference in Beijing as a forum to protest the case of Harry Wu at the
Conference.
In conclusion, I urge the Congress to pass legislation banning official U.S.
participation in the UN Women's Conference until Harry Wu is released. U.S. participation
while Mr. Wu remains a political prisoner would be nothing less than giving the appearance
of coddling dictators.
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Mr. Chairman, thank you for the invitation to testify before
the

Committee

this

morning.

I

do

so

not

on

behalf

of

the

Commission, but on behalf of a statement unanimously adopted by the
Commission at its meeting
here

in

my

capacity as

last Friday (July 14).

an

sponsor of that statement.

individual

Therefore

Commissioner

It is entitled:

who was

I am
the

"Statement of the U.S.

Commission on Civil Rights on the U.N. World Conference on Women in
Beijing, China" and it reads as follows:
According to the State Department, the Chinese government may
restrict the right of Americans and other foreign nationals to

religious expression and the free exercise of religion during the
United Nations World Conference on Women scheduled to take place in
Beijing in September. We believe that our Government should not
agree to send a delegation whose participation is conditioned on
the relinquishment or attenuation of the right to religious
freedom, including religious expression or the right not to be
discriminated against based on religion or any other status
included in this Commission's statutory mandate.
In addition, the Chinese government has arrested an American
citizen, Mr. Harry Wu, apparently because of his laudable record in
the field of civil rights for Chinese nationals and Chinese
Since June 19th, he has been detained apparently
Americans.
without benefit of counsel.
We believe Mr. Wuls rights to due
process of law in the administration of justice have been grossly
violated, and he should be released immediately.
The participation of the U.S. delegation in the Beijing
conference should be conditional on the release of Mr. Wu and on
credible assurance that the religious rights of Americans in China
will be respected.
If the government of China rejects these
conditions, we urge the Administration to withdraw its delegation,
and we urge Congress to cancel funding for American participation
in the conference.
bk
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Mr. Chairman, I believe this to be a defining moment for our
government in the cause of civil rights and human rights.

In my

opinion, the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights took this virtually

unprecedented

action

citizen held

by

to protest

another

the

treatment

government

and of

of an American

that

government

perceived potential threat to the civil rights of other American
citizens, because as I stated at the

time of

adoption we cannot as a nation become entangled

the statement's
in such gross

violations of human rights as are occurring now in China without it
having serious implications for civil rights within the United
States.
How is it possible for the government of the United States to
participate

in a world conference ostensibly devoted in large

measure to civil rights when a condition for our participation is
the relinquishment of the civil rights of the members of our own
delegation and their acquiescence to a gross denial of fundamental
civil

rights to another American citizen?

I believe that as

officials charged with ensuring the equal protection of the laws in
the administration of justice we cannot pay that price even if that
price is the civil rights of only one American.
In 1992, the Commission on Civil Rights issued a report on the
Civil Rights Issues Facing Asian Americans in the 1990s which found
in part that many Asian Americans suffer from false stereotypes.
It is especially important that our government proceed in a manner
which will not promote, even indirectly, such stereotypes. America
must show as much resolve to secure the release of Harry Wu as it
did to rescue Captain Scott O'Grady.

Moreover, in my opinion, it
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is

particularly important that such resolve be demonstrated

case where the American at issue is
a naturalized American citizen.

in a

an American by choice--that is,
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Civil lights Comaission Proposes Conditions
On Attendan e of V.2. Delegation at Conference in Chins

WASHINGTON, D.C.--The U.S. Commission on Civil Rights

unanimously adopted a statement Friday urging that the Government
not send a delegation to the United Nations World Conference on
women in Beijing if China restricts the religious liberties of
visitors.
The statement, introduced by Commissioner Carl A. Anderson,
also urged that the participation of an American delegation be
contingent on the release by the Chinese government of Harry Vfu,
an American citizen arrested reportedly because of his efforts on
behalf of civil rights.

Commissioner Charles Pei Wang expressed his deep concern for
the plight of Mr. Wu.
The U.S. Commission on Civil Rights is an independent,
bipartisan fact-finding agency. Its members are Chairperson Mary
Frances Berry, Vice Chairperson Cruz Reynoso, and Commissioners
Carl A. Anderson, Arthur A. Fletcher, Robert P. George, Constance
Homer, Russell G. Redenbaugh, and Charles Pei Wang. Mary K.

Mathews is Staff Director.
The text of the statement follows.
-307-17-95
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According to the State Department, the Chinese government may
restrict tue right of Americans and other foreign nationals to
religious expression and the free exercise of religion during the
United Nations World Conference on Women scheduled to take place in
Beijing in September. We believe that our Government should not
agree to send a delegation whose participation is conditioned on
the relinquishment or attenuation of the right to religious
'freedom, including religious expression or the right not to be
discriminated against based on religion or any other status
included in this Commission's statutory mandate.
In addition, the Chinese government has arrested an American
citizen, Mr. Harry Wu, apparently because of his laudable record in
the field of civil rights for Chinese nationals and Chinese
Since June 19th, he has been detained apparently
Americans.
We believe Mr. Vu's rights to due
without benefit of counsel.
process of law in the administration of justice have been grossly
violated, and he should be released immediately.
The participation of the U.S. delegation in the Beijing
conference should be conditional on the release of Mr. Wu and on
credible assurance that the religious rights of Americans in China
will be respected. If the government of China rejects these
conditions, we urge the Administration to withdraw its delegation,
and we urge Congress to cancel funding for American participation
in the conference.
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The following testimony deals with Amnesty International's
concerns about human rights in China, including a particular
focus on women's human rights, as well as Amnesty
International's concerns regarding the Clinton
Administration's policy towards China. Our testimony is
based on two recent Amnesty International reports:
*China,
Six Years After Tiananmen:
Increased Political Repression
and Human Rights Violations* (June 1995) and "Women in
China:
Imprisoned and Abused for Dissent" (June 1995).
This testimony is being given in the context of whether the
United States should go to the Fourth World Conference on
Women, since that conference is to be held in Beijing.
Therefore it is relevant to state that Amnesty International
does not take a position on whether the conference should be
held in Beijing or whether the United States should boycott
the Conference.
However, Amnesty International USA wishes to go on record to
reaffirm its support for the Fourth World Conference on
Women. In a press release of July 14, 1995, Mary Gray,
Chair of the Board of Amnesty International USA, stated that
"The UN Conference on Women is an important event in its own
rights. The fact that we object to the policies and
practices of the host government of the Conference - China
in this case - does not diminish the significance of the
conference itself.
It is not a Chinese conference, it is a
world conference addressing a most important issue. Women
the world over are looking forward to it as a forum in which
to further their goals of development, equality and peace.
Discrimination against women is a serious issue that must be
addressed by governments at all levels. The epidemic of
violence against women is the harshest evidence of this
discrimination. Violations against the human rights of
women are an onerous reality. Amnesty International is
going to the Women's Conference urging all governments to
make commitments to address that reality."
We are submitting for the record with this testimony, if the
subcommittee permits, a document entitled "Equality by the
Year 2000?:
Amnesty International's Recommendations for the
Fourth UN World Conference on Women's Platform for Action"
(September 1994).
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Women's Human Rights in China
Amnesty International has just published a comprehensive report on women's human
rights in China. This 29-page report, "Women in China: Imprisoned and Abused for Dissent,"
(June 28, 1995) is attached as part of this testimony.
China's human rights record for women is dismal. Women are the victims of China's
well-documented, widespread practices of long-term detention of prisoners of conscience, unfair
trials of political prisoners, use of administrative detention and "re-education-through.labor
camps, an increasing incidence of torture and other ill-treatment, killings-of unarmed
demonstrators, and use of the death penalty, including executions for white-collar crimes.
In addition, the Chinese government's policy of compulsory birth control results in serious
human rights violations affecting women in particular. Amnesty International has confirmed
cases of forced abortion and forced sterilization carried out by or at the instigation of people
acting in an official capacity. Women have been detained in storerooms or offices --sometimes
for days or even weeks -- until they are "persuaded" to have an abortion. One official reported
being able to transfer such women to the local detention center for up to two months if they
remained intransigent. Pregnant women have been rounded up in the middle of the night by local
militia and family planning officials to be taken in trucks to have abortions or be sterilized at
local hospitals.
Chinese women continue to suffer human rights violations for carrying out work which
women's organizations across the world can freely do. They are among the thousands of prodemocracy and human rights activists, Tibetan independence demonstrators, labor leaders, and
members of independent Christian groups who have been the targets of relentless political
oppression.
* Phuntsog Nyidron, a Tibetan nun serving a 17-year sentence, is one of nearly 200
Tibetan women known to have been arrested since 1992, and believed to be still detained
for their involvement in independence demonstrations.
* Gao Yu, a journalist, is charged under legislation concerning state secrets which
Amnesty Internatinoal believes encompasses matters that would be the subject of public
debate and scrutiny in many other countries and goes far beyong what is needed to
protect national security. This is the same legislation under which Harry Wu is now
charged. Gao is now serving a six-year prison sentence for disclosing "important state
secrets" after a secret trial at which she had no legal representation.

* Tong Yi, Tiananmen Square activist and assistant to Wei Jingsheng -- one of China's
best known dissident -- is serving two and half years of "re-education-through-labor"
without being charged or tried. Just 5 days ago, on July 13, human rights groups learned
that prison officials informed Tong's parent's that she had been uncooperative in fulfilling
her labor production quotas in the camp and prison authorities would now be "taking
stronger measures" to make her obey.
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Wives and female relatives of imprisoned male dissidents are also frequently the victims
in a pattern of continuing harassment, intimidation and attempted isol&Sion of those who speak
out and steadfastly pursue legal remedies on behalf of detained relatives of friends.
Amnesty International believes that rape is a serious problem in some local detention
centers and other administrative detention centers. Women in detention have also been beaten
with electric batons and subjected to electric shocks on the breasts, thighs and sexual organs: In
some cases, dogs have reportedly been unleashed on naked women. Women have also been
severely beaten by prison guards and inmates assigned supervisory duties, for failing to complete
forced labor quotas.
While the Chinese government acknowledges that police use torture, few of the victims
officially recognized have been women. Those few provisions in Chinese legislation aimed at
protecting women against sexual abuse in detention are often ineffective in practice.
Since 1991, six female Tibetan political prisoners have died in custody or shortly after
being released from jail. All were reportedly healthy on arrest and tortured or ill-treated during

their time in prison. Amnesty International has called for the Chinese government to ensure that
these and other cases of torture and death in custody are thoroughly and impartially investigated.
The authorities in the country must clarify the causes of death, and explain what - if any medical treatment was given to those women.
These human rights abuses in China are directly linked to grossly inadequate fundamental
legal safeguards. The judicial system fails to ensure due process and adher,'uce to basic
international standards designed to protect individuals against abuse. This lack of safeguards and
enforcement allows for continuing human rights abuses, even when the practice is prohibited by
existing law. Prime examples include torture and the increasing practice of unethical, cruel and
inhuman harvesting of human organs from executed prisoners for transplants.
Amnesty International has urged the Chinese government to take all the necessary steps
to improve the human rights situation of women in China. Particularly in the run-up to the 1995
World Conference on Women, when women all over the world haye been turning their eyes
toward Beijing, the Chinese government has not been able to hide the human rights abuses
suffered by women in China, and indeed has not completely succeeded in avoiding criticism.
However, the government has not taken adequate steps to stop the abuses, and international
pressure must continue.
United States Policy Towards Human Rights in China
U.S. policy towards China is one of confusion and weakness. In the name of engagement,
the Administration has compromised the principles of fundamental human rights. When President
Clinton decided to de-link human rights from most-favored-nation trade status, he promised "a
continuing aggressive effort in human rights." He then committed to eleven concrete steps by
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which the Adminiration intended to keep pressure on China. However, in a recent letter to
Amnesty Inernational. Vice President Gore acknowledged that only three of the eleven steps
have been implemented, and then only partially. Meanwhile, China's human rights situation has
steadily, sometimes dramatically, deteriorated over the past year. We have had new reports, for
example, of the deaths of three of the Tibetan Buddhist nuns mentioned above; arrests of scores
of dissidents, Christians, and other prisoners of conscience; and the June 19 detention of an
American citizen, Mr. Harry Wu, whom Amnesty [nternaional considers to be a prisoner of
conscience.
Furthermore, the Administration has recently lifted at least one of the sanctions banning
export of military equipment to China imposed after the 1989 Tianamen massacre. This, we
believe, is sending the wrong signal to the Chinese government. Clearly, the policy has not
responded adequately to the reality of the situation in China. The Administration has failed to
make human rights policy an integral part of the overall U.S. engagement with the PRC. This
is particularly evident as the Administration aggressively pursues its economic and strategic
interests, leaving human rights floundering on the periphery, to the detriment of thousands of
Chinese suffering under repression, including, most recently, Harry Wu.
While the U.S. government's efforts with corporations to develop a voluntary code of
conduct have resulted in a model code, no further mechanisms to ensure business cooperation in
promotion of human rights appear to be forthcoming. The business community has yet to
cooperate in actually adopting such codes, limited as they are. This is especially troubling in
light of the fact that business loudly proclaimed their support of human rights in China during
the intense debate over MFN. Business has always said that they simply disagreed on the tools.
We have seen no action on any level, with the exception of a few businesses whose codes of
conduct led them to withdraw all operations from China several years ago, and the continuing
efforts of one American businessman, John Kamm. We are left to conclude that in fact business
has few tools to address human rights, and none which are public.
It is imperative that the Administration construct a clear and coherent human rights policy
as part of U.S.-China relations. Any failure to do so will send a powerful message to the
international commuity about the seriousness of U.S. human rights policy. If the U.S. does not
pull together a coherent policy on China soon, it will lose its credibility both in its attempt to
persuade China that our human rights protests are in fact rooted in respect for universal
principles, as opposed to a mere tool with which to keep China, and in its relations with the rest
of the world. When a major power like China continues to carry out egregious human rights
with little price to pay, others will follow.
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POLITICAL IMPRISONMENT
1.

Poldcalpdtoners convicted under the Criminal Law

While a few prisoners of conscience were released during the past year. thousands of
political prisoners detained or convicted after unfair trials during the past decade remain
held. Many were sentenced under the Criminal law after being convicted of either political
or ordinary criminal offences. They include many prisoners of conscience jailed for the
peaceful exercise of their fundamental human rights, including members of ethnic and
religious groups, and political activists.
The Chinese authorities still argue that there are no political prisoners in China,
acknowledging only the existence of 'criminals' convicted 'according to law'. However.
this definition includes the acknowledged category of "counter-revolutionary criminals' -a
euphemism for political prisoners. In January 1995. a Chinese Ministry of Justice official
was cited as sting that 2.678 prisoners convicted of "counter-revolutionary" offences were
jailed. This figure -whether or not it accurately reflects the number of prisoners convicted
of 'counter-revolutionary' offences - Is far below the real number of political prisoners: it
excludes those held for political reasons but convicted of other offences, those held under
various forms of administrtive detention without charge or trial, and those detained for long
periods for investigation or pending trial.
Cases of political prisoners previously unknown continued to come to light during the past
year. They include people convicted of political offences since the early 1980s for a variety
of activities, Including membership of banned secret religious sects, and scores of political
prsoners jailed for their activities during the 1989 pro-democracy protests, many of whom
were convicted of ordinary criminal offences, such as 'hooliganism', 'disturbing public
order', or 'snatching ammunition' or 'firearms' which had been abandoned by soldiers on
4 June 1989 in Beijing.
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In many such cases, the information available is insufficient to assess whether or not
the prisoners were involved, as charged, in violent or criminal activities. However,
Amnesty biemioa is concerned that the prsoners were convicted after unfair trials
and tha many we reported to have been subjected to torture or ill-treatment in order
to extract confessions. This cast strong doubts on the validity of the charges against
them. Furthermore,
many of those convicted of ordinary criminal offences received
sentences totally disproportionate with the offence they were alleged to have
critted. For example, Liu Wensheng, a 23 year-old man from Beijing, is reported
to be serving a sentence of seven years' imprisonment imposed on a charge of
*disturbing the traffic' during the 1989 protests.
Some of those convicted of 'counter-revolutionary' offences for their activities during the
1989 protests are serving long prison sentences, such as Tang Yuanjuan, formerly an
assistant engineer at a car factory in Jilin province, who received a sentence of 20 years'
imprisonment. He was accused of organising a small discussion group with some friends and
a protest march in Changchun city following the 4 June 1989 massacre in Beijing. Amnesty
International considers him to be a prisoner of conscience held solely for the peaceful
exercise of his right to freedom of expression and association. Jailed since 1989, Tang
Yuanjuan has been held since 1991 at the Lingyuan No.2 Reform Through Labour
Detachment, a large labour camp in Liaoning province, where he and other political
prisoners have reportedly been ill-treated1 . Tang Yuanjuan Is now reported to be in poor
health. suffering from tuberculosis and hepatitis.
2.

Increased use of administrative detention

The police continues to use 'shelter and investigation' - a form of 'preventive,
administrative detention - to arbitrarily detain dissidents and suspected opponents for long
periods without charge. The detention of dissidents for 'shelter and investigation' is not
only arbitrary according to international human rights standards, it also appear to be illegal
under Chinese law: in many cases it violates the legal provisions which define the type of
cases and circumstances in which 'shelter and investigation' can be used'.
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Another widely used form of administrative detention, 're-education through labour', is
Imposed as a punishment by local government committees without any judicial process: the
accused are not charged under the Criminal Law, do not appear before a court of law and
have no access to a lawyer. Often, the accused are not even present when their case is
examined by the committees which impose such semences. Once sentenced, the amued can
appeal to the court against their detention, but such appeals are rarely successful. To
Amnesty International's knowledge, there has been no successful appeal against Oreeducation through labour" decisions in political cases since the law providing for such
appeals came into force In October 1990.
Both "shelter and investigation' and *re-education through labour' have been increasingly
used by the authorities during the past year to detain dissidents and others for long periods
without charge. Human rights and political activists, members of unapproved religious
groups, as well as other people branded as 'hooligans' or 'troublemakers" because they
peacefully exercised fundamental human rights, were sentenced without trial to terms of two
or three years' 're-education through labour'.
Amnesty International Is concerned about the growing use of these two forms of
administrative detention against dissidents and people identified as potential opponents. This
appears to reflect a deliberate policy to silence both outspoken and potential critics in the
most arbitrary fashion permitted by Chinese legislation -by denying them due judicial
process.

III.

NEW ARRESTS
1.

Arrests of human rights activists and dissidents

A crackdown on prominent dissidents and human rights activists took place during the first
half of 1994 in a number of cities, particularly Beijing and Shanghai. At least 19 of those
arrested are known to be still detained'. Amnesty international considers that they are
prisoners of conscience detained for the peaceful exercise of their right to freedom of
expression or association. It is also concerned that many of them have been sentenced to
terms of administrative detention without being charged or tried.
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Human rights activists were detained in Shanghai during the first half of 1994. Most of them
were members of the Shanghai-based Association for Human Rights, which was formed in
1993 but refused legal registration. At least six members of the association were detained
between April and June 1994 and held without charge, including Li Guotao, the
association's chairman, Yang Zhou, a founding member, and four other members, Yang
Qingheng, Dai Xuezhong, Zhou Qibing and Zhu Fuming. Bao Ge, another dissident in
Shanghai associated with the human rights group, was detained on 3 June 1994 after sending
an open letter to the government asking for a national human rights organization to be set
up. Bao Ge had also campaigned to seek reparations from Japan for war crimes committed
in China. Bao Ge, Li Guotao, Yang Zhou, Yang Qingheng and Dai Xuezhong were later
sentenced without charge or trial to terms of three years' 'reeducation through labour" and
sent to labour camps to carry out the sentences. Several of them are known to have
unsuccessfully appealed to the courts against their sentence.
In Beijing. some of those arrested had attempted to form an independent labour rights
group. the League for the Protection of the Rights of the Working People (LPRWP). which
applied unsuccessfully for legal registration in March 1994.
Yuan Hongbing. a law professor at Beijing University, and Wang Jiaqi, a law graduate.
were among the first to be secretly detained. They were arrested by plainclothes police
officers in Beijing on 2 March 1994. Both had sponsored the LPRWP and had initiated a
petition in January 1994, addressed to the National People's Congress, seeking justice in a
case of police brutality. Wang Jiaqi later escaped and fled the country, while Yuan
Hongbing has remained in detention. As of May 1995, he was reported to be held in
Guizhou province and was not known to have been charged. According to unofficial
sources, his wife has not seen him since his arrest over a year ago.
Zhou Guoqiang. a poet and lawyer in Beijing and a sponsor of the LPRWP, was taken into
police custody on 3 March 1994, together with his wife Wang Hui who was released after
a week. Zhou Guoqiang remained in detention and was sentenced without charge or trial in
September 1994 to three years of Ore-education through labour'. His wife was again
detained in April 1994 and held for three months without charge. She only learnt of her
husband's sentence in December 1994, when he wrote to her from the labour camp where
he had been sent to serve his sentence. The camp is located in Heilongjiang province.
hundreds of miles from Beijing in the far north of China. 22hu Guoqiang has appealed twice
against his detention and sentence. His first appeaJ was rejected in January 1995. As of May
1995, the result of the second appeal had not yet been announced.
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Other people sociated with the LPRWP were detained between April and June 1994, such
as Xiao Biguang, a member of the Christian community in Beijing who was arrested on 12
April 1994. He was brought to a closed trial in April 1995 on a charge of 'swindling* but
no verdict was announced. Others we seriened to terms of reeducationn through labour',
including Zang n, a graduate in nuclear physics from QingJua University In Beijing, who
received a three years' term. Zhang Lin is now serving his sentence in his native province
of Anhui and is reported to have been ill-treated in the labour camp where he is held.
Others arrested in Beijing In 1994 who remain in detention Include Wei Jingisheng, a
prominent dissident and former long-term prisoner of conscience, who was detaned on I
April 1994, apparently for his activities and otspoken comments about human rights issues.
As of May 1995, he was still held at an undisclosed location outside Beijing, but the
authorities had not made public any charges against him. His assistant, Tong Yi, a professor
of Chinese literature, was detained on 4 April 1994. She was reportedly charged in August
with a forgery offence, but this charge was apparently later dropped: she was sentenced in
December 1994 to a term of two and a 1af years' *re-education through labour" without
being charged or tried. She was transferred in January 1995 to a labour camp In Hubei
province where she was reportedly ill-treated (see below, page 12).
2.

Crackdown on religious groups

Members of religious groups who refuse to join the official churches or have not registered
with the authorities continue to be harassed, fined or detained by police because of their
peaceful religious activities. Many arrested in previous years remain imprisoned. For
example. Zheng Yunsu, the leader of the Jesus Family, a Protestant community in Shandong
province, who was arrested in 1992 and sentenced to 12 years' Imprisonment on charges of
'disrupting public order' and 'swindling'. Other members of the Jesus Family arrested at
the same time are also serving terms of imprisonment or of 'reeducation through labour".
Police raids on religious gatherings organised by independent groups have also continued
and scores of Protestants and Catholics have been detained or placed under restriction as a
result.
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their relatives were detained instead as hostages aid similarly tortured or ll-reated'.
Vwious souwce have confirmed the allegations made in the appeal. They indicate that these
abuses were stll being perpetrated in late 1994 despite the villagers' complaints to the
provincial and local govenunent and people's promraor. According to reports, family
planning officials ignored the procuraor' order to stop their actions.
3.

Rspr"sn
In

MoTRt

Repression of dissent increased in the Th Autonomous Region (TAR) during the past year
as new forms of repression were introduced, targeted primarily against people actively
promoting the independence of Tibet. By the end of 1994, at least 628 politk detanees
were held in Tibet. Most of them were Buddhist monks and nuns detained solely for their
peaceful expression of support for indepe-dence. Some were held without charge or trial for
long periods, while others were sentenced to lengthy terms in prison after unfair trials.
Many were reported to have been tortured'.
New security measures were introduced to prevent nationalist demonstrations and limit the
scope of religious activities. In May 1994, TAR Communist Party members were told to
remove any signs of religion from their homes, such as ahars, rosaries, shrines or pictures
of the Tibetan spiritual leader, the Dalai Lama; Tibetan government officials and employees
were told to recall any of their children who had been sent to India for education in schools
set up by the Tibetan exile community; and photographs of the Dalai Lama were generally
banned.
In September 1994, the TAR authorities published new regulations on security, clearly
defining people engaging in "splittist" (nationalist) activities as the first target of surveillance
and security measures. The regulations also described a new security 'comprehensive
management" body which would be empowered to oversee security in all institutions,
enterprises, groups, and even temples and monasteries.
In the past few months. a large number of arrests appear to have been related to the
enforcement of the new security measures and of the campaign to restrict religious activities.
In December 1994, for instance, 14 monks from the Sang-Ngag Kha Monastery, 25

So* Urgew Acboe UA 62/95, ASA 17/1/95, 14 Marc
'For hairw W
.onsaca,
as Ammry L
Inde ASA 17/18/9S, pubIaled m May 1995.

A/ Index. ASA 1712"/5

I99.

ma6onal's rport, Pert w. Hom &gti VfSP&u be TIer AJ

AmneW
sty VneCa

I June 1995

151
Six yeovs OW Timavnen;

umanv rights v0tios continue

9

kilomnere east of Lhasa, were reported to have been arrested during three protests against
apolitical interference" in their monastery. The protests we believed to have been
held
in reaction to arnouncements by local officials that the number of monks in the monastery
would be strictly limited, and followed threats by an official da the monastery would be
closed down if any of its nters showed support for the Tibetan independence movement.
In January 1995, a peaeful pro-independence prote was reportedly staged by monks at the
Yamure monastery, in Medro GongkO county, in protest at the official ban on photographs
of the Dalai Lama. Following the protest, the monastery was raided by over 100 troops and
four people were arrested. On 29 March 1995, local officials accompanied by a military
escort visited the mnastery and announced that the abbot and one of the teachers had been
expelled from the monastery for "political reasons - the first such expulsion in recent years.
Twenty-four unregistered novice were also expelled.
A series of similar protests involving monks and nuns were held in Penpo Lhundrup county
in February 1995, leading to at least 60 arrests. In one incident at Nalanda monastery on
28 February 1995, violent confrontations occurred when an estimated 70 soldiers attempted
to raid the monastery. Some monks reportedly threw stones at the soldiers, who responded
by firing tear gas shells into the monastery. Police later reportedly beat up all the monks in
the monastery.
Altogether, 123 people are reported to have been arrested in Tibet during the first quarter
of 1995, in connection with peaceful pro-independence activities or police raids on
monasteries and nunneries. Those arrested include 50 nuns and 68 monks. Most of them are
believed to be held for the peaceful exercise of fundamental human rights.

IV.

UNFAIR TRIALS
Trials continue to fall far short of international fair trial standards, with extreme limitations
being pLaced on the right to defence, and verdicts in political cases being routinely decided
by the authorities before trial.
In July 1994, five Tibetan monks were sentenced to tens of between 12 and 15 years'
imprisonment for "counter-revolutionary sabotage'. They had allegedly broken the nameplate on a government building and pasted up pro-independence slogans in eastern Tibet in
See Fourtm wn s arretd am Tibet, Al Index ASA 1710195, isa.d in February 1995.
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March 1994. The sentences were announced by a court in Pakshoe county, ChamdO
Prefecwre, at a show trial antend by severe thousand local inhabitants, and broadcast on
Tibetan television.
On 16 December 1994, the tria of 15 prisoners of conscience detained since mid-1992
concluded in Beijing. Tr of them received the heaviest prison terms to be passed against
prisoner of comcince in China for several years. Their joint trial was also the first major
political trial to be held in Beijing since 1991.
The 15 defendants were charged wkh "cunt-revolutionary crimes' and ac
d of having
been involved to varying degrees in three underground dissident groups, and of writing,
printing and distributing political leaflets before 4 June 1992. Nine of the defendants were
sentenced to terms of imprisonment ranging from 20 years to 3 years, one was sentenced
to 2 years' "supervision', and the five others were convicted as charged but "exempted from
criminal punishment' because their crime" was considered minor" or they were deemed
to have shown 'repentance" or aoned for their crime during the two years or more they had
spent in detention before the verdict was announced.
A translation of the court verdict against the 15 defendants - a copy of which was obtained
by Amnesty International - is anached in appendix. The verdict states th the main trial
hearing of their case took place in July 1994, though the verdict was no announced until
December. This followed a series of unfair judicial proceedings and delays which are
believed to have been determined by political considerations". No:ie of the court hearings
of these cases were publicly announced in advance and they are not known to have been
open to the public. According to reports, some of the defendants' relatives were not
informed in advance of the trial hearing itself and were unable to attend it. The trial was
initially due to take place in September 1993 but was postponed - apparently because the
court hearing the case found the prosecution's evidence against some of the defendants to
be 'insufficient'. The court verdict shows that this procedure was again used after the July
1994 hearing. Instead of quashing the case, however, the court each time sent the case back
to the procuracy for further investigation. This procedure, which contributes to the
unfairness of trials in China, has been used in other political cas. The court verdict does
not indicate that any debate of the defence arguments took place during the court hearing.
Nor does it indicate that any defence witnesses were called in court. In political cases, this
is routinely denied to defendants.
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A similar procedure to delay rul trial until the prosecution's evidence was deemed to be
"sufficient' was used in the case of journalist Gao Yu. Arrested in Beijing on 2 October
1993, two days before she was due to travel to New York o take up a fellowship at
Columbia University, Gao Yu was accu,d of disclosing 'important state secrets' in articles
she had written for a Hong Kong magazine. On 10 November 1994, she was brought to a
secret trial at which she had no legal representation and sentenced to six years'
imprisonment on the charge of disclosing 'state secrets'. Neither her husband nor her
lawyers were notified in adwvnce of the trial - her lawyers were later told by the court that
it had been 'unable to frnd them'. Furthermore, prior to this final trial, the prosecution's
case against her was examined in court on four occasions and found each time to be
inadequate" and "needing verification'.
Anuiesty International is also concerned about other cases in which people were convicted
of 'stealing' or "leaking state secrets' after unfair trials, such as that of Xi Yang. a reporter
for the Hong Kong newspaper Mingpao, who was sentenced to 12 years' imprisonment after
a secret trial in Beijing on 28 March i994.

V.

TORTURE AND ILL-TREATMENT
Torture and ill-treanent of detainees and prisoners held in police stations, detention centres.
prisons or labour camps has continued to be reported. Many prisoners are also reported to
suffer from serious illnesses as a result of harsh conditions of detention,
including inadequate medical care and food, and punishments which threaten their physical
and psychological well-being.
The cases of torture which have come to Amnesty International's attention during the past
year include those of dissidents who claimed they had been ill-treated in the labour camps
where they are serving sentences of 'reeducation through labour'. Some of them reported
that ill-treatment of prisoners was a common practice in the labour camp where they were
detained.
One such testimony concerned the Guangzhou No. I Reeducation-Through-Labour Centre.
a buxr camp in Hua county, Guangdong province, where prisoners have reportedly been
subjected to costant abuse and forced to work for as long as 14 hours a day. According to
Chen Pokong, a pro-duocracy activist held there, prisoners work in a stone quarry during
the day, transporting and loading stones into boats, and at night make artificial flowers
which are sold for export. "Inmates who labour slightly slower are brutally beaten and
Amnesty hV'nt
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misused by supervisors and team leaders (themselves inmats). Inmates are often beaten
until they are blood-stained all over, collapse of loose consciousness'. In a letter of appeal
smuggled out the labour camp last year, Chen Pokong furd state d he too had been
beaten several times by a team leader and that injured and sick prisoners were forced to
work despite their illnesses. Ht also described harsh living conditions, with prisoners being
given insufficient food and medical treatment being practically non-existeiti.
Many other sources have reported that ill-treatment by prison or camp 'trustees' - usually
common criminal prisoners who are entrusted by the prison or camp authorities with
supervising other prisoners - was common in penal institutions across China. According to
former prisoners, such ill-treatment practically always occurs either at the instigation of, or
with the knowledge and connivance of prison officials; however, if an investigation takes
place, the latter usually deny any responsibility by stating that they were not involved in the
ill-treatment.
In one case in January 1995, Tong Yi, assistant to leading dissident Wei Jingsheng.
described in a letter how she had been repeatedly beaten by two inmates who were camp
trustees at the Hewan labour camp in Wuhan, Hubei province. The beating closely followed
a complaint Tong Yi had made to the labour camp authorities about her long hours of work.
According to her letter, following the beating, she complained to camp officials about her
treatment, but they took no action to protect her or punish the perpetrators. Instead, the
following day, Tong Yi underwent another round of beatings, this time by more than 10
women prisoners, as a result of which her face and body were covered with bruises. One
week later, her parents were denied permission to see her when they came to the camp to
visit her".
This is the second time since mid-1994 that specific allegations of ill-treatment have been
made by prisoners held at the Hewan Labour camp. The camp, which is one of the largest
'reeducation through labour" centres in Hubei province, holds both male and female
detainees in separate sections. Qin Yongmin, another prisoner who is held in a section of
the camp for male prisoners, was reported to have been severely beaten there by guards and
inmates in June and July 1994. Family members who visited him at the camp in July and
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August 1994 reported that his body was swollen and covered with bruises, and that he was
too weak to stand 2. In a letter of appeal sent out of the camp in February 1994, Qin
Yongmin had also described the intimidation and abuses to which prisoners were subjected
at the camp.
Many other instances of torture or ill-treatment of prisoners were reported during the past
year. Police brutality at the time of arrest appears to have been particularly frequent during
police raids on religious meetings and during the arrests of suspected pro-inrd.endence
activists in Tibet. In January 1995, for instance, two young monks from the Jokhang temple
in Lhasa who were held in police custody for three days were reportedly severely beaten
before being released. One of them, Pasang, was repxrly beaten so severely that he could
not stand up and had a severe back pain. Upon release, the two monks were apparently
given no explanation as to why they had been detained, and were threatened by police with
further punishment if they reported what had happened,
A young Tibetan nun imprisoned ir Lhasa died in custody and another one died shortly after
being released from prison on medical bail. Both had reportedly been ill-treated in detention.
One of them, Phuntsog Yangkyi, a 20 year-old Tibetan nun serving a five-year sentence in
Drapchi prison in Lhasa, the Tibetan capital, died in a police hospital in Lhasa in June
1994. mprLised for taking part in a brief demonstration in 1992, she was reportedly beaten
by prison guards in February 1994 when she and other jailed nuns started singing nationalist
songs. She apparently lost consciousness after medical staff in the prison gave her
medication because she was 'speaking uncontrollably'. On 4 June 1994, she was transferred
to the police hospital in Lhasa where she died, a few days after being given a lumbar
puncture. The Chinese author;,es claimed later that she had been transferred to hospital
after the prison admin nation OLcovered she had tuberculoma - an illness which would not
normally cause death provided proper medical care was available. Furthermore, no inquiry
is known to have taken place to establish the cause and circumstances of her death, despite
provisions in Chinese law requiring such inquiries in cases of death in custody".
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THE DEATH PENALTY
The death penalty is used extensively in China. Chinese legal experts have estimated tha
as many as 65 criminal offences are currently punishable by death.
In 1994, Amnesty Internationa recorded 2496 death sentences and 1791 executions In
China, but it believes that these figures - based madnly on monitoring of published reports
-are far below the act.i number of death senenc passed and executions carried out during
the year. Though some death s.mtences and executions are publicised, the Chinese
authorities do not publish statistics about the death penalty - these are treated as a 'state
secret*.
Amnesty International has long been ooncerned about various aspects of the use of the death
penalty in China, including the large number of offences punishable by death, the high
number of executions, the use of legislation introduced in 1983 which provides for summary
trial procedures in some death penalty cases, the practice of :hackling prisoners sentenced
to death while they await execution, and other practices which amount to cruel, inhuman or
degrading treatment.
Many of the offences currently punishable by death in China are non-violent ones, of a kind
which in other countries lead only to imprisonment. In recent years, a growing number of
death sentences have been passed for economic offences, theft and drug trafficking. Among
cases of execution for theft reported last year were those of two peasants from Henan
province convicted of stealing 36 cows and small items of agricultural machinery worth a
total of US$9,300, and 12 people executed for car theft in Shanhai in July 1994".
Many people were also sentenced to death or executed for corruption, speculation, fraud and
other economic offences. Among the cases reported by official Chinese sources was that of
Yu Jianan. former vice-president of the Unxian County No.2 People's Hospital in Henan
province. In October 1994, he was executed after being convicted of having taken bribes
for issuing false sterilization certificates to women seeking to avoid sterilization. According
to the accusatons again him, between 1986 and 1991, he "colluded" with five other people
at the hospital to issue 448 false sterilization certificates to women who were not sterilized,
taking some 200,000 Yuan (about US$23,000) in bribes in the process. More than half of
this amount reportedly went to Yu Jianan alone. The five others were said to have been
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according to law', but the official reports on the cue did not specify who
sentences they received.
Punished

Though the ntioul figure for the number of people sentenced to death for drug Tckin
is not available, Chinese official sources revealed in early 1995 that 466 people had been
executed for drug traffickn in the souther province of Yunnan in 1994.
In many places, public sentencing rallies were held to announce death sentences. For
example, in Jinjiang, Hainan province, 10,000 people attended a rally in September 1994
to hear the announcement of death sentences against seven prisoners convicted of robbery
and other crimes. Five of them were executed immediately after the rally.
During such rallies. condemned prisoners are usually exposed to the public with their head
bowed. hands tied behind their back and a placard amnouncing their name and crimes tied
around their neck. Amnesty International considers this practice to amount to cruel and
degrading treatment of prisoners. It Is also concerned that prisoners sentenced to death are
routinely shackled throughout the period between sentence anid execution - a practice which
also amounts to ill-treamemt - and that the use of handcuffs and leg irons on prisoners
awaiting execution is specifically permitted by Chinese regulations.
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Testimony of
John Ackerly, Director
International Campaign for Tibet
before the
Subcommittee on International Operations and Human Rights,
International Relations Committee,
U.S. House of Representatives
July 18, 1995
Thank you, Mr. Chairman and distinguished members of this Committee, for providing
me with the opportunity to testify before you today regarding China's campaign to keep
Tibetan women from attending the United Nations Fourth World Conference on
Women. My name is John Ackerly and I am the Director of the International Campaign
for Tibet, an American non-governmental organization dedicated to the promotion of
human rights and democratic freedoms for the Tibetan people.
The International Campaign for Tibet, along with every U.S.-based Tibet organization,
has been denied accreditation to the Fourth World Conference on Women to be held in
Beijing in September. Initially, we were denied accreditation because the United
Nations Conference Secretariat determined that the International Campaign for Tibet
did not meet the requirement for accreditation of "engaging in activities and objectives
clearly relevant to a global conference on women." This is patently false. We appealed
the United Nation's decision on the grounds that as a human rights organization, the
International Campaign for Tibet has done extensive work on torture against female
prisoners of conscience and coercive birth control measures. Our work monitoring
human rights and environmental issues in Tibet includes numerous activities and
programs which monitor the status of Tibetan women, both in Tibet and in refugee
communities around the world. In our appeal, we provided the United Nations with a
detailed description of our work on behalf of Tibetan women, copies of which I am glad
to make available to the Committee.
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The Conference Secretariat at the United Nations rejected our appeal, once again on the
grounds that we were "not relevant" to a global conference on women. In addition, two
other U.S.-based groups -- the Tibetan Rights Campaign and the International
Committee of Lawyers for Tibet -- have been denied accreditation thus far. These
groups also appealed the decision and proved to the United Nations that they are
engaged in relevant work on behalf of Tibetan women. China recently objected to the
accreditation of these groups at an ongoing meeting of the United Nation's Econon.c
and Social Council (ECOSOC). Both organizations are awaiting a final decision on
their accreditation to be made by ECOSOC in Geneva. We are skeptical however, that
the United Nations will stand up to China and grant Tibet organizations their rightful
place at the women's conference.
China has a history of effectively, pressuring the United Nations to bar Tibetans and
Tibet organizations from United Nations conferences, and the Fourth World Conference
on Women is no exception. In 1993, ICT was initially given official accreditation to
the United Nations World Conference on Human Rights in Vienna. When our
representative attempted to enter the conference however, she was stopped at the door
and told that ler accreditation had been canceled. A black line had literally been drawn
through her name on the list, indicating that China had put sufficient pressure on the
United Nations to keep us out.
We are concerned that China is now pressuring the United Nations to prevent the
International Campaign for Tibet from participating in the Fourth World Conference on
Women because of our high profile work on behalf of the people of Tibet. To allow
China to exclude us is to reinforce the idea that people and organizations can be
excluded based solely on political ideology. If this is truly to be a global conference on
women, all organizations engaged in work relevant to the conference must be allowed to
participate, and China nijust not be allowed to dictate to the world which individuals can
and can not attend.
1 would add that the pressure that China exerts on Tibetans and Tibet organizations is
much greater than what I have described in my testimony thus far. The fact is that many
Tibetan women in exile do not dare to try to attend the United Nations Fourth World
Conference on Women because it is being held in Beijing. China's brutal legacy of
invasion, occupation and cultural genocide of the Tibetan people continues to this day.
2
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Women-in Tibet are routinely tortured and imprisoned. According to Amnesty
International's most recent report, "...by far the largest group of female political
prisoners known to Amnesty International in China is imprisoned in the Tibet
Autonomous region." Women who are arrested are likely to be tortured in prison.
Since 1991, five Tibetan women have died in custody or shortly after being released
from jail.
I will recount th,. story of one of these young women. Her name wzs Phuaitsog
Yangkyi, a 20-year-old Tibetan nun and prisoner of conscience who was serving a fiveyear sentence for taking part in a brief demonstration in 1992. She and other nuns were
reportedly beaten by prison guards for singing nationalist songs in February, 1994. She

apparently lost consciousness after medical staff at the prison gave her medication
because she was "speaking uncontrollably." She died shortly after on June 4, 1994. It is
not surprising, given China's treatment of Tibetans, that many Tibetan women fear for
their safety should they attempt to attend the United Nations conference in Beijing.
In closing, I would add that with China preventing Tibetan women and Tibet
organizations from attending the official women's conference in Beijing, the
International Campaign for Tibet is making every attempt to attend the parallel forum
for non-governmental organizations. This forum, known as the NGO Forum, will be
held outside of Beijing in Huairou at the same time as the official conference. We are
concerned that China's next step in its campaign to keep Tibetan women and their
supporters from participating in the women's conference will be to deny them visas even
to attend the NGO Forum. In May, officials from the All China Women's Federation
were quoted as saying that "separatists" in support of Taiwan or Tibet independence
would be forbidden from entering Beijing. This is clearly an attempt once again to
restrict access to the conference.

We urge the United States Administration and the Congress to do all that they can to
ensure that those who want to attend the Fourth World Conference on Women as well as
the NGO Forum are allowed to do so.
The International Campaign for Tibet (ICT) was established in 1988 to monitor and promote
internationallyrecognized human rights and democratic freedoms in Tibet. ICT is a non-profit, tarexempt organization incorporated in Washington, DC.
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Statement of Margie Joy Walden, Executive Director, Taiwan International Alliance before the
US House of Representatives
Sub-Committee on International Operations and Human Rights-July 18, 1995
Mr. Chairman, Members of the Sub-Committee:
Recently. six orgmizati ns from Taiwan, with expertise in the advancemnt of women and
women's nghts, were denied soceditation to participate as non-goveinmatal organization
(NGO) obsevers to the UN Fourth World Conference cm Women( UNFWCW) The names of
the NGOs under discussing are: Awakeni
Foundation, Modem Women's Foundation,

National Organization of Women (NOW) in Taiwan, Women's Ministry Committee of
the Presbyterian Church in Taiwan Geneal Assembly, YWCA of Taiwan, and Taiwan
International Alliance. These organizations provided the UN Secretaiat all the necessary
documents that denmistrated their commence with regard to the advancement of women.
NGOs from Taiwan were told that they were denied accreditation because they were not
mcorporated in the country where their headquarters are located Because the People's
Republic of China (PRC) claims that Taiwan is part of China, the Taiwanese NGOs are being
required to inorporate their or ixaans m the PRC in order to participate in the Conference
In actuality, the PRC has never, even for one day, held jurisdiction over Taiwan. As a result of
the UN's omphance with this PRC nunipulaton, the PRC is using the UN as a covering an
attempt to extend its jurisdiction over Taiwan . Using an international organization dedicated to
peace for impenahstic aims is unjust, mapropnate, and unacceptable
Last year. Taiwan International Alliance attended the high-level segment of the European and
North Amencan Preparatory meeting At this meeting, China pressured and protested to the
General Secretary to have our accreditation withdrawn. It became cJear how far the pressure
tactics would be appled when Taiwan Intemantinal Aliance aid the Tibetan Women's
Oganzation of Switzerland were not micluded on the official Lst of Partcipants. Upon
investigation, it was revealed that someone had tampered with the computer files to remove the
names of these two NGOs. Under pressure from the United States and the Swiss delegations
the onginal list was reprinted Even though Taiwan International Alliance was accredited to this
UN Regional Preparatory meeting. we have been denied accreditation for the Beijmg meenig
Why? Despite the fact that we ae a United States NGO, registered in New York State, and
have submitted our New York State incorporation certificate, the UN has bowed to PRC
pressure aid said that we must be incorporated in Beingl
The United States, as the word leader of democratic ideals ad a avid defender ofhumai
nghts, has supported Taiwan's participation in international fora. This support is in full
accord with the Taiwan Rdaticins Act: Public Law 96-&-Apr. 10, 1979(H.K2479), which
specifies that it isUS policy to preserve and to promote extensive aid dose ties with the
people of Taiwain. It also affirms that preservaton aid enhancement of the human rights of all
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the people an Taiwan e objectives of the United States. The Tawm Relatmons Act is fe-ther
aehmced by the recmt Tiwan Policy Review which stes that the United States "will support
opportmites for Taiwm's voice to be heard inorgaizatios where its membaship is not
possible'
The recet unifficial visit o President Lee Taig-hui to the United States has touched off a
firestom of protests from Qima. Some expet have suggested that rdaio between
Washington, China, and Tawm are terribly adrift md blame Taiwan. However, preserving
unofficud cultural relations issettled policy. President Lee's umonacial visit to m Ameican
university did not violate agreements between the United States and China The storm of
daxs from Taiwm md
protests has not stopped Chia from acceping large hum itimaiiam
Taiwmese NGOs for vast flooding that recently devastated the southern coastal provinces.
to ensure that
mmdated
ae
Govnma;t officials Ed the Congress of the United States
progress concerning Tawm's partcipatio in iknat Al for continues, mid is not reversed.
At the UN Charter Celebration inSon Fracisco in mi exhibit of the fifty orign sgMo
flags, the Republic of China on Taiwm flag was removed because of PRC protest Ed replaced
with a PRC fla& but the PRC did not evm exist in 1945 when the UN was founded Moreover,
the Taiwmese press has bew died UN press credentials although the Serbian New Agency
which is cuntrolied by the Boxim Serbs has bon acueedited by the UN. The Bomim Serbs
awe curratly holding UN Staff hostage Ed are resposble for the tragedy inSrebremica and
Zepa The Sebim News Agency's aceditation was only revoked by the UN altr it was
compared with Taiwan. It is clew that as the United States pursues a policy of"ostnactive reeaaemnt" with nminl d China that we also need to simultmeously move forward in
i rights of the 21 million people on Taiwm. The Taiwan Rehlious Act
supporting the_hum
says so.

to represent their
Unfortnately, legitimate NOOs from TaiwE are being denied accreditat
nation as NGO obsrvers to the official coference for governmental delegation. Some
progress cm be reported since a number of individual women from Taiwm have recently
received letters of sacknowledgment required to attend the official NGO Forum. Although
this is an important step forward, there we sfill a number of hurdles that remain for Taiwanese
women's participation to be realized First, the women from Taiwm are still wa ting to receive
confinnation of their hotel resavatio from the China Orgmiinmg Committee. Secoud, they
need to be pmted special visas to tvd to Bojing upon recep of their hotel confirmation
letters. We hope that the US and the intenatmal community will strongly encourage China to
quickly actualize this next phase.
Finally, in light of imiswered question surrounding the Qimidao Lake murders, the frequent
incidents ofaiplme hijacking on flights from mainlmd China to Twmiwl and the arrest of
Harry Wu,we hope that the US and the intenational community will presure China to ensure
the safety md security ofthe participmts during their stay in China Chairmu Smith, we we
asking you, mid the members of this Sub-Committee to take all these maters uder due
cosideratio Think you for the invitation to share these thoughts with you today.
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TESTIMONY
by
Laurel Helskell, Legislative Coordinator
Concerned Women for America
before
U.S. House of Representatives
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Good Mornig. My name is Laurel Heiskell, and I am the Legislative Coordinator
for Concerned Women for America. I am here today on behalf of Dr. Beverly LaHaye,
our President and Founder, and on behalf of CWA's 600,000 members who reside in the
United States and in 48 nations abroad.
In December of 1994, Concerned Women for America applied for official U.N.
accreditation as a "nongovernmental organization" or NGO. As the largest pro-family
women's organization in the United States, CWA wanted to be a voice in Beijing; a voice
to represent the traditional values that most American families hold dear.
In February of 1995, Concerned Women for America was denied U.N. NGO
accreditation.' Calls to a State Department official revealed that the United Nations did
not consider CWA "relevant to women's issues. '2
We were not satisfied with that answer, so I called an individual who works for
the United Nations Economic and Social Council to find out why we were denied. He
put me on hold and said, "let me get the list." When he returned to the phone he said,
370 I'Fazn Prwona& S.W.- Sute 800.Washington, D.C. 2024. P oe(202)48-7000, Fax(22)48O06
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"Yes, here you are. CWA is on the 'No-No' list." I asked for a copy of that list, end he
said that he doubted it would ever be made public.
The "No-No" list was composed of every organization whose request for NGO
accreditation had been detiied. Interestingly enough, I later learned that many of those
organizations were pro-family and pro-life.
In April of this year, Senator Jesse 1elms began to make inquiries on behalf of
CWA. Suddenly, the office of the Secretariat for the Fourth World Conference, which
had previously turned down CWA's accreditation request, changed their story. They
claimed that our original paperwork had not been complete, and they cited a letter,
which had never arrivd at our office. When CWA asked for a copy of that letter, the
U.N. was never able to produce it.
Dr. LaHaye then had a personal meeting with Senator Helms. She asked him
how CWA was ever placed on the United Nations' "No-No List." Soon after that
meeting, CWA received a letter from the United Nations, telling us that our file -- with
no changes -- was complete and the Secretariat was recommending CWA for
accreditation? Unfortunately, the. accreditation was still pending approval by the
Economic and Social Council, which did not meet until late June.'
Finally, two weeks ago in July, Concerned Women for America received its
formal notification of NGO accreditation.'

The United Nations changed its mind three

times, and then forced us to wait .,wo months until the Economic and Social Council met
in Geneva. That created huge financial constraints. Through this accreditation process,
CWA was forced to enlist the aid of a Senator and his staff in order to receive something
that should never been denied to us in the first place. So the question remains: Why?
Why was Concerned Women for America turned down for accreditation, when our
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original application clearly demonstrated our relevance to women's issues, our size and
our legitimacy as an organization? And who told the United Nations that Concerned
Women for America should be put on a "No-No" lst?
The answer to the first question is quite simple: CWA was not originally
accredited because we do not fit the radical feminist agenda that this conference hopes
to further. Let me give you some examples:
At the last pre-conference meeting, held in March, 1995, in New York City, former
Congresswoman Bella Abzug spoke to the delegates. She was the official representative
of NGOs, and she said that women "will not be forced back into the 'biology is destiny'
concept."' She does not believe that women should be defined by their "physical sexual
characteristics." So according to the platform document, how should women be defined
in an official platform document?
Well, the current draft of the platform document rarely mentions women's rights.
Rather, it talks about gender rights, such as gender equity programs for all children, and
gender sensitivity training for all teachers, judges, lawmakers and employers. If, as Bella
Abzug claims, a woman's destiny should in no way be linked to her biology, would she
agree with a paper that was circulated at that pre-conference meeting; a paper that
defined gender five ways - as male, female, homosexual, bisexual and transsexual? In
the end, what Bella Abzug believes is not important. The important question is: where
does the U.S. delegation stand on this issue? At the March meeting, some less
developed nations asked that the word "gender" be bracketed in the platform document,
because they wanted assurances that "gender" meant men and women, only. If a word
or phrase is bracketed, it is still open for discussion in Beijing.
Yet I have attended meetings where officials from our own State Department said
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that they knew which countries had bracketed gender, and would try to apply
diplomatic pressure to make those nations remove the brackets. Is this the level to
which American diplomacy has been reduced? If our government pressures foreign
nations because of the word "gender," then the U.S. delegation should be required to
define "gender."
This is not the only issue in which Concerned Women for America would differ
with the apparent goals of this conference. Members of Congress, I have also attended
meetings where powerful American NGOs, like Fund For A Feminist Majority and
Planned Parenthood, have voiced their desire to see abortion-on-demand policies clearly
expressed in this document. And I have heard officials from our own State Department
agree that such language, which was not added at the Cairo Ilopulation Conference,
should and will be added in this document. Is the exportation of abortion-on-demand,
to e ,ery nation of the world, truly the number one priority of our State Department? Is
this what America represents?
Above all, CWA stands for women. We believe God created both women and
men with certain inalienable rights. Our own Declaration of Independence affirms those
rights to mankind. The United States does not need an Equal Rights Amendment, which
this platform document mandates.' And our Senate must never ratify the U.N.
women's treaty, which would put the radical objectives of this Beijing conference into
United States law! True womanhood finds security and empowerment in celebrating
the differences between men ,.nd women. Most men are not abusers of women and
children - as this document insinuates when it says that the family is the unit of society
where violence against women is nurtured and encouraged.'

Real women know that

strong men and strong families are vital to our culture if America is to survive.
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God intended for women to be treated with dignity and respect, and we recognize

that many women in many nations are not treated according to that model. CWA Joins
you in abhorrence of true abuse. We Join you in desiring literacy and betterment for the
women of the world. But this conference has been sold out to one voice - the voice of
radical feminism. That is not the voice leading most women in the United States of
America. That is not the voice that we spend our tax dollars to support.

Members of Congress, ask President Clinton who will be representing the United
States of America on the official U.S. delegation. Senator Helms asked Ambassador
Madeleine Aibright to include Dr. LaHaye on the delegation, since many of America's
official delegates will be NGO representatives. Senator Helms was told that the White
House will make the decision. So, ask President Clinton if the voices of ardent feminists
will be balanced by the voices of pro-family Americans like Dr. LaHaye. We still do not
know, but I fear that the answer is already clear. The true beliefs of citizens of this

nation will not be heard in Beijing. Thank You.

1. See Appendix A for the letter denying accreditation to Concerned Women for America.
2. According to U.N. General Assembly Resolution 48/108, Concerned Women for America was an
organization whose "objective and purpose...was either not dearly relevant or seemed to be outside the
substantive scope of the 4th World Conference on Women and its preparatory process." This reason was
substantiated by the US. Representative to the U.N. Commission on the Status of Women.
3. See Appendix B for the letter informing Concerned Women for America that it was recommended for
accreditation by the United Nations. Contrary to the text of the letter, CWA had not, at that time,
submitted any additional information.
4. After the March pre-<onference meeting (PrepCom) In New York City, the United Nations created an
official appeal process by which NGOs who had been denied accreditation could re-apply. On April 21,
1995, the U.N. General Assembly passed a resolution outlining this appeal process. However, unlike other
organizations, CWA was not required to submit more information because the Secretariat for the Fourth
World Conference changed its mind after Senator Helms made inquiries on our behalf. Yet, CWA was still
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required to wait until the U.N. Economic and Sodal Coundil met in July. This put intense financial
pressures upon CWA, and certainly upon other organizations. The General Asermbly could have
approved new NGOs sooner, and we believe that the appeal resolution was deiberately worded to exclude
organizations that could not wait until July to make financal decisions regarding a trip to Beijing.
5. See Appendix C for the letter that informed CWA of its final NGO accreditation by the United Nations.
6. Bella Abzug, "A Message From NGO Women To UN Member States, The Socretariat And The
Commission On The Status Of Women," April 3, 1995. SpMCe+
given at the U.N. pre-conference meeting
(PrepCom) in New York City.
7. Section 125.b.; 159.b.; 159.c 4 and 159.ter. of the April 17, 1995 version of the Draft Platform for Action.
8. This tieaty is called the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination Against Women
(CEDAW). It was signed by President Jimmy Carter in 19M), and currently resides in the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee where it has sat for fifteen years. A favorable committee vote could bring this treaty
to the Senate floor at any time, where it would need a 2/3 majority to be ratified. Indeed, it was favorably
voted out of committee in October of 1994, and narrowly missed coming to the Senate floor a. that time.
1995. Note
9. See Strategic Objective D, Sections 188 and 199 of the Draft Platform for Action, May 15,
that these references are not bracketed. (Non-bracketed sections of the platform document are considered
final, and will not receive further consideration In Beijing.)
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APPENDIX A

UNITED NATIONS
lilts &£,atIsIs--saIeee

NATIONS UNIES
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22 February 1995
Dear Sir/Madam,
Thank you for submitting your organization's application for accreditation to the
Fourth World Conference on Women and its preparatory body, the Commission on the Status
of Women.
Following a review based on the guidelines set out by the General Assembly in
resolution 481108, the name of your organization has not been included on the list of
organizations recommended to the Commission on the Status of Women for accreditation.
However, we have forwarded the address of your organization to the Planning
Committee for the NGO Forum on Women, Beijing '95 with a request to send information
on registration for the Forum which will be held at Beijing from 30 August to 8 September.
The deadline for registration for the Forum is April 30, 1995.
Should you wish to contact the NGO Forum office directly, the address is as follows:
NGO Forum Planong Offce
211 East 43rd Street
New York, New York 10017, USA
Fax. No. (212) 922-9269
Thank you for your interest in the Fourth World Confecence on Women.

Secretariat for the Fourth
World Conference on Women
CONCERNED WOMEN FOR AMERICA
BEVERLY LAHAYE
370 LENFANT PROMENADE, S.W.
WASHINGTON, DC 20024
USA
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APPENDIX B

UNITED NATIONS

NATIONS UNIES
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. 9j~l"00

4 May 1995

Dear Madam/Sir,
Thbe Commisskn on the Stab& of Women, acting organiztonsareommcred
as the prpratory body or the
or
the
Fourth World Conferenoeon Wom, has rcviwed
accreditation to the Coafemc. A working goup of the Commission also comidere' those
re4tuets, which, following the preiiminay review by the Conefrcncc Secretariat, did not
appear to meet the requirktes. subsequently, the CGeeral Assembly asked the Conacfncc
Secretariat to review again dm organization which. based on the material submitted, did
not appear to met the rcquircmes for accreditation.
Please be advised that the appiauion of your Organization has been reviewed again in
light of the additional information received. We are pleased to inform you that a
recommendation for accreditation will be made to Lhe Economic &ad Social Council meeting
to be beld ferom 26 June to 28 luly 1995. 11e Council will make the final decisions on
accreditation for the Conference.
You wW be notified of t dmcWw take as early as posble. Please keep in mnd
that once accredited, national organizations may send two represeuaivcs; international
organizations may designate five eprCea~tivcs as observers to the Conference.
NGO'a are responsible for their own travel and daily expenses. All hotel bookings
arm handed by the China Organizig Committee for ft Confermce in Beijing. Visa
applications can be made at the Ealbassy of the People's Republic of China in your country.
Thank you for your cotaiming interest in the Fourth World Conference on Women.
Yours sinccrrly,

Kris=e Timothy
Deputy Di-cetor and Coordinator
Fourth World Conferene on Women

BEVERLY LAHAYE
CONCERNED WOMEN FOR AMERICA
370 L'ENFANT PROMENADE, S.W.
WASHINGTON, DC 20024
USA
(202) 488-0806
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UNITED NATIONS
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FOURTH WORLD CONFERENCE ON WOMEN
Two United Nations Plaza, DC2-1220
New York, New York 10017
Telexfx: (212) 963 3463
June 30, 1995
Dear Madam/Sir,
Your organization has been accredited to the Fourth World Conference on Women
by the Economic and Social Council at its substantive session of 1995. Yolir
organization is invited to send representatives as observers to the Conference.
The Conference will be held at the Beijing International Convention Center from
4-15 September, 1995.
In accordance with previous practice at recent United Nations conferences, and
in view of space constraints, international organizations are invited to desi&nate
five representatives. Should your organization have been classifed as a national
organization and approved as such for accreditation, it is entitled to send two
representatives.
Please send the names of youth designated representatives, using the attached foint,
to the Secretariat of the Conference,preferably by August 4, 1995.
Enclosed please also find a hotel reservation formi for your designated
representatives who require hotel reservations. Your designated representatives will
need a hotel confirmation letter from the China Organizing Committee along with the
invitation letter from the Secretariat to apply for a visa at the nearest Chinese
Embassy or Consulate.
Thank you for your interest in the Conference.
Yours sincerely,
Deputy Director wn
Fourth World Conferece
Division for the Advancement o

BEVERLY LAHAYE
CONCERNED WOMEN FOR AMERICA
370 L'ENFANT PROMENADE, S.W.
WASHINGTON, DC 20024
USA
Fax: (202) 488-0806
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HEARING ON CONTROVERSIES RELA TED TO THlE UPCOMING U.N.
CONFERENCE INBEIJING
International Relations learning Room
2172 Rayburn house Office Building
Tuesday, July 18, 1995
STATEMENT ON TIlE PLATFORM FOR ACTION
TIE U.N. 4TIf WORLD CONFERENCE ON WOMEN
Mercedes Arw WlIon, Ph.D.
President
Family ofthe Americas

Introduction
Having participated in each of the current series of U.N. conferences on women, I have
witnessed an attack on traditional moral values that, if allowed to continue, will ultimately
destroy the family as the basic unit of society. There exists among some delegations to these
conferences an extreme element of hostility toward those who disagree with them and a
desire to divide men and women by driving a wedge between them over the issue of the
traditional vocation of marriage and the beauty of the family.
The Plaiform for Action rightly calls the attention of governments to many important topics,
among which are poverty and illiteracy (problems primarily facing women and children), as
well as those of prostitution, pornography, and physical and mental abuse. However, this
document puts pressure of an ideological nature upon women all over the world and
advances a social philosophy that is prevalent in particular sectors of Western countries and
does not represent the views of the rest of the world.
I find it disturbing that what should have been a truthful effort to enhance, respect and
dignify the beauty of being a woman in today's society has become a tool for advancing an
elitist population agenda and draconian ideology. I say thi, not only because of my
experience as a delegate from Guatemala to the Conference on Social Development in
Copenhagen and the Preparatory Committee meeting for the Beijing Conference, but also
because of my own personal cocrs as a woman and mother.
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The Document
Inappropriate Authors
It is important to understand that while The Platformfor Action has, for the most part, been
"authored" by duly elected or appointed representatives of the people of the world, the role
of nongovernmental organizations can be neither overlooked nor understated. The Platform
indisputably represents a social and political philosophy and agenda; one espoused by
organizations such as the International Planned Parenthood Federation (IPPF). In fact, it
would be fair to say that the primary authors of the Platform could just as easily scrve on
the board of directors of IPPF. Like communism, their philosophy will eventually be seen as
the global failure it is-a disaster of cataclysmic proportions that has adversly affected the
lives of hundreds of millions of people, most of whom are female and poor.
The Platform for Action, with its ideological dogma created by radical population
controllers, was neither written nor influenced by the right people. Rather than turning to the
moral/religious and civic leaders of our time, undue influence has been given to
organizations like IPPF. Such groups have convinced First World governments that
population control is our god and it must be worshipped, even if barbaric practices are
instituted to do so. it is clear that the Platform would be radically different had the true
leaders (not just political) of the world been involved in its writing.
Done in the name and with the authority and prestige of the United Nations, the conferences
preceeding the Beijing gathering have been universally co-opted by nongovernmental
organizations with a need to legitimize thei agenda. We cannot and will not allow this
blatant corruption of the rights and freedoms of women.
Language
There are several aspects of the rhetoric used (and not used) in The Pla(form for Action
which I believe most people would find disturbing. The recurrence of certain words, backed
by ambiguous concepts, leads one to realize the social philosophy contained in the Platform
for Action.
The Preparatory Committee meeting this spring erupted with controversy over the term
"gender." It was clear this was a pivotal debate. As part of the Contact Group formed to
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define "gender" after the Preparatory Committee meeting, dc!cgates from the developing
countries asked that the term be defined and suggested the following: "The word 'gender' in
this document means the existence of woman and mail as the two sexes of the human
being."
The U.S., Canada, Germany, Austria and Chile opposed our definition while all of the
developing countries, with the exception of Chile, supported it. Since no consensus was
reached (and to avoid conflict with the developing countries) discussion was postponed to a
separate Contact Group meeting which was scheduled to take place from May 15 through
June 15. The delay gave the developed countries' delegations thine to pul more pressure on
the developing countries to reach consensus on a non-definition of "gender." The first
definition offered implied that "gender roles arc socially constructed." This sentence was
removed, however, after two meetings in the month of May. The following statement on
"gender" was eventually passed:
flaying considered the issue thoroughly, the Contact Group noted that. (1) the word
gender has been commonly used and understood in its ordinary, generally accepted
usage in numerous other United Nations forums and conferences, (2) there was no
indication that any new meaning or connotation of the term, different from accepted
prior usage, is intended inthe draft Platform of Action
Accordingly, the Contact Group agreed to reaffirm that the word 'gender' as used in

the Platform for Action of the Fourth World Conference on Women is intended to be
interpreted and understood as it isin ordinary, generally accepted usage, The Contact
group also agreed that this report be read by the Chair of the Conference as a
Chairperson's Statement, and that the Statement should be parnof the documentation

of the final report of the Conference
The Beijing paper is tireless in its repeated use of the word "gender." Itdefines the mission
(goal) of the Conference as the achievement of "gender equality." It speaks of"gender
perspectives" and "gender relations." In 121 pages, the document employs the word
"gender" about 200 times.
The substitution of the word "gender" for "sex" in U.N. documents is a relatively new
development, primarily occurring since 1991 (approximately the time when WEDO began
working in close partnership with various U.N. bodies on projects relating to women). The
use of the word was orginally restricted to minor documents-usually those produced by
"expert groups" of social scientists and psychologists associated with the U.N. Division for
the Advancement of Women and with the U.N. Population Fund (UNFPA). On the other
hand, the major legal instruments on which the U.N. is built (United Nations Charter
[1945), Universal Declaration of Human Rights 1948], International Covenalit on
Economic and Social Rights [1966), International Covenant on the Elimination of All Forms
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of Discrimination Against Wo:,en 11979], and the Convention on the Rights of the Child
11989)) never used the word "gender" as a substitute for "sex." In all of these basic
documents, the word "sex" (not "gender") is used to signify this difference.
Only those familiar with feminist literature can appreciate the far-reaching implications of
what the "gender perspective" implies. As Dale O'Leary writes, "According :o the gender
perspective, the advancement of women requires that all of society be freed from this social
construction so that men and women will be the same. The list of things Gender Feminists
are interested in deconstructing includes, but certainly is not limited to, language, family
relationships, reproduction, sexuality, work, religion, government, and culture." Thus, the
"gender perspective:"
# denies that the differences between men and women are natural;

# wants the structure of society changed to make men and women the same;
# attacks "traditional female roles;"
# promotes 50/50 male/female quotas for all elected and appointed offices and
occupations;
# ignores marriage and is hostile to the family;
# demands recognition of "sexual and reproductive rights" including the acceptance
of homosexual lifestyles and the right to abortion on demand;
* offers no protection to housewives or full-time mothers; discourages the choice to
care for one's own children;
* targets "fundamentalist" religions as a barrier to women's rights and demands that
religions be "reinterpreted;" and
* blames the problems of women on male power and control.
The specific details of the effects this could have in the daily life of women around the
world is even more devastating. O'Leary writes:
For Gender Feminists "inequality" (meaning any differences between men and
women) can be overcome only by forcing all women into the work force and forcing
men to accept responsibility for half the housework and half the childcare.
Furthermore, if the children are placed in day care, half the daycare workers should be
men.
There is nothing wrong with couples deciding for themselves that they will both work
outside the home and share equally inthe vork of the home; the question is: Should
all couples be forced into this arrangement or should they be free to decide for
themselves? Gender Feminists believe the elimination of "inequality" must take
precedence over the decisions of women, particularly since these decisions were really
they insst "socially constructed."
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O'Leary details the threat to the family as we know it:
Women who want to devote themselves to the vwork of the horne or the care of their
children will not be allowed to, since such privileged %onen shouldd sere as a
constant reminder of the sex class society Feminist writer, Simone de Beauvoir
admitted this in an interview A1th Betty Friedan "NO, 14V doM't k'heic that avy
.wmeii should hm-e ihikedxce. No wyman y0w)uld he aulhort:ed to .Sta) at home to
raise her chddreii.. Socie,y should be totally diff'rewt. Womeit should not hme that
choice, precisely becaumie if there is miwh a choice, too mwy wome u-ill make that

Yet the gender perspective would authorize the murderous choice for abortion, at any time
in the pregnancy and for any reason, as a part of the "right" of "reproductive health" and
assert the "right" to choose an alternative sexual identity, legitimizing homosexuality. The
Gender Perspective is a narrow ideological world view which does not represent the world's
women. We need a document that will promote marriage, responsibility, family life and
protect human life. That is the woman's perspective. Women and men are equal in the eyes
of God, but are biologically different. It is absurd for the UN to try to make women and
men the same.
If gender is left undefined or defined as socially constructed roles that can be changed, all
the energies this conference could have directed toward improving the lives of women will
be dissipated in a futile attempt to abolish human nature.
It has been tragic to observe the changes during these meetings. At first various delegates
from the developing countries openly and enthusiastically supported language that defended
the rights of parents over their children, upheld the vocation of motherhood, supported
"self-control" instead of "birth control" for adolescents and pre-adolescents, opposed
female feticide, demanded a clear definition of the term "gender" as "the two sexes of the
hunian being," and much more. However, as the delegates from the powerful nations
perceived a mini-revolt was emerging - when a few courageous delegates from the little
republics dared to voice their opinion and tried to correct the language of such a disgraceful
document on women - the developed countries' delegates became alarmed. Such deviations
from their anti-woman, anti-life, anti-family agenda demanded a quick change in the rules of
the game! Suddenly we hear that meetings are postponed, the voting is halted, the date of
the meeting's conclusion is extended, a full month is exclusively booked to study the
definition of "gender," which should have taken five minutes to resolve. The developed
countries engaged in powerful lobbying upon the developing nations' delegates who dared
to speak out in defense of the family and its future. Some Ambassadors received phone
calls from the office of the Secretary General of the United Nations, complaining about their

outspoken delegates who dared to quest that the term "gender" be defined clearly. Others
5
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were directly approached by the US delegation.
Others received pressure from the European delegations. Is this democracy at work? Or is it
coercion and manipulation in practice?
How tragic were the consequences that followed. One by one my friend. ad supporters
backed down as the voting began, even those who supported us and co-authored the clear
definition of "gender" as "the existence of woman and man as the tw_. sexes of the human
being." When we asked one of these delegates why he had changed his position, he
apologized and said: "I am sorry, but the US delegation is putting so much pressure on my
country that I am no longer able to support you." Some told us that their Ambassadors had
given them instructions to remain silent and not to support us. Other delegates would
confidentially agree with our position, but were afraid of reprisals on their international
loans that would affect their economy if they openly voiced their opinion. As a result, a nondefinition passed. "Gender" means whatever you want--one, two, three, four or five sexes,
your choice.
Omissions
Not only have terms used in the Platform for Action been craflfully and strategically
selected, important language designed to benefit and protect women and the poor were
omitted from the document. The document mentions health problems related to sexual life
(reproductive health, sexually transmitted infections, fertility control, etc.) more than 400
times. Yet tropical diseases are mentioned only twice.
While the World Health Organization estimates, for example, 4 million cases of HIV
infection in 1994, the same organization estimates the cases of tropical diseases during the
same period as hovering between 650 and 850 million. While HIV is a deadly infection,
many others are killing women and their children as well, but they are virtually ignored in
the document.
Another area of grave concern is paragraph 107j which, if left as is, would cancel out the
statement, "in no case will abortion be promoted as a method of family planning," an
affirmation agreed upon at the International Conferencis in Mexico City (1984) and Cairo
(1994).
Fortunately, the document takes into consideration the exploitation of young girls steered
into prostitution, a phenomenon that has reached international proportions. Everyone
condemned the violence against women as a means of repression in times of war, as well as
the genital mutilation of women. A more decisive and radical condemnation would consist
of every kind of violence against women, including psychological abuse, forced
sterilization, forced use of birth control or induced abortion. Moreover, it must include the

A
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many women who have been made objects of systematic sterilization plans which take place
especially in developing countries. Such practices constitute a grave violation of the rights
of women, and still more indefensible when they are funded from scarce economic and
educational resources.
Another damaging influence is pornography and violence in moies, television, books,
magazines, and music distributed worldwide. Any attempt to hold the entertainment
industry accountable is immediately dismissed as an attack on freedom of expression. It
does not require expensive studies or research, only common sense, to conclude that these
influences are among the leadir.,g causes of the deterioration of morals and values and
violence in the streets and in the families.
Surprisingly, the theme of family and motherhood receives scarce attention and little space
in a document of nearly 149 pages on women. In Chapter I, the concept of the family as
"the fundamental unit of society..." (cf. par. 30), is placed within brackets, in contrast with
the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, art. 16.3. In fact, all of paragraph 30 will go to
(
Beijing in brackets.
Ignoring Parental Rights
The Platformfor Action lacks continuity with previous documents--often with United
Nations Declarations. For example, the section of the document dedicated to health and the
education of adolescents that says "taking into account the rights and duties and
responsibilities of parents. . ." (cf. 107 1,107 I, 107 m, etc.), which was accepted in prior
international documents, was placed in brackets. Furthermore, a similar sentence was
approved by the Heads of State and Governments or their representatives at the Summit on
Social Development in Copenhagen (March 6-12, 1995).
If this were not enough, proponents of the Platform for Action insist that all methods of
fertility control be made available to minors without parental consent or knowledge.
Confidentiality is a cornerstone of their agenda and necessary because when parents are
forced out of the picture, those with a radical agenda and philosophy are empowered to fill
in the gap.
Secrecy
The greatest advantage enjoyed by those who wish to force the population control
philosophy on poorer countries is that of secrecy. Dangers of artificial methods of bith
control are completely ignored. The myth that condoms are the cure-all for sexually
transmitted infections is perpetuated.
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More Brackatin
It would seem logical and proper to believe t1~at the unanimous goal in Beijing should be to
attain a common operative effort to defend the dignity of women and the promotion of their
universal human rights. Nevertheless, it seems paradoxical and incomprehensible that the

word "dignity" (referring to women) appears systematically within brackets throughout the
document. Similarly, the term "universal" has been placed in brackets when referring to the
human rights of women (cf. par. 2,4,11,14,43, etc. of the Platform of Action).
Politics
Coercion & Manipulation

The delegations from the powerful Western democracies have exerted undue pressure on
the developing countries' delegates to force acceptance of the radical ideological agenda
being advanced against women at these conferences. Mr. Timothy Wirth, co-chairman of
the Clinton delegation, held a special session June 19 with the UN delegates who belong to
the Group of?7. (There 143 countries now in this group, most of whom represent
developing nations.) These delegates were "encouraged" to vote in favor of removing all
the language bracketed by the Western delegations at the "informal consultations" to be
held in New York July 31 through August 4. Mr. Wirth also noted that he had met with the
president of the World Bank, who indicated the Bank's commitment to providing the
financial means for the implementation ofthe Platformfor Action. This subtle attempt to
link World Bank support for developing countries with their delegates' support of Western
language and ideology can be seen as nothing but pure coercion.
Guatemala together with other countries from the Sudan and Slovakia, noticed that
sentences and even paragraphs that had been inserted by developed nations' delegates and,
of course, bracketed by the developed countries' delegates were purposely left out of the
final draft. This is in direct violation of UN rules. The following is an example of a
paragraph I requested to be inserted that was left out completely:
It is important to recognize that the only true protction for women
is a society where men are taught from infancy that as of viole
or disrespect toward women are unmanly and uraceptl. Mothers.
as tie primary teachers of children and the formers ofc
must raise their sons to understand that men must respect women
end protect them from all form of vioknce and abuse. Fathers mit
8
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reinforce these teachings in their words and actions. Society,
religious and educational and religious institutions, and the media
must reinforce these teachings, if we are to create a world where
women are free from the threat of violence and abuse.

On another page, paragraph 90 read:
Images of violence against women, rape, or sexual slavery portrayed
in the media can be a contributing factor to its continued prevalence,
adversely influencing young people and the community at large.

I had reqested that the following sentence be added:
And the deterioration of morals and violence insociety are
contributing factors to its continued p.. ,alence, adversely influencing
young people and the community at large.

I repeatedly complained to the Chairperson about these "oversights" but she just told me,
"Bring it up in Beijing."
I know that if the American people could see what their representatives were doing, they
would be outraged with President Clinton for sending delegates who were promoting their
own personal agenda, a "culture of death," in this disgraceful document.

"Liberation"
What real reason have the Western powers given the poorer nations for accepting their plan
for the "liberation" of women? In the discussions at the Preparatory Committee meeting
we asked the following questions of the Western delegates:
a) If the U.S. is presently experiencing an epidemic of sexually transmitted infections,
with I of every 5 Americans infected, why are you proposing such a philosophy and
mandating costly programs for our developing countries? Is this the future you want
for our developing countries?
b) WouMn't the addition of costly programs increase problems developing nations are
not equipped to handle, especially programs that have failed even in the richest
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nations of the world? Aren't there enough problems with corruption, injustice,
poverty and misery in developing countries?
A Sensible Allrmative
Delegates from the developed countries thought it laughable when I suggested that, instead
of teaching our youngsters "birth control" we should teach them "self control." They
ridiculed my proposal that national programs be initiated to promote abstinence until
marriage (cf. par. 109L).
I have repeatedly tried to make the delegates from the U.S. and other Western countries
understand that freedom without responsibility becomes anarchy and th3t responsibility
must be accompanied by self control. We do not want to turn our children into sexual
addicts. Rather, we want to turn them into responsible parents and citizens. True love is not
only to be found in sexual pleasure; true love waits until marriage.
Imposing the Radical Agenda
The delegate from the Sudan often referred to the Western powers, saying: "Perhaps what
is missing in the lifestyles of the powerful leadership of the Western nations is the belief in
God? Hence their desire to impose their culture of death to the rest of the world. True
happiness will not be found in liberating ourselves from nature and challenging God~our
people are poor all they have is their life-long traditions and their religious beliefs, that are
in clear opposition to what you are imposing upon us."
At one time when I was suggesting an amendment to the document which said the reason
for the lack of respect for women was due to "deterioration of morals and values in
society." She turned to the chairperson and said, "Oh, let her put it in the document we are
going to bracket it [set it aside for further discussion) anyway!"
It is an unfortunate fact--the Western model of female advancement does not take into
account the values, tradition and diverse religions of women in the majority of countries of
the world.
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Nalural Family Planning

I find it difficult to understand why "natural family planning" wvas put in brackets

when

speaking of techniques for the regulation of births (par 110 h).
I was able to include Natural Family Planning in the Chapter on Health in one of the
paragraphs where they were advocating to, "Provide financial ajid institutional support for
research on safe, effective and afforda.'le technologies for reproductive and sexual health of
women and men, including more safe and effective melhods"-l added, "like Natural
Family Planning." This was immediately bracketed by the U.S. delegate with the remark, "1
have to check and see if this is an acceptable method of family planning." The Australian
delegate whose specialty was to bracket the word "mother" every time I suggested it be
added to the document, remarked, "It is not natural to have to abstain anyway." I argued
that we should help governments encourage the use of the new method of Natural Family
Planning (NFP)--the Ovulation Melhod-for the following reasons:
I. It is extremely effective and always under the control of a couple.
2. A recent study of NFP of 19,843 couples from Calcutta, India, was published in
the British Medical Journal of September 13, 1993. It confirmed an effectiveness
rate of 99.06% for avoiding pregnancy-far superior to any artificial method of birth
control. This study was sponsored by the World Health Organization and included
Hindu, Moslem and Christian couples.
3. A study of the Ovulation Method in the People's Republic of China conducted by
their government obtained simlar results among couples of no religious conviction.
(98.7% effective). The most impressive r.-sult of the study was the continuation rate-93% after the first 12 months. This is the highest continuation rate ever recorded for
any method of family planning.
4. Artificial methods of birth control such as the Pill and IUD have a 50% dropout
rate after 12 months among strong and healthy Americans. Women of marginal health
in the developing world have a much higher discontinuation rate. Already weak and
anemic, they often cannot tolerate the excessive bleeding caused by the abortifacient
effect of JUDs, Norplant, or injectible contraceptives. The side effects of the pill are
even more severe. The high discontinuation rates of artificial methods of birth control
make it even more costly and wasteful to taxpayers.
Such programs are no' only costly for U.S taxpayers, but also to the governments in
developing countries that must provide, distribute and insert such barbaric and distasteful
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procedures. Furthermore, these poor governments ii turn must proide the healing services
for the numerous side effects of such chemical ann mechanical devices and massive
sterilization programs. We know all too well how inferior and inpoverished the Third
World clinics are, how can (hey then provide eraergency services to their people?
I specifically mentioned the unfairness of submiuing women to the slavery of artificial
methods of birth control when women are only fertile for about 100 hours each -ycle. I
further insisted that we encourage the natural alternative that respects the autonomy and
dignity of the couple. An alternative that is cheaper, safer and more culturally acceptable
Or are the developed countries hesitant to relinquish control instead of resorting to
coercion?
Conclusion
There is no doubt in my mind that the Clinton Administration is using everything in their
power to make sure that by the time the delegates arrive in Beijing, the document will have
very few sections left to be negotiated. Most of the treacherous provisions that will force all
the countries to accept programs that are against human nature will be incorporated, and our
recommendations to protect the family will have been deleted.
The powerfu' Western democracies, through the UN system are violating democratic
principles by forcing their will upon the weaker and less developed nations. Their agenda
to deconstruct the natur.i order seems to have begun already, when we read that two male
homosexuals have been gi, en permission by the D. C. Court of Appeals to adopt a 4 year
old little girl (Washington Post, July 4, 1995). Surely we don't want a world where children
will grow up with no idea of what it means to be a man or a woman, doing away with
everything which recognizes the differences between the two sexes, where gender is
regarded as a socially constructed role rather than as a biological fact.
If we foresee the danger to our children, grandchildren, and the future of humanity, then we
must join together to stop them. There are very few Davids willing to confront the Goliaths
of this world in spite of pressure. What is needed now is not words of praise and sympathy,
but active support and voices raised in protest. We must stand up, speak up, and be
counted.

Any agreement made under coercion or duress must be considered illegal and non-binding.
It is on this basis that we request that the whole conference be canceled. The future of'
mankind is being decided by the anti-woman/anti-life/anti-family delegations, supported by
12
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tie Western governments, with total disregard for the cil',re, religion, and traditions of
their own people and those of the developing world.
I am appealing to you from my heart. I appeal to your widoin and conunon sense to stop
the pressure from the delegation of the United Slates upon the developing countries. We do
not want to barter our beliefs for food and loans. Don't lbrce (he poor countries to trade
their traditional family values and morals--lifi the pressure so we may all answer with one
voice--they are not negotiable!
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July 1$, 1995
Testimony on the Platform for Action
of the Fourth U.N. Conference on Women
"Ouas Subcommittee on International Operations and HuAan Rights
by Mary Ellen Bork, Catholic Campaign for America
July 18, 1995
I thank the Committee for the invitation to speak about the

Platform for Action for the Fourth U.N. Conference on Women.

The Fourth

'U.N.

Conference on Women: Action for Equality#

Development and Peace should be an important step in enhancing
the status of women, and taking actions that will advance women's
education, development and well-being. This is especially
important for poor woman in developing nations. Unfortunately the
document under discussion, the Platform for Action, is seriously
flawed by endorsement of radical feminist views of equality and
gander, which leads to inadequate treatment of motherhood and
traditional marriage, and Inadequate treatment of religious 4nd
cultural values that women bring to society. The Catholic
CamiLgn for America has reservations about the U.S.

delegation

endorsing such a document. The Platform for Action does not
represent the views or thinkir.g of a whole sequent of humanity,
billions of women, thereby making the document less than
representative of the views of women worldwide.

The Platform sets forth twelve areas of concern,
education, health, violence to women,
decision-making,

peace,

poverty.

economics, power and

mechanims to advance women, human rights,
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media, environment, and the girl child. In each area the formula
for the "eapowersent

of women"

turns to a

g otion

of equality that

According to the

as an Anerican r find hard to recogrize.

document woven cannot achieve real equality unless there is
absolute statistical parity between nen and women, 50/50
representation in every sphere of life, starting with the family,
extending to the vorkplace and in politics. All women would work
outside the home and be economically autonomous and all men would
accept responsibility for half the childcare and half the
housework. Parity democracy would require the alteration of
constitutions and changing of national laws. Since this goal will
not be achieved immediately the interim measure is: forcLnq
political parties to be 50% women.
utopian's dream but it is

( 0193 p.76) This may be a

certainly not the democratic

understanding of equality of opportunity which historically does
not produce statistical equality. When people exercise freedom
the results are not equal.
re-education,

Government imposed numerical quotas,

and penalties involve coercion, which Is

not

empowering for anyone. Such an approach is in conflict with a
understanding of freedom.

decratic

-

j''

The central then* of the Platform for Action is gender and
wmainstreaning the gender perspective".

The word gender appears

200 tines," gender perspective" 45 times.
Platform,

In the context of the

"mainstreasing of the gender perspective" means

looseninq the idea of gender from its biological roots and
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claining new roles and new sexue

licence. Gender does not refer

-o sexual differences any more but has "evolvcdw, as Bella Abzug

said to the U.N. delegates in April, to mean differences between
nen and women resulting from "socially constructed gender roles
rather than immutable biological difference." (Pars. 26) Gender
has evolved to be many, indeed, to be five, of which the polar
opposites are sale and female and in between are homosexual,
bisexual and transsexual. To claim that sexual differences are
nerely culturally conditioned means two things: that the
traditional understanding of qnder as male and female no longer
holds# and that sexual difference is something that is

malleable

and can be anything the individual wants it to be or, indeed, the
qcvernnent wants it to be. Marriage and motherhood take second
place while unrestricted sexual freedom for adolescents and
unmarried persons is endorsed. Families have become "households."
Th* an.rphous, non-traditional, a...fi1se concept of gender
permeates the entire text of this international document. The
goal is to have gender perspective approve1n Beljing and thenl"
im-posed on women through their government and NGO activities,
nany of which are supported by taxpayers money.

This narrow ideological view eoes not represent the thinking
or the experience of most American women (or ran). We are
witnessing a blatant form of cultural imperialism that undermines
.he values and standards on vhicb Amrican society is based.
Furthermore the Ogender perspective" is offensive to those who
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come from the major religious traditions, Christian, Jewish, and
Huslim. Zt contradicts the religious teachings of the world's
ma.for religions which hold that women and men are equal in
dignity and personhood but complementary in nature. Traditional
female and male roles do not deny women opportunities for
pa=tnership in society. Women who do not choose to work outside
the home participate fully in

society, for example as activists,

volunteers, and lobbyists. Their activism has been responsible
fOr many positive social changes. This document is disparaging of
that choice.

Whet is missing from this docunent is a realistic
understanding of wonens' indispensable role in society as lifegiver and transmitter of cultural values. In substituting an
ideological view of gender for the basic understanding of the
relationship of women and non as complementary (the basis of
Western culture) thip document, and the actions that will flow
from it, puts in Jeopardy the basis of family and social life as
we know it. The Platform or Aotion should be an honest assessment
of the problems faced by real women in many cultural situations.
It

should address itself to finding answers for better sonomic

development, educational possibilities, and basic health
services,

the lack of which inhibit many women's advancement to a

better, more productive and happier life. Statistical inequality
is

simply not the cause of the problems womer, face nor will

Ogander perspective m lead to effective solutions. The U.N. should
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try to find common ground where people fro.n many cultures can
work together. The gender perspective is a view promoted by the
gender feminists and simply does not represent the views of the
majority of the world's wouen.

Endorsement by the U.S. delegation of such a seriously
f2awed document will do lasting damage to our society by
promoting false solutions to very real problems. This hearing
will alert Americans to a destructive view of woman they would
never accept themselves and would never dream of imposing on an
unsuspecting world.
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TESTIMONY OF BARBARA LEDEEN
ON BEHALF OF THE
INDEPENDENT WOMEN'S FORUM

My name is Barbara Ledeen, and I am testifying today on behalf of the
Independent Women's Forum, where I am Executive Director for Policy and
Liaison. The IWF is a nonprofit, nonpartisan group of independent women who
believe in freedom, achieved through limited government and individual respons'bility. We appreciate the opportunity to speak to this Subcommittee today on
the subject of human rights in China, with reference to the United Nations
Fourth World Conference on Women, scheduled to be held in Beijing in
September. The cause of human rights should supersede considerations of socalled "women's rights," particularly as "women's rights" have been enunciated
by the U.N. Commission on the Status of Women.
Naturalized US. citizen Peter "Harry" Wu was seized upon his entry to
China on June 19, 1995, despite having all required travel documents in good
order and despite the fact that no charges whatsoever were pending against
him. Chinese authorities subsequently leveled spurious charges of espionage
against Mr. Wu, who is still being held at an undisclosed location and under
undisclosed conditions. Mr. Wu's detention violates consular agreements, and
it is an outrageous transgression of universal human rights. This alone is a
compelling cause for withdrawal of the U.S. delegation from the United Nations
Fourth World Conference on Women. The United States should not participate
in any gathering in China at this time.
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There are four other compelling reasons that the United States should
cancel participation in the conference, no matter where it may be held.
FIr, the United States should not participate in any endeavor or
endorse any document whose conception of human rights differs fundamentally
from this country's foundational ideas and documents.
Second, a representative democratic government should not be party to
constructing or adopting a policy agenda that does not reflect the principles and
beliefs generally espoused by this nation's citizens.
Third, a representative democratic government has no business
endorsing a policy agenda whose design for implementation is totalitarian.
Fourth, the United States should not agree to permit any other entity to
dictate this country's domestic policies. Virtually all of the draft Platform for
Action,' the major statement to be adopted at the conference, involves matters
of domestic policy concerning which the United Nations should play no role
whatsoever. The United States also should not be a party to dictating social
policy in other countries.
Section I of the Platform for Action concerns human rights. The
bracketed language - that is, the language that remains open to debate includes numerous statements regarding whether human rights are or should be
universal and universally recognized. The argument is over whether alleged
women's rights take precedence over universal human rights, and is particularly
relevant at the moment, given that Peter "Harry" Wu is male.
To raise the question whether women have or need special rights that
are separate and distinct from universal human rights is to raise the question
whether women are human. The authors of the Platform do not wish to raise
that question openly, and so resort to discussion of "the human rights of all
women," mentioned in Paragraph 215, among others. The authors then seek to
assure that alleged women's human rights are of an order different from
universal human rights. In language already adopted, Paragraph 218 asserts that
unlesss human rights of women, as defined by international human rights
instruments are fully recognized and effectively protected, applied, Imple.
melted and enforced in national law as well as in national practice in family,

U.N. Commission on the Status of Women, Proposals for Consideration in the Preparation of a
Draft Declaration and the Draft Platform for Action, U.N. Doc. Future A/CONF.177/Li (advance
unedited version dated 15 May 1995).
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ciLpenal, labour and commercial codes and administrative rules and
regulations, they will ezist in name only.

This language reflects rights as embodied an'd, as cited, implemented in
law, and hence preumes that rights are conferrable by law. The language does
not acknowledge rights as inherent in Man's nature. Trivializing the very idea
of human rights, the construction presumes that individual have no rights, and
enjoy only such rights as governments permit them. The concept is thoroughly
alien to the American foundational idea of universal human rights endowed by
the Creator, that is, of natural rights inherent in individuals. It is also thoroughly
alien to the concept of individual freedom.
Within the framework of the Platform's overarching reach to dictate to
U.N. member countries exactly what their domestic policies should be, there are
five central themes concerning the exercise of alleged women's rights. The first
is that government involvement, control and bureaucracy constitute the
preferred, primary and most necessary solution to problems. The presumption
is that people, particularly women, are incapable of exercising, or learning to
exercise, freedom. A component of this presumption is that people, particularly
women, are incapable of solving problems or learning to solve problems by
themselves. The Platform insults human dignity and freedom - particularly the
dignity and freedom of women.
In language already adopted, Paragraph 26 of t,.e Platform asserts that
"(zn]any Governments have enacted legislation to F. jmote equality between
women and men and have established national machineries to ensure the
mainstreaming of gender perspectives in all spheres of society." Laws to confer
alleged women's rights, to establish quotas and preferences - and bureaucracies
to enforce them - are to be expanded where they exist and put in place where
they do not, with enforcement directed to precisely proportional representation
of women and men in every sphere of life. Though the discussion at home is
about how to redress the excesses of affirmative action that result in discrimination, in Beijing the United States is to advocate more of what we know has
caused harm here.
The second central theme is that in addressing each of the 12 major
issues covered in the Platform, including human rights, "Government and other
actors should promote an active and visible policy of mainstreaming a gender
perspective into all policies and programmes, so that, before decisions ar,
taken, an analysis is made of the effects for women and men respectively.' 0 This
divisive and polarizing theme is the document's mantra; its intent is to assure
2 This theme is repeated in paragraphs 59, 81, 106, 124, 143, 166, 191 and 203, as well as bracketed
paragraphs 204, 229, 238, 252 and 2?3.
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that we argue endlessly over whether domestic policies and programs treat
women and men identically - or, if there is u difference in treatment, whether
it favors women.
The Platform asserts in Paragraph 19 that "only a radical transformation
of the relationship between women and men to one of full and equal partnership will enable the world to meet the challenges of the next century." The
heart of the radical transformation cited is found in Paragraph 28: "In many
countries, the differences between women's and men's achievements and
activities are still not recognized as the consequences of socially constructed
gender roles rather than immutable biological differences." If gender is a matter
of "roles" that are "socially constructed" and have no relation to nature or
biological fact, then all sexuality (hetero-, homo-, trans- and bi-) is a matter of
choice - and any sexual behavior is valid as a matter of preference. The
language cited has already been adopted. It is the reason that the statements
in Paragraph 30 that womenmn play a critical role in the family, the basic unit
of society" and in Paragraph 31 that "[rJeligion plays a central role in the lives
of millions of women" have not been adopted and are still subjects of debate.
A thoroughly discredited Marxist view of economics constitutes the third
central theme. In Paragraph 57, the United States has already agreed that
governments should have charge of "the productive capacity of women...
through access to capital, resources, credit, land, technology, information,
technical assistance and training so as to raise their income and improve
nutrition, education and health care and status within the household." By
"access" is means expropriation, often by regulation, and with preference to
women. Even if command economies functioned to provide benefits to the
people subjected to them, the idea that women require unearned benefits
secured by government coercion demeans their capacities, abilities and
accomplishments.
The words mother, father, wife and husband do not appear anywhere in
the Platform, signifying the document's fourth central theme, that the definition
of family is fluid. In place of the idea of family, the document speaks of the
"household," claiming in Paragraph 24 that "[o]ne-fourth of all households world
wide are dependent upon female income even where men are present."
Voluntary marriage as the quintessential social contract is not mentioned in the
Platform. There is no discussion of whether the presence of men who are
married to the women with whom they are living, as husbands to wives and
fathers to the children of marriage, is or might be beneficial to the men, women
and children involved.
Instead, approved Paragraph 52 asserts that "because of the gender
division of labour and responsibilities for household welfare, women bear a

4
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disproportionate burden, attempting to manage household consumption and
production under conditions of increasing scarcity." Paragraph 20, also
approved, asserts that the poverty of women and children is "exacerbated when
responsibilities for basic social services have shifted from Governments to
women." Thus, when the debate here at home is about how to get the
government out of the entitlements business so that, in particular, women and
children enslaved by a failed system can be set free, in Beijing the United States
is to advocate the expansion of government dependency and encourage other
nations to adopt policies of failure.
The fifth central theme of the Platform is that nongovernmental
organizations should be funded by governments and should function transparently, which is to say as arms of, and with co-equal authority in relation to,
governments. The Platform does not go so far as to mandate that nongovernmental organizations have police powers, but that matter is encompassed by
"transparency," precisely why such an obfuscating word is employed. Implicitly
if not explicitly, the Platform calls for the United States and other nations to
use citizens' tax dollars to support the promotion of radical Feminism, worldwide, as a legitimate political and social movement equivalent to a publicly
funded political party.
The Platform is a radical recipe for governments to consign the world's
women to second class citizenship by assigning them unnecessary special
privileges that demean and trivialize universal human rights. Fighting discrimination by imposing discrimination does violence to the idea of equality as
natural to every person. It also does violence to both the ideals and the
functions of liberty and equity. The United States should cancel participation
in the United Nations Fourth World Conference on Women and, in addition,
should assure that the Platform's radical agenda has no government endorsement in this country.
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IPENwrr WOMEN' FORUM
There are four other compelling reusonas that the United States should
cancel participation in the conference, no matUer where it may be held.
FIM1 the United States Jiould not participate In any endeavor or
endorse any ccument whose conception of human rights differs fundamentally
from this courtry's foundational ideas and documents.
Second, a representative democratic Soverrnent should not be perty to
constructing or adoptig a policy agenda that does not reflect the principles and
beliefs generally espoused by this nation's citizens.
Third, a representative democratic government has no business
endorsing a policy agenda whose design for implementation is totalitarian.
Fourth the United States should not agree to permit any other entity to
dictate this
country's domestic policies. Virtually all of the draft Platform for
Action,' the major statement to be adopted at the conference, involves matters
of domestic policy concerning which the United Pations ould play no role
whatsoever. The United States also should not be a party to dictating social
poicy In other counties.
Section I of the Platform for Action concerns human rights. The
bracketed language - that is, the language that remains open to debate includes numerous statements regarding whether human rights are or should be
universal and universally recognized. The argument is over whether alleged
women's rights take precedence over universal human rights, and is parIcularly
relevant at the moment, given that Peter 'Earry" Wu is male.
To raise the question whether women have or need special rights'that
are separate and distinc from universal human rights is to raise the question
whether women are human. The au:bors of the Platform do not wish to raise
that question openly, and so resort to discussion of 'the human rights of all
women." mentioned in Paragraph 215, among others. The authors then seek to
assure that alleged women's human rights are of an order different from
u."vers l human rights. Inlanguage already adopted, Paragraph 218 asserts that
(uluihnuman rights of women, as defined
by international human rlbu
insments arfully rewoguipz and effewtvely protected, applied, Implemened and enforced innational law aswell a in national practice in family,

U.N. Commasion on the Staus of Womea, Proposals ir Consideration in the Preparation of a
Draft De lm: onand the Draft Platform bor
Actox. U.N. Doc. Future ACONF.177/I.l (advance
wuedited version dated 15 May 1995).
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evi, pet, labor and ommcrcial wdc4 and adninstratlve rules a
reulatio, they will xit i nam: only.
This language reflects rights as embodied and, as cited, implemented in
law, and hence presumes that rights are conferrable by law. The language does
not acknowledge rights as inherent in Man's nature. Triviali±ng the very idea
o'human rights, the construction prest: mes that individual have no rights, and
enjoy only such rights as governments permit them. The concept is thoroughly
alien to the American foundational idea of univerWhuman rights endowed-by
the Creator, that is, of natural rights inherent in individuals. Yt Is also thoroughly
alien to the concept of individual freedom.
Within the framework of the Platform's overarching reach to dictate to
U.N. member countries exactly what their domestic policies should be, there are
five central themes concerning the exercise of alleged women's rights. The first
is &.at government involvement, control and bureaucracy constitute the
preferred, primary and most nece.,sary solution to problems. The presumption
is that people, particularly women, are incapable of exrcisin& or learning to
exercise, freedom. A component of this presumption is that people, particularly
women, are incapable of soMng problems or learning to solve problems by
themselves. The Platform insults human dignity and freedom - particularly the
dgnity and freedom of women.
In language already adopted, Paragraph 26 of the Platform ssert that
manyay Governments have enacted legislation to promote equality between
women and men and have established national machineries to ensure the
rrlnstreaming of gender perspectives in 0 spheres of society." Laws to confer
alleged women's rights, to establish quo:zs and preferences - and bureaucracies
to enforce them - are to be expanded where they exist and put In place where
they do not, with enforcement directed to precisely proportional representation
of women and men in every sphere of life. Though the discussion at home is
about how to redress the excesses of m.rmative action that result in discrimination, in Beijing the United States is to advocate more of what we know has
caused harm here.
The second central themt is that in addressing each of the, 12 major
issues covered in the Platform, inchid'ng human rights, "Government and other
actors should promote an active and is,be policy of mainstreaming a gender
perspective into all policies and programmes, so that, before decisions are
taken, an analysis Is made of the effects for women and men respectively."' This
divisive and polarizing theme is the document's mantra; its intent is to assure
This theme Is repea ted In psralraphsY), 81, l06 124, 141, 166, 191 and 203, as well as bracketed
pararaphs 204, 229, 238, 252 and 273.
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that we argue endlesly over whether domestic policies and programs treat
women and men identically - or, if there is a difference in treatment, whether
it favors women.
The Platform asserts in Paragraph 19 that "only a radical transformation,
of the relationship between women and men to one of full and equal partnership will enable the world to meet the challenges of the next century." The
heart of the radical transformation cited is found in Paragraph 2& "In many
countries, the difference between women's and men's achievements and
activities are still not recognized as the consequences of socially constructed
gender roles rather than immutable biological differences." If gender is a matter
of "roles" that are "socially contructed" and have no relation to nature or
biological fact, then all sexuality (hetero-, homo-, trans- and bi-) is a matter of
choice - and any sexual behavior is valid as a matter of preference. The
language cited has already been ,dopted. It is the reason that the statements
in Paragraph 30 that womenmn plity a critical role In the family, the basic unit
of society" and in Paragraph 31 that religionin plays a central role in the lives
of millions of women" have not been adopted and are still subjects of debate.
A thoroughly discredited Marxist view of economics constitutes the third
central theme. In Paragraph 57, the United States has already agreed that
governments should have charge of "the productive capacity of women...
through access to capital, resource., credit, land, technology, information,
technical assistance and training so as to raise their Income and improve
nutrition, education and health care and status within the household." By
'access" is means expropriation, often by regulation, and with preference to
women. Even if command economies functioned to provide benefits to the
people subjected to them, the idea that women require unearned benefits
secured by government coercion demeans their capacities, abilities and
accomplishments.
The words mother, father, wife and husband do not appear anywhere in
the Platform, signifying the document's fourth central theme, that the definition
of fami is fluid. In place of the idea of family, the document speaks of the
1outehold," claiming in Paragraph 24 that '(o]ne.fourih of all households world
wide are dependent upon female income even where men are present."
Voluntary marriage as the quintessential social contract is not mentioned in the
Platform. There is no discussion of whether the presence of men who are
married to the women with whom they are living, as husbands to wives and
fathers to the children of marriage, is or might be beneficial to the men, women
and children involved.
Instead, approved Paragraph 52 asserts that 'because of the gender
division of labour and responsibilities for household welfare, women bear a
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dispropcrtionate burden, attempting to manage household consumption and
production under conditions of Increasing scarcity." Paragraph 20, also
approved, asserts that the poverty of women and children is exacerbated when
responsIbliies for basic social servicess have shifted from Governments to
women." Thus, when the debaw hei at home is about bow to get the
government out of the entitlements business so that, in particular, women and
children enslaved by a failed system can be set free, in Beijing the United States
is to advocate the expansion of government dependency and encourage other
nations to adopt poHcies of falur.
The fifth central theme of the Platform Is that nongovernmental
organizations should be funded by governments and should function transparently, which is to say as arms of, und with co-equal authority in relation to,
governments. The Platform does not go so far as to mandate that nongovernmental organizations have police powers, but that matter is encompassed by
"transparency," precisely why such an obfuscating word is employed. Implicitly
if not explicitly, the Platform calls for the United States and other nations to
use citizens' tax dollars to support the promotion of radical Fednism, worldwide, as a legitimate political and stcial movement equivalent to a publicly
funded political party.
The Platform is a radical recipe for governments to consign the world's
women to second class citizenship by assigning them unnecessary special
privileges that demean and trivialize universal human rights. Fighting discrindnation by Imposing discrimination does violence to the idea of equality as
natural to every person. It also does violence to both the Ideals and the
functions of liberty and equity. The Uni.ed States should cancel participation
in the United Nations Fourth World Conference on Women and, in addition,
should assure that the Platform's iadical agenda has no government endorsement in this country.
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TESTIMONY
by Diane L. Knippers
President, the Institute on Religion and Democracy
on behalf of the Ecumenical Coalition on Women and Society
before the
Subcommittee on International Operations and Human Rights
Committee on International Relations
United States House of Representatives
July 18,

1995

The adoption of the Universal Declaration on Human Rights in 1948
for holding nations
mechanism
world a powerful
gave the
Sadly, in
persons.
all
the basic rights of
accountable for
recent years we have seen efforts to erode these basic standards
as authoritarian governments argue that human rights are not
form of
But another
but are culturally relative.
universal,
It
erosion is more subtle, more insidious, and more dangerous.
is the trend toward defining every conceivable social goal as a
human right -- whether or not these social goals are properly the
responsibilities of governments and whether or not they are even
is
When everything
is obvious.
The result
obtainable.
considered a right, finally nothing can be defended as a right.
The Fourth World Conference on Women and its draft Platform for
The adoption of
Action offer prime examples of this erosion.
undermine the pursuit of basic human rights.
this platform will
Even more troubling, it will also sacrifice efforts on behalf of
women whose rights are the most repressed and abused in favor of
Thiz
the controversial social goals of Western gender feminists.
is a tragedy.
the human rights flaws in
Let me cite several examples of
draft Platform for Action and the conference itself.
A.

the

The draft Platform's commitment to universality is unsure.
Every reference to universal human rights is bracketed. If
this document does not affirm universality it will mark a
serious regression in the progress toward human rights
within the international community.

B.

The call to address the basic rights of women is blurred and
of social
the draft Platform's context
minimized in
engineering and expansive and questionable goals.
women, even when
Serious abuses of rights of
the document, are diminished in the context

mentioned in
of grandiose
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plans for

re-engineering society.

For

example, achieving

for all women
the basic
right to vote and participate
in
elections
is a much more urgent task than working to ensure
equality
of outcomes such as equal numbers of men and women

in all parliament%.
Let
me offer examples of abuses of women that are mentioned
in the draft Platform, but diminished by the larger context.
There
is
the
urgent
need
to coi.,oat
prostitution and
pornography, particularly involving
children.
A
recent
report of a
religious group
which operates ministries in
Thailand
to
young
women
who have been
forced
into
prostitution tells of girls as young as 12 sold to brothels.
One child said the
brothel owner would beat her to make her
stop crying while she was "entertaining" customers.
Another example
is slavery, which has not
been eradicated
but
is still practiced
in nations
such as
Mauritania and
Sudan.
A recent
fact-finding team organized
by Christian
Solidarity
Interiational
reports
that
local
officials
estimate that some 1,000 women
and children have been taken.
into slavery in the
last five years from one
Sudanese town
alone.
Team members met a 14-year-old Sudanese girl who hal
been kidnapped
and sold
into slavery when she was
seven.
Yet the atrocity
of human slavery gets only passing mention
in the 121-page Platform for Action.
Such
blatant
and
egregious
human
rights
abuses are
trivialized in the context
of a document that takes on the
grandiose aim to redefine gender roles in every society with
no
reference
to
biological differences between
men
and
women.
C.

The Platform will
result in the expansion of the coercive
and
intrusive
powers
of
governments and
international
agencies in the lives of individuals and families.
The goals of the draft Platform for Action -particularly
(1) defining equality as outcome rather than opportunity and
(2)
obliterating any
distinctive male
or female roles -will lead inexorably to the expansion of the coercive power
of governments.
There
is
no
question
that
this
will
contribute
to anti-democratic
practices.
It
will
also
undermine the rights of individuals and families
(beginning
with the rights of parents to train their own children).

D.

Serious human riahts
are lonored...

abuses, such as religious

repression.

The
most serious
omission
in the
draft
Platform is
any
conscience or of religion for
acknowledgement of freedom of
women.
Throughout
the document,
religion is
cited
as a
There is only one brief (and
source of repression of women.
of the spiritual needs of
still bracketed) acknowledgement
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women. But nowhere in 121 pages does the document call
religious freedom for, women.

fcr

Women should have the right to engage in religious practice,
to change their religion, and to propagate their religious
faith, particularly to their children.
Women who change
their religion should be free of the threat of state-imposed
divorce or the threat of having their children taken from
them. The irony is that this conference on women is being
held in a country which currently imprisons women for
practicing their faith.
E.

Holding the Fourth World Conference on Women in China also
serves to undermine international human rights standards.
The Ecumenical Coalition on Women and Society is calling
upon the U.S.
government to boycott the Beijing women's
conference unless two conditions are met.
The first is that
Harry Wu must be freed from prison. The second is that our'
government must obtain assurance,, from the Peoples Republic
of China that U.S.
citizens and other, UN conference
participants will enjoy the tasic rights of freedom of
conscience, freeuci
of opinion and expression, and freedom
of
peaceful
assembly as gLtar-anteed in
the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights.
Women in non-governmental orgarizations going to Beijing are
being told that they risk
interrogation if they meet
in
groups of more than five, that they cannot meet in hotel
rooms, they can't unfurl
banners, they can't
take in
religious literature, they can't engage in corporate prayer
outside
a special
tent, they can't take unregistered
computers or fax machines into hotel rooms.
How can we
begin to discuss human rights in a climate in which those
rights are ignored and abused?
It would be unconscionable
for the United States to participate in such a st,,,.

Conclusion
Women are brutally denied basic human rights in many parts of tile
world.
Women suffer, denial of
educational opportunities and
property
rights,
forced abortion and forced sterilization,
genital mutilation,
prostitution, rape, female infanticide, the
threat of execution for apostasy or. blasphemy, slavery -- the
list
goes on and on.
The campaign to combat the truly horrible abuses of
women is
undermined by linking women's rights
with highly questionable
economic, social, and environmental theories. The Beijing agenda
goes
far beyond basic rights for women.
Th-t draft Platform
claims that peace and development cannot be achieved unless women
represent 50 percent of all national and international political
and economic agencies. How or why women are uniquely capable of
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bringing in this utopia is never explained.
The
danger of the BeiJing women's conference is that it attempts
sweeping and unnecessary social change -- change that will
undermine rather than enhance the
-ightA of women.
The draft
Platform for Action equals or surpasses the Marxist-Leninist
experiment
In its ambition. The draft Platform for Action calls
for the most intrusive, arrogant, and radical restructuring of
the social order in human history -- all on the baseless
assumption that this will
produce a just, prosperous, and
peaceful world.
I'm convinced of the opposite.
It is the road
to tyranny and oppression for women and for men.

The Ecumenical Coalition on Women and Society is comprised of
independent groups in the Disciples of
Christ, the Episcopal
Church, the Presbyterian Church
(U.S.A.), the Roman Catholic
Church, the United Church of Christ, the United Methodist Church
and others.
It also includes official agencies of
the National
Association of Evangelicals and the World Evangelical Fellowship.
The Coalition is an accredited non-governmental organization to
the Fourth World Conference on Women.
The Coalition is a project of
the
Institute on Religion and
Democracy, 1521 16th Street, NW, Suite 300, Washington, DC 20036.
202/966-1440
FAX: 202/966-3159
Phone:
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STATEMENT BY JEANNE E. HEAD, R.N.
INTERNATIONAL RIGHT TO LIFE FEDERATION, INC.

TO

SUOMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL OPERATIONS AND HUMN RIGHTS
COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
July 18, 1995
My name is Jeanne Head. I am International Right To Life Federation's
(IRLFI Representative to the U.N. in New York and the New York State delegate
to National Right To Life Committee (NRLC).
IRLF is a worldwide federation of
pro-life organizations including NRLC) dedicated to the protection of all
innocent human life from conception to natural death. We see a woman's life
as a continuum, beginning at conception. and proceeding through the entire life
cycle.
IRLF has been accredited to the United Nations as a non-governmental
organization INGO) with consultative status under the Economic and Social
Council (ECOSOCI since 1987.
We have actively participated in the recent
critical U.:. Conferences including the Cairo Conference on Population and
Development (ICPD). The World Summit for Social Development (WSSDI, and what
we thought was the final preparatory conference for the Fourth World
Conference on Women (FWCW) to be held in Beijing, China September 5 through
15.
I speak on behalf of IRLF as a woman and as an obstetric nurse who has
spent my life caring for women and children.
We have serious concerns about the general conduct of these U.N.
conferences and particularly about their attempts to impose the failed and
tragic social policies of the U.S. and other Western countries on the developing
countries.
We are particularly concerned about the extreme pressure and coercive
practices that have been exerted on developing countries and their delegations
to accept language in these U.N. documents that would violate their laws, their
ethical and religious values and their cultural backgrounds.
For example, before, during and after the Cairo Conference (ICPD), these
pressures and coercive practices were used by the Clinton Administration's
delegations, other Western Governments and their powerful national and
international pro-abortion NGO allies in an attempt to enshrine abortion as a
fundamental right and as a method of planning worldwide. When they failed in
Cairo, some of their more vocal allies vowed to achieve their goals at the WSSD
in Copenhagen or at the Fourth world Confere.ce on Women In Beijing. They
failed to do so in Copenhagen in March of this year.
The activities of the Clinton Administration in promoting abortion as a
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fundamental right and as a method of family planning in relation to the Cairo
Conference were well documented. On March 16. 1994 4before the Cairo PrepCom
111) the State Department sent an "action cable" to every U.S. ambassador and
envoy calling for "senior diplomatic interventions" in support of U.S. priorities
for the Cairo Conference and PrepComIII which included the following statement:
"The United States believes that access to safe. legal and voluntary abortion
is a fundamental right of all women."
The Clinton Administration delegation and its pio-abortion allies worldwide
deny that they want to go beyond Cairo in regard to the abortion issue in the
Beijing Conference.
However, that is what they said about Copenhagen and
there was ample evidence during negotiations on the WSSD document of
attempts to expand on Cairo - even though they were less obvious and they
failed.
The massive 121 page Beijing document for the FWGW was seriously
flawed to start with on a number of issues just as were the Cairo and
Copenhagen documents. (It is to be noted that all of these documents were
written in U.S. type English which often does not translate to mean the same
thing in other U.N. languages.) The document that emerged from the grueling
3 1/2 weeks of negotiations during the FWCW PrepComIII was even more
seriously flawed than the document presented to the delegates when they
arrived at the Prep~om.
At least 1/3 of the document has not been settled. A large part of issues
still to be negotiated involve abortion and related issues. This is a matter of
serious concern.
When a word, phrase, paragraph or larger part'of the document is still
open to negotiation, it is put in square brackets.
Among the words and phrases that are presently in square brackets are
"mother", phrases related to "taking into account the rights and duties and
responsibilities of parents," "universally recognized human rights," and "female
feticide" when used along with "female infanticide" in referring to the practice
of killing girls before and after birth for the purpose of sex selection, or in
discussing violence and discrimination against women and the girl child.
In regard to the use of the term "female feticide" a U.S. delegate
objected to the term during a negotiating session in New York because it might
hinder reproductive rights.
Much of the ICPD language (and even some rejected by ICPD) relating to
the abortion issue has been re-introduced into the FWCW Beijing document (all
this without any noticeable protest from the U.S. delegation) without the
modifying language which made it acceptable to some countries such as the
Muslims and without the Reservations expressed by many countries.
For example:
The paragraph addressing the need to respect sovereign rights,
national laws, and full respect for religious and ethical values,
cultural backgrounds and universally recognized human rights -which appeared as the first paragraph under principles in the
ICPD document -- has been alloc:ated to a footnote, the idea of
which has been put into square brackets.
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The U.S. participated in a "consolidated amendment" (along with
Canada, Japan, Australia and others) which calls for taking "action
to ensure the conditions necessary for women to exercise their
reproductive rights and eliminate where possible, coercive laws and
practices."
The document continues to refer to "unsafe abortion" with the implication
that abortion, if legalized can be made safe.
This is a false and dangerous
concept. Women suffer serious physical, emotional. and psychological damage
and even death from so called "safe legal abortion."
There is a risk that some
may use this language as an excuse to promote the false concept that
legalization makes abortion safe.
According to the WHO, the dramatic decline in maternal mortality rates in
the developed world coincided ". . . with the development of obstetric
techniques and improvements in the general status of women." There is ample
data for documenting this in the U.S..
The most significant impact of
legalization in the U.S. has been an increase in the number of abortions.
In the U.S. where abortion has been legal for over 20 years, and where
health standards are high, maternal mortality is 4 times that of Ireland where
abortion is not legal and which has the lowest maternal mortality rate in the
world. The key to reduction in maternal mortality from all causes is to improve
maternal health care.
In the developing world -- where medical care,
antibiotics, and even basic asepsis are scarce or absent -- promoting abortion
would increase, not decrease, maternal mortality.
And, of course. abortion is never safe for the unborn child.
The pro-life and pro-family delegates to these conferences have had a
significant impact on their outcome when we have had access to the delegates.
It is the practice at these U.N. conferences to accept already negotiated
language from previous U.N. conferences.
However, many delegates haven't
been at a previous conferences or don't remember the details. That is where
the NGO lobbyists can be of help. They help the delegates (some from very
small countries without a staff) to sift through the reams of documents and
proposals so they can understand what they really mean.
Contrary to previous conferences, a large percentage of negotiations at
the PrepCom for Beijing in New York were conducted in "informal-informal"
sessions closed to NGOS (and the press). At the ICPD in Cairo and the WSSD
in Copenhagen, NGOS were not allowed access to the floor of the conference as
they are in Main Committee negotiations at the PrepComs in New York. This
was a definite disadvantage for the pro-life and pro-family NGOS in Cairo and
in Copenhagen.
In Cairo. in particular, the pro-abortion side had no such disadvantage.
The president of the U.S. Planned Parenthood and former Congresswoman Bells
Abzug (who is afforded special status even when not sitting in a delegation)
among others were part of the U.S. delegation and had full access to the floor.
We ask the Congress to insist that the delegation from the U.S. being
sent to Beijing reflect the ethical, religious and cultural values of the majority
of the citizens of the U.S. and that they cease and desist from promoting the
tragic and flawed social policies on the developing world.
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The National Institute of Womanhood
Celebraing what is truewnd enduring to woman

111SI1MONY OF
CECIIUA ACEVEDO ROYALS, PRESIDENT
THE NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF WOMANHOOD
TO THE
SUBCOMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL OPERATIONS AND HUMAN RIGHTS
HEARING ON CONTROVERSIES RELATED TO THE
FOURTH WORLD CONFERENCE ON WOMEN
WASHINGTON, D.C.
JULY 18, 1995

THANK YOU MR. CHAIRMAN.
It is an hoijor to have this opportunity to address the Subcommittee on International Operations
and Human Rights. I speak as a representative of The National Institute of Womanhood (NIW).
An Institute which is a veteran of three global conferences: the Cairo Population and
Development Conference (ICPD); the Copenhagen Social Summit (WSSD) and the Preparatory
Conference fo the Conference on Women (PrepComm).
At the New York Preparatory Conference NIW convened the Well-Being of Woman (WBW)
Caucus. This caucus represented major U.S. organizations together with many others from
around the globe and was a strong and effecive voice for millions of women worldwide.
The U.S. component of the WBW Caucus was well representative of the multiple creeds.
denominations and interfaith organizations that characterize the American people. It included
women's groups such as The Ecumenical Coalition on Women and Society (which is under the
auspices of the Institute for Religion and Democracy and represents women in organizations such
as the National Association of Evangelicals, the Presbyterian Church in America, United
Methodist Church and E
United), Women's Federation for World Peace, Eagle
Forum, Concerned Women For America, Citlic Campaign for America, Women For Women,
The National Association of Professional Black Women, and United Families of America.
The Well-Being of Woman Caucus established a strong and effective lobbying presence and was
very instrumental In exposing and resisting some of the policies injurious to women contained
in the document. Furthernoe, and just as impoavtnt, it exercised a bold leadership that rallied
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the scattered efforts of many non-governmental organizations and established once and for all
the voice of the common woman.
The Fourth World Conference on Women presents us with a perplexing situation. While it
purports to promote the advancement of all women, it is actually injurious to them.
The draft platform of action is injurious to women in the following ways:
A.: It Ignores the central experience of women:
The Platform for Action aggressively fails to address the central experience of ninety per cent
of women: motherhood.
It trivializes and disparages t, relational aspect of mother and child and ignores the
irreplaceable character and value of this relation. Furthermore, it is disparaging to mothers by
making the arrogant presumption that they are interchangeable and replaceable with caretakers,
consumers and householders.
The 122 page draft plan condescends to use the term 'mother' or 'motherhood' a paltry 15
times. Of those 15 mentions, 12 frame motherhood negatively. Of the remaining three, two
are neutral. There is one and only one positive reference to the role of mothers. It, along with
the two neutral references, is bracketed for removal.
245(b).

Produce and/or disseminate media materials on women leaders, inter alia,
as (caring mothers and nurturers of happy families] managers and
entrepreneurs, to provide role models, particularly to young women;

It is an front to the dignity of ninety per cent of women that caring mothers and nurturers of
happy families are in doubt as role models for young women.
The U.N. Commission on the Status of Women (CSW) together with several member states and
certain Non-Governmental Organizations NGOs) do not want motherhood to appear in a positive
light in the document, not even as a mere inter alia reference.
The UN has made a 180 degree turn from its 1948 Declaration of Human Rights where it sought
to ensure that "motherhood ...[is] entitled to special care and assistance" (Article 25). In fact,
special care and assistance for "mothers" is not found anywhere in the Beijing Platform for
Action.
Furthermore it aggressively avoids mentioning them. The following two examples reveal the
calculated verbal engineering used to avoid the use of the term "mothers":
37. Women as citizens can help change consumption patterns in their multiple
role as consumers, householders, workers and voters.
248. As consumers, caretakers of their families and educators, women play an
important role in promoting sustainable development and in their concern for the
quality and sustainability of life for present and future generations.
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The language of the UN Declaration on Human rights (Art.25) that "Motherhood [is] entitled
to special care and assistance" could be included in the Draft Platform of Action text of
paragraph 30 as follows and the language should be retained:
30. [...7heY have also borne in mind the social significanceof maternity and the role of both
parent in the family and in the s9Pb&i* of children, and are aware that the role of women
in procreation should not be a basis for dicrimination but rather, motherhood is entitled to
special care and assistance, and thit the upbringing of children requires a sharing of
responsibility between women and men and society as a whole.1
B: It Ignores the relational dilmension of women, the family.
It trivializes and disparages the relational aspect of the mother and father, parents and children,
and the constellation of relations within families. Furthermore, it is directly hostile to the
irreplaceable value of a mother and a father in the raising and rearing of the children. The only
paragraph that attempts to acknowledge the family and the role of women in the family is
bracketed for removal.
What is more, parental rights a&e being phased out. Almost every reference to the rights, duties
and responsibilities of parents is bracketed for removal.
The document does not acknowledge what is generally recognized: that the rights of parents to
direct the upbringing of their children is a fundamental right implicit in the concept of ordered
liberty and that the role of parents in raising and rearing their children is of inestimable value
and deserving of both praise and protection by all levels of government.
(See paras. 85(b), 95, 107(fi,lm), 108(e), 108(g), 109(h,j.l), 259, 262, 267. 281 (b,c,de & g),
283(d))
While withholding support for mothers, families and parental rights, it explicitly attempts to
protect diverse sexual orientations and lifestyles, (232(h)). Furthermore while impeding parents,
it attempts to interpose miscellaneous men and women as the gender counselors for children and
youth (262).
C: It betrays the woman's perspective In favor of a "gender perspective."
The document becomes an international tool to tighten the grip on the control of the concept of
gender in the girl child. The concept of gender in girls is constructed according to the image
of the UN and the women's organizations and rot according to the image of parents and family.
The delicate integration and harmony of gCnder identity with sexual orientation in girls and boys
is a serious copcem in the education of gender.
Consider the following expert from a spring 1995 course description at Hunter College for a
course titled "Reimagining Gender":
"In this course, we will.., find out how twentieth century thinkers have re-imagined the concept
of gender. Is gender a "social construction" or the product of "biological sex"? What is at stake
feminine/masculine,
in transgressing the binary categories of female/male,
heterosexual/homosexual, natural/unnatural? How does gender identity intersect with other
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identity categories such as race, class, and sexual orientation? We will be paying particular
attention to the ways in which feminist, queer, and transsexual writers and theorists open up
these questions."
This is a sample of what is happening in the colleges and universities throughout the country.
The document reads like a how-to manual for government control of gender identity in the. girl
child at all levels of education. In light of the above paragraph consider the following gender
language in the U. N. document:
85 (a) Elaborate recommendations and develop curricula, textbooks and teaching aids
free of gender-stereotypes for all levels of education, including teacher training,
in association with all concerned: publishers, teachers, public authorities and
parents associations;
85 (p) [EnsuretMat gender, culturaland religious diversityare respected in educational
institutions and reflected in educational materials;I
262. Girls and adolescents may receive a variety of conflicting and confusing messages
on their gender roles from their parents, teachers, peers and the media. Women and men
need to work together with children and youth to break down persistent gender
stereotypes (recognizing the rights, duties and responsibilitiesof parents and other
persons legally responsible for children, and consistent with the Convention on the
Rights of the Child.]
The miscellaneous men and women that are not parents may well be instructors like the one that
devised the gender re-imagirung curriculum for Hunter College.
Therefore, I urge this sub-co Timittee to protect the right of parents to direct the upbringing of
their children and their fundamental right to educate their children in their ger.der roles, and to
prevent undue intrusion ot government.
D: It contains a distorted hierarchy of values.
The document gives excessive attention to sexual and reproductive rights and services, and the
introduction of these services to children without regard to legitimate parental concerns (paras.
97 and 232(0). Conversely the document fails to address the true concerns of mothers
worldwide: basic health care for their children and family members. Of the top killers world
wide, pregnancy related deaths are a mere one per cent. Deaths caused by infectious and
parasitic diseases, on the other hand, is the number one cause of death world wide and is
responsible for thirty two per cent of all deaths.
Women are painfully aware that mothers in Kenya must stand by helplessly while their children
die of simple pneumonia because their clinics, chocked full of costly IUD's, do not have a single
vial of penicillin that costs only a few cents; that women in India are lured into government
sterilization chambers with promises of houses and loans; that women in many developing
communities must submit to taking contraceptives before their community gets a new road, or
a water purification tool. As one delegate put it: "They do not want to let go of the money they
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are making on us with their reproductive control industry; we need wells, schools, aspirin, and

instead they fill our clinics with condoms."
The following paragraph is an example of how the document maligns the natural family by
implying that traditional female roles, such as motherhood, deny women opportunities.
76. Curricula and teaching materials remain gender, Aased to a large degree, and are
rarely sensitive to the specific needs of girls and women. This reinforces traditional
female and male roles that deny women opportunities for full and equal partnership in
society. Lack of gender awareness by educators at all levels strengthens existing
inequities between males and females by reinforcing discriminatory tendencies and
undermining girls' self-esteem. 1The lack of sexual and reproductive education has a
profound impact on women and men] [taking into account the rights, duties and
responsibilities of parents and other persons legally responsible for children and
consistent with the Convention on the Rights of the Child].
The question that begs to be asked Is: WHY?
Because the pivotal element of so-called sustainable development is reduction of fertility rates.
In other words, the key element is reducing the number of children per mother. Education of
the girl child for the purpose of ensuring that she seeks greater use of contraception, abortion
and sterilization and selects any occupation, other than motherhood is a well documented
population control strategy.
Hence, the scandalous link between the population control and education of the girl child's
gender concept. Consider the following quote from "Gender Perspectives in family Planning
Programs Expert Group Meeting organized by the Population Division of the U.N. in 1992:
"In order to be effective in the long run, family planning
programmes should not only focus on attempting to reduce fertility
within existing gender roles, but rather on changing gender roles
to reduce fertility."
To achieve this, the only relevant gender role that needs to be controlled and discouraged is
motherhood. Since population control is the goal, motherhood is the antithesis.
Mr. Chairman:
The United Nations is creating a new marginalized group. Is the woman who chooses to have
children rapidly becoming marginalized by design?
Mr. Chairman:
I urge that your Sub-committee take whatever action is necessary to ensure that the United states
does not promote and actively opposes this blatant disregard for women.
Thank you.
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A. INTRODUCTION.
Good afternoon, Mr. Chairman and members of the
subcommittee.
I am pleased to be here to discuss with you the
Administration's policy towards the Fourth World Conference on
Women, to be held in Beijing, China, beginning on September 4.
I will begin by explaining why the Administration believes
our participation in the conference is important. Then, the
leaders of the team negotiating the conference Platform for
Action will be available to respond to your questions about the
status of that effort. They are Melinda Kimble, Deputy
Assistant Secretary of State for International Organization
Affairs, and Ambassador Victor Marrero, the United States
Representative to the UN Economic and Social Council.
Let me begin, Mr. Chairman, by expressing my appreciation
for the interest and attention you have demonstrated in this
conference and the issues surrounding it. Your dedication to
human rights and to the alleviation of suffering are well known
and shared both by the members of your subcommittee and by the
Administration. Although we may have difference&_about some
issues, we share a desire to improve the status and treatment
of women around the world. On that basis, I hope we can find a
substantial amount of common ground in our approach to the
Fourth World Conference.
B. UNITED STATES GOALS.
Let there be no doubt, however, the United States will
attend and participate in this conference. We will do so
because the conference will contribute to goals that are
urgent, pro-democratic, essential to sustainable economic
growth, and fully in keeping with America's commitment to the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights.
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- 2 We believe that the series of Women's Conferences initiated
twenty years ago in Mexico City has contributed enormously to
efforts to advance the status of women--legally, economically
and socially. These conferences are part of an ongoing
international conversation about the rights of women; a
conversation that has led to reforms in law, the creation and
growth of self-help and advocacy groups, the exchange of
information, the spread of knowledge and gradual change in
perceptions about what behavior is acceptable and just and what
is not.
This process has altered for the better the lives and
prospects of women and girls around the globe. Great strides
have been made over the past two decades in expanding
educational, economic and policymaking opportunities for women
and in increasing awareness about chronic, but often neglected
problems, such as domestic violence, the corroding effects of
pornography, the plight of refugees and the sexual abuse of
children.
The Fourth World Conference for Women presents an
opportunity to build on that progress and to hasten the removal
of continuing obstacles to the full and equal participation of
women in society. As head of our delegation, I believe United
States priorities will receive strong support. These include:
o promoting and protecting the human rights of women and
ending violence against women;
o expanding the participation of women in political and
economic decisionmaking;
o assuring equal access for women to education and health
care throughout their lives;
o strengthening families through efforts to balance the
work and family responsibilities of both women and rrrn; and
o recognizing the increased role of nongovernmental-*organizations (NGO's) in building strong communities--at the
local, national and international levels.
These goals are interconnected, and at the heart of each is
a commitment to the freedom of individuals to exercise control
over their own lives.
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ADVANCING FREEDOM AND PROTECTING HUMAN

RIGHTS.
Mr. Chairman, I have spent the better part of my life
striving to promote democracy around the world. As someone
whose family was driven from its home when I was a child, first
by Hitler, then by Stalin, I believe it is the responsibility
of every free person to do what he or she reasonably can to
advance the freedom of others.
And I intend to see that our
delegation to the Women's Conference serves as an unabashed
advocate for freedom and respect for the universality of human
rights, including tne rights of women.
Those who suggest that we boycott the Women's Conference
because China, the host country, has a poor record on human
rights are well-motivated, but miss the main point. American
withdrawal would not halt the conference; it would simply
result in a conference in which 130 million American women
would not be represented and in which American leadership and
influence would not be felt. And our leadership is essential,
especially if the cause of human rights is to be advanced.
Unfortunately, today, in countries around the world,
appalling abuses are being committed against women. These
include coerced abortions and sterilizations, children sold
into prostitution, ritual mutilations, dowry murders and
official indifference to violence.
The Clinton Administration will use the conference to
bolster the view that women should be considered full partners
in their communities and nations; to gain broad support for
halting discrimination against girls; to combat the despicable
notion that rape is just another tactic of war; and to
underline the truth that violence against women is no one's
prerogative--it is a crime that we all have a responsibility to
condemn, prevent, punish and stop.
Mr. Chairman, you are among those who have expressed
concern that U.S. participation in the Women's Conference-might
be construed by some as acquiescence in China's;human rights
practices. Let me assure you; from the perspective of the
Clinton Administration, it is not. Attendance at an
international conference has never constituted an implicit
blessing of the host country's domestic policies.
During the
Cold War, we regularly attended meetings that happened to be
scheduled in Communist countries. The Women's Conference will
be held in Beijing simply because, in 1992, when the selection
of a site took place, it was Asia's turn to host the conference
and China was the only Asiannation to step forward.
It just does not make sense, in the name of human rights,
to boycott a conference that har
-s a primary purpose,
protecting the human rights of,
than half the people on
earth.

Best Available Copy
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-4The way to help women, in China and elsewhere, is not to
abandon the field to others, but rather to attend this
conference, to debate head-on the differences of philosophy and
ideology that exist, to lay out before the world the abuses we
want to halt and the obstacles to progress we want to remove,
and to gain commitments to change from the societies most in
need of change. That is what leadership and a commitment to
free and open discussion are all about.
And let us not forget the potential impact of this
conference on the status of women in China. Conference
preparations have contributed already to a heightened awareness
There is public discussion of
within China of women's issues.
previously taboo subjects, including violence against women.
Chinese returning from the preparatory meetings in Manila and
elsewhere have described their heightened sensitivity to
matters such as the treatment of women in the media and the
economic exploitation of women. It matters a great deal that
more than 5,000 Chinese women will participate in the NGO
forum, share their experiences, listen to others and take their
impressions back to their communities.
Given the nature of China's human rights record, I do not
mean to exaggerate the impact of this one conference. But it
has been my experience, as a former board member of the
National Endowment for Democracy, that one of the best ways to
promote democratic modes of thinking is to expose the citizens
of closed societies to new ideas on subjects that relate
directly to their own lives.
Exposure to such thinking matters to us not only in China,
but around the world, because countries in which women have a
fair share of power tend to be more stable, democratic,
prosperous and just than those in which women are marginalized
and repressed.
D. STRENGTHENING FAMILIES.
The Women's Conference will contribute to a freer and'more
equitable world. And as its recommendations are carried out,
it will also strengthen families around the world. The bonds
of family affection and protection are the threads out of which
the web of community is built. We know from our own experience
that when families are strong, children are cared for, socially
constructive values are taught and an environment is created in
which civility and law may thrive.
In consequence, we want momentum to build around the idea
that women and men should share fairly the varied
responsibilities of family life; we want to see the lives and
futures of girls valued to the same degree as boys; we want
.o make informed
parents and prospective parents to be a'to see
. want
judgments as they plan their families;
domestic violence curtailed and condemne.
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I note, in this context, the recent letter of Pope John
Paul II, in which he expresses deep appreciation to the UN for
its sponsorship of the Women's Conference. In the letter, His
Holiness cites an:
urgent need to achieve real equality in every area: equal
pay for equal work, protection for working mothers,
fairness in career advancements, equality of spouses with
respect to family rights and the recognition of e-erything
that is part of the rights and duties of citizens n a
democratic state.
E. WOMEN AND DEVELOPMENT.
Mr. Chairman, there are a host of themes running through
the preparations for the conference and the draft Platform for
Action; one of the most important pertains to the role of women
in economic development.
Although considerable gains have been made in recent
decades, women remain an undervalued and underdeveloped human
resource. This is not to say that women have trouble finding
work; in many societies--especially in rural,
agriculturally-based areas--they do the vast majority of the
work; but they don't own the land, they are not taught to read,
they can't obtain personal or business loans and they are
denied equal access to the levers of political decisionmaking.
It is no accident that most of those in the world who are
abjectly poor are women, often caring for children without the
help of the children's father; many trapped from an early age
in a web of abuse, discrimination, ignorance and powerlessness
from which only a few are able to escape.
Of course, the Women's Conference will not solve these
problems overnight, but it will call attention to them and
promote remedial action. Women need access to education and
health care; they need access to credit; and they need equality
under the law. Releasing the productive and creative capacity
of women is one key to breaking the cycle of poverty; and that
will contribute, in turn, to stronger families, healthier
communities and a more stable and peaceful world.
F. OTHER ISSUES.
Mr. Chairman, before I close, I would like to comment on a
few of the more specific issues that have arisen in connection
with this conference. An event like this attracts the
attention of a wide range of nongovernmental organizations and
individuals with strong and diverse opinions. This is healthy,
and it underlines the fact that nongovernmental organizations
(NGOs) will play a critical role both at the cc
*nce and in
its followup. That is why the United States hc
aigned
hard and with much success to encourage and ensur,;
participation at the conference by NGOs.
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-6 At our instigation, and that of other nations, the
accreditation process for the World Conference was reopened in
April, with the result that more than 750 additional groups
were accredited last month, including many from the United
States.
All told, groups sending observers to the conference will
hail from across the political and social spectrum. A total of
more than 3500 NGO's have been approved to send observers to
the conference--the highest total ever for a UN meeting.
It is true that because of longstanding UN policies, no
groups specifically representing the people of Taiwan or Tibet
are accredited. There are, however, many NGOs going to the
conference who have raised specific concerns related to Tibetan
and Taiwanese issues, and many who have expressed strong
opposition to official Chinese policies. These groups will be
able to express their views freely during the conference and
NGO forum.
Given the wide range of issues that will be discussed at
the conference, it is inevitable, despite progress towards
consensus, that differences will arise.
For example, in light of current budget constraints, the
United States is wary of unrealistic provisions urging
developed countries to contribute more resources to foreign
aid.
We are opposed to the view put forward by some that men and
women have rigidly-defined roles that permit discrimination
against women.
We have bracketed language designed to introduce extraneous
political issues, such as the U.S. embargo against Cuba.
We are opposing statements inconsistent with our own
traditions of free speech.
And we are determined that there be no stepping back from
the principle ratified in the 1993 Vienna Declaration and Plan
of Action that "the human rights of women and the girl child
are an inalienable, integral and indivisible part of universal
human rights."
Given the scope of the conference, it is also inevitable
that, in addition to differences of view, there will be
differences of understanding. The draft Platform for Action is
150 pages long. At least at this point, I would not personally
call it an artistic success. It is repetitive; more detailed
than it needs to be; and it often uses a half dozen words or
paragraphs where one would do.
It may be partly for tb'
reason that some rather bizarre misunderstandings have
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For example, some articles in the press have argued wrongly
that the U.S. delegation is intent on re-defining motherhood,
The document's call for equal
fatherhood, family and gender.
treatment for women has been trivialized by the suggestion that
this would require absolute statistical parity between men and
women in every field of endeavor. Most incredibly, my Qffice
has been besieged by calls criticizing my alleged belief that
there are five sexes.
Just so we're clear, for more than two decades, the term
"gender" has been used in UN documents when referring to tho
socially-ascribed roles of the two--count'em two--sexes. The
contact group established to resolve this issue agreed that
"gender" was understood as it has been used in the United
Nations for twenty years and that it does not have another
In other
broader meaning when used in the Platform for Action.
words, gender refers to male and female.
On another point, contrary to some of the testimony this
subcommittee has received, the Administration believes, as
Vice-President Gore has said, that "decisions about the extent
to which abortion is acceptable should be the province of each
government within the context of its own laws and national
circumstances.. .The United States has not sought, does not seek
and will not seek to establish any international right to
That is a red herring."
abortion.
Instead, the Administration intends to hold firm in Beijing
to the commitments made at the 1994 UN Conference on Population
and Development in Cairo regarding reproductive health and
rights. That agreement recognizes the right of couples and
individuals to decide freely and responsibly the number,
spacing and timing of their children and to have the
information and means to do so free from discrimination,
coercion and violence.
Finally, Mr. Chairman, I must state for the record that, no
one should interpret our decision to participate in the Women's
Conference as a sign of--indifference or acquiescence in-the
continued dptention by the Chinese Government of Mr. Harry Wu.
We have called upon the Government of China to release Mr. Wu
immediately and unharmed. This is a top priority of the United
We do not, however, have any reason to believe that a
States.
decision to withdraw from the conference--or to make our
participation conditional on Mr. Wu's release--would have a
positive effect on China's decisions in this area.
G. CONCLUSION.
Mr. Chairman, since the first Women's Conference 20 years
ago, opportunities for women have expanded throughout the
world. It is no longer a question of whether women from all
countries will have a strong voice in controlling their
destinies, but only when and how that goal will be achieved.
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But building inclusive societies is still a work in
progress.
The United States has been working on it for two
centuries.
For more than half our nation's history, until 75
Many
years ago this month, American women could not even vote.
traditional or authoritarian societies still have a very long
way to go.
The Fourth Women's Conference will offer guidelines
and promote commitments for every state to move forward,
whatever their current practices and policies may be.
We should all recognize that this conference, like the
other efforts we undertake in behalf of women's rights and
human rights, are part of a centuries-long process; a process
of adjustment to a changing environment; and part, also, of an
historic struggle to build societies based on law, decency and
respect for the dignity of every human being.
We owe it to all our children--boys, as well as girls--to
make the most of this opportunity and to see that American
Towards
views and values are well represented in its work.
that end, we welcome the interest of this subcommittee and of
all Members of Congress, and wo solicit your counsel and
support.
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Good afternoon, Mr. Chairman.
My name is Victor Marrero, and I am the United States
Representative on the United Nations Economic and Social
Council, which oversees the work of the Commission oo the
Status of Women -- the UN body that has overall jurisdiction
for the UN Fourth World Conference on Women.
During the past year, I have worked actively and closely
with officials from the United Nations Secretariat as well as
representatives of other governments concerning preparations
for this Conference.
Drawing upon my experience at the United
Nations, I have participated in many of the meetings of the
leadership for the Conference, also known as "the Bureau," and
I have offered guidance and direction to other members of the
U.S. Delegation for the World Conference concerning applicable
UN procedures and processes.
During these and other meetings I have helped shape the
format and structure of the Conference, and have participated
in the resolution of some of the knottier substantive,
procedural and logistic issues that have emerged.
For example,
I was the U.S. delegate on the contact group established to
resolve the question regarding the use and meaning of the word
"gender" in the Conference's draft Platform for Action.
I was
also involved in many of the negotiations regarding
accreditation of NGOs to the Conference, and in discussions
regarding the format for negotiating sessions in Beijing.
More recently, I have been part of the negotiating team for
the Draft Platform for Action.
During informal negotiations
held this week in New York, I am the designated head of the
U.S. delegation and have been concentrating effort on offering
overall guidance to the human rights contingent that is headed
by Ambassador Geraldine Ferraro, U.S. Representative on the UN
Human Rights Commission.
I am pleased to

answer

any questions thdt you might have.

TESTIMONY OF DEPUTY ASSISTANT SECRETARY MELINDA L. KIMBLE
BUREAU OF INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATION AFFAIRS
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE
TO THE
SUBCOMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL OPERATIONS AND HUMAN RIGHTS
HOUSE COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS
AUGUST 2, 1995

Thank you, Mr. Chairman,
My name is Melinda Kimble.
I am the Deputy Assistant
Secretary of State for Global Issues within the Bureau of
International Organization Affairs.
I am one of the principal U.S. negotiators for UN Fourth
World Conference's main document -- the Platform for Action.
My work has focused mainly on economic issues in the Draft
Platform, though I have also helped develop U.S. negotiating
strategy for the document as a whole.
The Platform for Action has been produced through
consensus-oriented negotiations among 185 member states of the
United Nations.
It has its roots in the Nairobi Forward
Looking Strategies, the document adopted by the Third World
Conference on Women held in 1985.
The Platform, originally
drafted by the UN Secretariat for the World Conference, now
includes ideas that emerged from five regional United Nations
meetings held during 1994 in Indonesia, Argentina, Austria,
Senegal and Jordan.
Our top priorities are:
o

Human rights of women, including actions to end violence
against women

o

A

o

Efforts to balance work and family responsibilities of
women and men

o

Economic security

o

The importance of NGOs as partners in building communities
-- locally, nationally and internationally

o

The full participation of women in political and economic
decision-making

lifespan approach to health and education
both

224
-2-

o

The World Conference is important to Americans because the
successes and challenges women experience are similiar all
over the world.
Women everywhere want:
strong families,
economic security, basic and better education and health
care, participation in decision-making, personal safety,
and legal rights.
This Conference is designed to explore
and understand these challenges and to promote an action
agenda to achieve these goals.

In March and April in New York, I took part as a negotiator
in the final preparatory meeting for the World Conference.
At
this meeting, delegates agreed on a significant portion of the
te;.t of the Platform for Action, leaving some 30-35% remaining
to be negotiated.
I have been in New York much of this week
and will be returning.
As informal negotiations are underway
to try to reach agreement on a number of Platform issues,
particularly in areas where previously agreed language is being
used, we are making slow but steady progress.
I would be pleased to answer any questions
have.

that you might
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SUMMARY
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The Fourth United Nations (UN) World Conference on Women will be held in Beijing,
China, in September 1995. It will produce a final document, the Platform for Action,
on the themes of equality, development and peace. This is being formulated at a time
when the international community is becoming more aware of the need to improve
women's enjoyment of their human rights. From Anuesty International's perspective,
violations of women's and the girl-child's human rights are extensive and severe and
occur under every aspect of the organization's mandate.
It might seem that the themes of the Conference concern different human rights
from those on which Amnesty International campaigns. However, human rights are
universal and indivisible and the specific rights which are the focus of Amnesty
International's mandate are inextricably linked to other human rights. Any woman who
is the victim, or is a risk, of imprisonment, torture, summary or arbitrary execution or
"disappearance" stands no chance of exercising her rights to equality, development or
peace.
Amnesty International believes that, above all, the Platform for Action should
focus on practical steps which governments will implement to ensure a real and
measurable advance in the situation of women in every region of the world. This
document includes recommendations on the following key points affecting women's
human rights:
1.
2.
3.
4.

The universality and indivisibility of women's human rights
Ratification of human rights instruments
Implementation of international human rights stndards
Women activists
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5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.

Violence against women
Women and armed conflict
Refugee and internally displaced women
Human rights education
Development assistance
Integration across the UN system

In addition, Amnesty International believes that it is of paramount importance that
the contributions of non-governmebtai organizations (NGOs) are taken into full account.
This should include NGOs who are entitled to attend the preparatory meetings and the
Conference because they have con.ultative status with the UN's Economic and Social
Council (ECOSOC) as well as NGOs, often working at the national level, who do not
have consultative status but offer expertise and a genuine commitment to human rights
and who bear witness to the reality of women's human rights.

KEYWORDS: WOM I / UN I INTERNATIONAL MEETINGS / WOMEN'S RIGHTS
ACTIVISTS I REFUGEES I DISPLACED PEOPLE / ARMED CONFUCT / HUMAN RIGHTS
EDUCATION I NON-GOVENNCTAL ORGANIZATIONS / HUMAN RIGHTS INSTRUMENT

This report summarizes a 12-pMe document (4,525 words), Equality by the year 2000?:
Amnesty Internationl's recommendationsfor the Fourth UN World Conference on
Women's PlaformforAction (AI Index: IOR 41106/94), issued by Amnesty International
in September 1994. Anyone wanting further details or to take action on this Issue should
consult the full document.
INTERNATIONAL SECRETARIAT. I EASTON STREET. LONDON WC1X 8DJ, UNITED KINGDOM
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EQUALITY BY THE YEAR 2000?
Amnesty International's
recommendations for the Fourth UN
World Conference on Women's
Platform for Action
Introduction
The Fourth United Nations (UN) World Conference on Women will be held in Beijing,
China. in September 1995'. The first such conference was held In Mexico City in 1976
and nurked the beginning of the UN Decade of Women. The second conference, in
Copenhagen, Denmark, in 1980, adopted a Programme of Action for the Second Half
of the Decade. The third, hosted by Kenya in 1985, at the end of the Decade, produced
the Nairobi Forward-Looking Strategies for the Advancement of Women to the Year
2000.'
The Fourth UN World Conference on Women will produce a Platform for Acon,
on the themes of equality, development and peace, which Is being drafted under the
auspices of the UN Commission on the Status of Women', as the preparatory body for
the conference. Contributions to the final document will come from regional preparatory
meetings 4 and other meetings of governments and intergovernmental organizations.
Many of these meetings, and the conference itself, will have parallel activities for nongovernmental organizations (NGOs).

71. contribution of non-gowrnmentei orpn&zaons
Amnesty International believes that it is of paramount importance that the conribution
of NOOs are taken into full account in the preparatory process and the conference. It
u-ges the world's governments to seize this opportunity to work more closely with
NCOs: women's groups. human rights bodies, indigenous organizations and many
others. This should include NGOs who are entitled to attend the preparatory meetings
and the conference because they have consultative status with the UN's Economic and
Social Council as well as NGOs, often working at the national level, who do not have
consultative status hut offer expertise and a genuine commitment to human rights and
who bear witness to the reality of women's human rights. The contribution made by
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NGOs to the UN World Conference on Human Rights held in Vienna in June 1993.
including its preparatory process, was of crucial importance. If the Fourth UN World
Conference on Women is to improve significantly the situation of women around the
world, NGOs must have full access to the conference and its preparatory proces.

Violations of human rights againui women
Violations of women's and the girl-child's human rights are extensive and severe and
oxur under cvery aspect of Amnesty International's mandate5 . Indeed, certain
violations, such as rape, are primarily directed at women. Many women are targeted
because they are leaders in the struggle for freedom and justice. Others are victimized
because they are seen as vulnerable, because they can be used to put pressure on male
relatives, or because of the inferior status of women in their societies. Some are
imprisoned, tortured or killed because they were in the wrong place at the wrong time.
Most women whose human rights are violated during wars have taken no active
part in the conflict. They are often from the most marginalized and vulnerable sectors
of society: indigenous and peasant women living in rural zones of conflict, refugee and
displaced women fleeing from war, the urban dispossessed. The growth of conflict
around the world has seen governments unable or unwilling to prevent - or actively
engaged in - abuses to which women are most vulnerable. Rape by soldiers is
widespread, either because women are seen as second class citizens or because soldiers
are allowed to regard the rape of women as part of the legitimate spoils of war. Rape
is also used systematically as a deliberate tactic to intimidate and undermine the
"enemy.
It might seem that the themes of the Fourth UN World Conference on Women equality, development and peace - concern different human rights from those on which
Amnesty International campaigns. However, human rights are universal and indivisible
and the specific rights which are the focus of Amnesty International's mandate are
mextricably linked to other human rights. Any woman who is the victim, or who is at
risk, of imprisonment, torture, summary or arbitrary execution, or 'disappearance"
stands no chance of exercising her rights to equality, development or peace. Women who
are working to promote development, equality and peace must not be at risk or
imprisonment, torture or other human rights violations. In many contexts, equality means
giving women the same access to resources and decision-making as men, but from
Amnesty International's perspective it also means that no woman, child or man is
subjected to the human rights violations within its mandate.
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Recent developments in the UN reletant to women's human rights
The Platform for Action is being formutlated at a time when the international community
is becoming increasingly aware of the need to improve women's enjoyment of their
human rights. The Vienna Declaration and Programme of Action, the final document of
the UN World Conference on human Rights made important commitments. These
included urging governments and the UN to make the full and equal enjoyment by
women of all human rights a priority and proposing that *the equal status and the human
rights nf women should be integrated into the mainstream of UN system-wide activity".
In December 1993, the UN General Assembly adopted the Declaration on the
Elimination of Vielence against Women' which states that violence against women is
a violation of human rights and is a manifestation of the historically unequal power
relations which have lead to the domination over, and discrimination against, women and
the prevention of their full advancement. Violence against women is stated to include
physical, sexual and psychological violence occurring in the family, the community and
perpetrated or condoned by the state.
In March 1994, the UN Commission on Human Rights appointed a Special
Rapporteur on violence against women to seek and receive information on violence
against women, its causes and consequences; recommend measures at the national,
regional and international levels to eliminate violence against women; work with other
mechanisms of the Commission on Human Rights and its Sub-Commission on Prevention
of Discrimination and Protection of Minorities and the Commission on the Status of
Women; and to report to the next session of the Commission on Human Rights'.
This resolution of the Commission on Human Rights also addressed the integration
of the rights of women into the human rights mechanisms of the UN and called for
increased cooperation and coordination between UN bodies concerned with women. The
Commission on the Status of Women adopted a resolution on mainstreaming the human
rights of women' which stressed the importance of cooperation and coordination
between the Commission on the Status of Women and the Commission on Human Rights
and, among other provisions, requested the UN Secretary-General to prepare an annual
joint work plan for the secretariats to the Commissions, respectively the Division for the
Advancement of Women and the Centre for Human Rights, on women's human rights.

The Platfora for Action
The Platform for Action. which will be the final document of the Fourth UN World
Conference on Women will set the agenda for the international community's work for
Anravisty lntefrian
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women's human rights until the next world conference. The draft Platform for Action
is divided into six sections'*. The critical areas of concern, which are described in
section Ill. cover the following topics:

A. The pertistent and growing burden of poverty on women
B. Inequality in access to education, health and related services and means
of maximizing the use of women's capacities

C. Violence against women
D. Effects of armed or oder kinds of conflict on women
E. Inequality in women's access to and participation in the definition of
economic structures and policies and the productive process itself
F. Inequality between men and women in the sharing of power and
decision-making at all levels
G. Inefficient mechanisms at all levels to promote the advancement of
women
H. Lack of awareness of, and commitment to, internationally and
nationally recognized women's rights
I. Insufficient use of mass media to promote women's positive
contributions to society
J. Lack of adequate recognition and support for women's contribution to
nmnaging natural resources and safeguarding the environment.

Section IV of the draft contains the strategic objective. derived from the critical areas
of concern and action to be taken. In the current draft these overlap with, but do not
directly correspond to, the critical areas of concern.
At the last session of the Commission on the Status of Women it was decided that
the Secretary-General of the conference, in consultation with the officers of the
Commission, would convene informal open-ended consultations to exchange views on
the draft prior to the next session of the Commission".

Amnesty International's recommendations
The Platform for Action should include a clear statement of the current impediments to
women's enjoyment of their human rights but, above all, focus on practical steps which
governments will implement to ensure a real and measurable advance in the situation of
*women in every region of the world. The following are essential points which Amnesty
International believes must be included in the text.

At Index: IOR 4 1,419/4
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I.

The universality aud indivisibility of women's human rights

The Platform for Action must reflect throughout the text the commitment made by
governments in the Vienna Declaration and Programme of Action that 'tihe human
rights o~f women and the girl-child are an inalienable, integral and indivisible part of
universal human rights"'. The Vienna Declaration and Programme of Action
confirnmed the universality of all human rights; the Platform for Action is the place to
spell out what this nans for women and how governments will improve women's
enjoyment of all hunan rights.
2.

Ratification of human rights instruments

There i%a need for a clear articulation in the Platform for Action of the urgency of
governments ratifying, without reservations, all international (and, where appropriate,
regioml) human rights treaties which affect the lives of women and the girl-child. As
a mininitm this should include the International Covenants on Economic, Social and
Cultural Rights and on Civil ad Political Rights, the Convention on the Elimination of
All Forms of Discrimination against Women, the Convention against Torture and Other
Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment and the Convention on the
Rights of the Child". Regional standards should Include the Inter-American Convention
on the Forced Disappearance of Persons and the Organization of African Unity
Convention Governing Specific Aspects of Refugee Problems in Africa.
The Vienna Declaration and Programme of Action recommended that the UN
should encourage the universal ratification of the Convention on the Rights of the Child
hy the year 1995 and of the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of
Discrimination against Women by the year 2000. The Platform for Action should
confirm this commitment and, in particular, remind any government that has not ratified
or acceded to the Convention on the Rights of the Child that they should do so by the
end of that year. It should also include dates for the universal ratification of odr human
rights instruments that affect the lives of women.
The Platform for Action should encourage governments who have already ratified
human rights instruments to examine any reservations that were made at the time of
ratification with a view to their withdrawal. This is particularly important in the case of
the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women,
where the conrnitment of many State Parties is seriously undermined by the extent of
their reservations.
The Platform for Action should also encourage the Commission on the Status of
Women and the Committee on the Elinination of Discrim: ,,ion against Women in their
Amnestl
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efforts to prepare an optional protocol to the Convention on the Elimination of All
Forms of Discrimination against Women allowing for the right of individual petition, as
recommended in the Vienna Declaration and Programme of Action.
The Platform for Artion should call on governments to establish programs to
inform officials and the public about the content and practical implications of
international treaties which they have ratified.
3.

Implementation of international human rights standards

The Platform for Action should urge governments to implement fully all international
hunan rights standards through measures that ensure the eliminat:,on of gender bias in
lIw and in practice.
The Vienna Declaration and Programme of Action recommended that the treaty
monitoring bodies should disseminate information to enable women to make more
effective use of their procedures. The Platform for Action should propose practical
measures for governments to help disseminate this information and call on governments
to ensure that their reports to the treaty monitory bodies include detailed information on
the situation of women and the girl-child.
Programs for implementation of international human rights standards should be
widely disseminated and take due account of non-treaty instruments, particularly the
Declaration on the Elimination of Violence against Women and the Declaration on the
Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearance. This should be reflected in the
Platform for Action.
4.

Women activists

The Platform for Action should give full recognition to women's role in the forefront
of the struggle for human rights and to the fact that many women become victims of
human rights violations as a result of these activities, heather they act in a personal
capacity or represent an organization. The Nairobi Forward-Looking Strategies stated
that "tiJo promote their interests effectively, women must be able to enjoy their right to
take part in national and international decision-making processes, including the right to
dissent ptiblicly and peacefully from their Government's policies, and to mobilize to
increase their participation in the process of peace within and between nations " 4.
The Platform for Action should explicitly guarantee the full enjoyment of all
rights, as set out in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and the International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, by women activists and non-governmental
Al Index.. IOR 4 110694
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organizations working peacefully for the promotion and protection of women's human
rights.
5.

Violence against women

The Platform for Action should fully reflect the international community's growing
awareness of and concern about violence against women. In particular, the Platform for
Action mtst address the question of government responsibility tor violence against
women. In many countries of the world, governments and their agents are responsible
for the torture, including rape, "disappearance* and extrajudicial execution of women.
Amnesty International also views the death penalty as another form of violence invited
on women by the state. Governmental responsibility for these violations must be
reflected in the text and governments should be urged in the strongest terms to take
immediate action to condemn such violations and halt their occurrence.
At the international level, the Platform for Action should urge governments to
observe the Declaration on the Elimination of Violence against Women and fully
cooperate with the Special Rapporteur on violence against women as well as the other
mechanisms of the UN Commission on Human Rights which are relevant to the human
rights of women. These include the Special Rapporteurs on torture, extrajudicial,
summary or arbitrary executions, religious intolerance, racism and the UN SecretaryGeneral's Special Representative on the internally displaced; the Working Groups on
:disappearances" and arbitrary detention: and the special rapporteurs appointed on
particular countries. Governments should Include full information on the situation of
women and the girl-child in response to inquiries from any of these mechaisms.

6.

Women and armed conflict

The human rights of women and the girl-child in situations of armed conflict needs
careful attention in the Platform for Action. Governments should be urged to uphold
standards set out in international humanitarian and human rights law and designed to
prevent rape and other forms of torture, hostage-taking, extrajudicial execution and
"disappearance'. The situation of women, both as subjects of these violations and as
survivors when their family or community are the victims of such violations, should be
taken into full account.
The gender dimension in UN peace-keeping and other field operations should not
be overlooked in the Platform for Action. UN personnel should receive information on
local cultural traditions and should observe the highest standards of humanitarian and
hunan rights law. They should respect the rights and dignity of women at all times. both
on and off duty. Human rights components of UN field operations should include experts
AmoestY Intnic September 1991'
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in the area of violence against women, including rape and sexual abuse, to ensure that
prisons and places of detention where women are held are located and properly
investigated and that victims of rape and other violence have suitable and confidential
facilities to meet investigators who are specially trained and experienced in this area.".
7.

Refugee and Internatly displacedl,.,men

Human rights violations are a major cause of women becoming refugees or internally
displaced. Women and girl-children in such situations are particularly vulnerable. Not
only is the physical integrity of women, particularly unaccompanied women, frequently
at risk in refugee camps, where rape and other forms of torture or ilI-treatment by other
refugees as well as officials can be widespread, but as well, their vulnerable position is
often exploited so that they will not get basic commodities, such as food rations, except
in exchange for sexual favours. The Platform for Action should urge governments to
take effective preventive measures and hold impartial and thorough investigations of all
such incidents within their territory and bring those responsible to justice.
The Platform for Action should also urge governments to take into account the
special protection needs of women and girl-children, and train officials to be aware of
and sensitive to these needs, both as regards the physical safety of women within the
camps and the processing of their asylum claims. The conclusions endorsed by the
Executive Committee of the UN High C"ommissioner for Refugees's Programme on the
protection of refugee women" should be supported and reiterated in the text.
The Platform for Action should state that women will be given the opportunity to
present their individual asylum claims on an equal footing with men and specially trained
officials, including female officials, should be available as needed to interview women
about experiences that can be particularly painful for them to recount, such as sexual
assaults. The experience of gender-specific viotutions has not always been met with
sufficient understaning in asylum procedures. Women fleeing state-tolerated violence,
women persecuted for violating dress codes or other social mores, and women
persecuted solely for family or other connections to political opponents of regimes, are
all groups that have not enjoyed adequate protection in the past.
8.

Human rights education

Governments should not just refrain from violate,,, women's human rights but should
work actively to promote and protect their rights. To this end, the Platform for Action
should encourage governments to make information widely available alout women's
human rights and mechanisms for seeking redress when they are violated. Education in,
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and public information on. human rights play an important role in the promotion and
respect of human rights for all.
The Platform for Action should call on governments to give particular emphasis
to gender education, to make women aware of their rights and to make society at large
conscious of their duty to respect the human rights and fundamental freedoms of all.
including women. Information on human rights should be integrated In all educational
and training policies, including the training of officials and educators responsible for the
formuktion and implementation of these policies. Specialized programs in human rights
education with particular attention to the rights of women and the girl-child should be
developed for groups such as the military, law enforcement personnel, police, legal and
health professions to ensure their understanding xrMdapplication of Internatonal human
rights standards.
9.

Development assistance

The Platform for Action should encourage donor agencies and governments to give high
priority in development assistance projects to the implenmtation of human rights
particularly as they affect women and the girl-child, both as individuals and as a social
group. The Commission on Human Rights and its secreart, the Centre for Human
Rights, should also be encouraged to ensure that the human rights of women are always
given full attention in projects carried out under the Advisory Services and Technical
Assistance program. The Centre for Human Rights should be able to respond fully and
promptly to requests for assistance in establishing educational programs to combat
gender discrimination.
10.

IntegratIon across the UN system

The call in the Vienna Declation and Programme of Action for *the equal states and
human rights of women to be integrated into the mainstream of UN system-wide
activy" has been taken up by the Commissions on Human Rights and on the Status of
Women" but the Ptform for Action should encourage further development in this area
particularly by making practical recommendations to maximize resources and expertise
in implementing the recommendaticns above and taking other steps to promote and
project the human rights of women and the girl-child. The work plan which the
Commission on the Status of Women has requested the UN Secretary-General to draw
up will be an important step towards ensuring that both Commissions and their
secretariats work together to ensure that the relevant provisions of the Vienna
Declaration and Programme of Action are fully implemented.
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In additon, Amnesty international hopes that the role of the recent ly-appointed
High Commissioner for Human Rights in advancing women's human rights and
achieving their full integration acros the UN system will be fully articulated and
supported in the Platform (or Action. partkuLarly as he stated at a press conference in
the UN in Febnaary 1994 tha strengthening the human rights of women would be a
*central concern* in his work.
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(From the Sunday Moning Post magazine, June 25. 1996]

'THE DY G Rooms"
(By Tom Hilditch)

Two years ago, the Sundiiy Morning Post reported on the outrage of healthy baby
girls left to die in China's orphanages, victims of the one-child policy. Now, as a
British documentary team has discovered, the problem is getting worse:
Mei-ming has lain this way for 10 days now; tied up in urine-soaked blankets,
scabs of dried mucus growing across her eyes, her face shrinking to a skull, malnutrition slowly shrivelling her two-y.-ar-old body.
Each morning a fellow inmate at her Guangdong orphanage goes into the dark
fetid room where she lies alone to see if she is dead. The orphanage staff, paid to
look after her, do not visit. They call her room the "dying room" as they have abandoned her there for the same reasons here parents abandoned her shortly after she
was born. Her problems is simple and tragic: she has a condition which in modern
China makes her next to useless, a burden on the state with an almost zero chance
of adoption. She is a girl.
When she dies in four days later it will not be of some terminal, incurable illness.
It will be of sheer neglect. Afterwards the orphanage will dispose of her desiccated
corpse and deny she ever existed. She will be just another invisible victim of the
collision between China's one-child policy and its traditional preference for male
heirs. The name the orphanage gave her articulates precisely the futility of struggle
to survive in a society that holds no value for her. In Putonghua, Mei-ming means
uno name.
She is one of perhaps 15 million female babies who have gone missing from China's demographics since the one child per family policy was introduced in 1979. Another tiny bag of bones in what some sinologists claim is the 20th century's hidden
holocaust.
Yet her brief and miserable life may not have been in vain. Before she died she
was discovered by a British documentary team who entered her orphanage posing
as American charity fund-raisers. The footage they shot, through a concealed camera, would provide the first video evidence of the existence of dying rooms. And
when their documentary was shown 13 days ago, against the protestations of China's London embassy, little Mei-ming's dying cries for help were heard around the
world.
The aim of the documentary team, funded by Britain's Channel Four, was to explore persistent reports that some state-run Chinese orphanages leave baby girls to
die of starvation and neglect. Their starting point was the Sunday Morning Post's
a, ard-winning investigation of two years ago which gave the world the first eyewitness and photographic evidence of dying rooms at Nanning orphanage, in
Guangxi province. Then the dying room was spoken of openly by staff and regular
visitors. It was freely admitted that 90 per cent of the 50 to 60 baby girls who arrived at the orphanage each month would end their lives there. Since the outrage
provoked by our report, however, Nanning orphanage has been overhauled. Money
raised by Hong Kong celebrities has upgraded facilities and the quality of care. The
dying rooms there ha'ie ceased to exist.
Sadly, after touring and filming in orphanages in four provinces, the British documentary team's harrowing report suggests that the attitudes towards baby girls so
prevalent at Nanning two years ago are rife elsewhere.
The birth of a baby girl has never been a cause for celebration in China. In general, an infant boy will be greeted with firework displays and parties; a girl with
silence. According to records there are currently six million women in China christened Lai Di. The name means "a son follows quickly".
Tradition dictates that when a daughter marries she will join her husband's family her children will take his family name and she must support his parents in their
od age. In rural areas, female infants are simply a drain on resources. They are
referred to as "maggots in the rice". Stories of peasant farmers drowning new-born

girls in a bucket ofwater have been commonplace for centuries. Now, however, as

a direct result of the one-child policy there are growing reports of infanticide all
across China, including its towns andcities. The numbers of baby girls being abandoned, aborted or dumped on orphanage steps is unprecedented.
It is impossible to understate both how crucial the one-child policy is to China's
stability and how rigidly it is enforced. Everyone-the World Bank, the United Nations, China's own statisticians-agrees that if the population, already at 1.2 billion,
is allowed to grow, China will be unable to support itself, let alone, develop. The
result would be economic collapse, environmental ruin, famine.

240
But while most Chinese can accept the mathematics of the problem, many cannot
accept the draconian mechanics of the solution. The population continues to rise. A
child is born ever 1.5 seconds, 2,400 every hour, 21 million a year. In March 1995
President Jiang Zemin was forced to set new, tougher population controls and
tougher punishments for those who ignore them. Couples who attempt to have more
than one child will be dealt with brutally.
According to Steven Mosher, the author of A Mothers Ordeal, coerced abortions,
sometimes just days before the baby is due, are now commonplace. As are reports
of enforced sterilisation and of hospitals fatally injecting second babies shortly after
their birth. "It means tremendous coercion,* he says, "on women to submit to abortion and sterilisation. It also means that however overcrowded China's orphanages
are now with baby girls, the problem is going to get worse. Very much worse."
For Kate Blewett, producer of the Channel Four documentary The Dying Rooms,
the investigation was a journey into the heart of darkness. "I did not know that
human beings could treat childn with such contempt, such cruelty. It is not so
much a problem of the orphanages being underfunded as it is a problem of attitude
towards unwanted babies. Some of the orphanages we visited were little more than
death camps. We filmed treatment that amounted to torture, tscious neglect that
amounted to murder."
Travelling in China with hidden cameras and under false pretences meant
Blewett and her team were in danger of being arrested every step of the way. The
risk for local Chinese who helped them gain access to orphanages and those she
interviewed, unwittingly or otherwise, was even greater. For that reason the documentary does not name any of the orphanages or identify mainland interviewees.
Nonetheless, the harrowing squalor of conditions is there for all to see.
In one orphanage a dozen or so baby girls are supervised by an adolescent girl
in a white coat. As the team walk in she ignores them and goes out of the room,
leaving a mentally handicapped child to show them around. The infant inmates sit
in bamboo benches in the middle of a courtyard. Their wrists and ankles are tied
to the armrests ard legs of the bench. They have been there all day unable to move.
A row of plastic buckets is lined up beneath holes in their seats to catch their urine
and excrement. The children will not be moved again until night when their benches
will be carried back into their cot room and they will be lifted out and tied to their
beds.
"It was heart-breaking," said Blewett. "They had no stimulation, nothing to play
with, no one to touch them. They have never known affection. In one scene shown
in the documentary one of the handicapped older boys walks up to one of the girls
tied to a bench and begins head-butting her. He butts her relentlessly. It goes on
and on. But the gI doesn't move or make a sound. Such is the lack of stimulation
for the children that the one.thing they all have in common is an endless rocking.
They sit tied to their potty chairs rocking backwards and forwards and screaming.
Few of them will ever learn to speak and the rocking is the only exercise, the only
stimulation, the only pleasure in their lives.
Present the teenager in the white coat returns with an official of the orphanage.
He buys Blewett's cover story and, seduced by the suggestion of foreign funds, he
agrees to be interviewed. His monologue is chilling. Last year he says, the orphanage had some 400 inmates. They were all kept five to a bed in one airless room.
The summer temperatures soared above 37 degrees Celsius. Disease swept through
the room. In a couple of weeks 20 per cent of the babies died.
Later, Blewett trains her camera on another of the assist.nts. "If 80 children died
last summer, there should be 320 left," Blewett says, "but there don't appear to be
more than a couple of dozen children here. Where are the others?"
"They disappear," the girl replies. "If I ask where they go, I am just told they die.
That's all. I am afraid to ask any more."
Brutal neglect is the common theme of many of the orphanage scenes. In one sequence a lame child sits on a bench near the orphanage pharmacy. It is stocked full
of medicines but none of the staff can be bothered to administer them. The child
rocks listlessly back and forth as staff wander. The camera focuses on her vacant
it is swollen with ganface, trails down her skinny body and settles on her leg ..
grene.
Such institutionalised cruelty and neglect was in no way limited to rural areas.
The worse orphanage, the brief home of Mei-ming, was in Guangdong, one of the
richest provinces in China. When they arrived the documentary makers wondered
at first whether they had made a mistake. There were no children to be seen or
heard. Then from under one of the blankets laid over a cot, as if left to dry out,
there was the sound of crying. Lifting the blanket and unwrapping a tied bundle
of cloth, Blewett found a baby girl. The last layer of her swaddling was a plastic
bag filled with urine and feces. The next cot was the same, and the next and the
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next. Many of the children had deep lesions where the string they were tied with
had cut into their bodies. One child, described by staff as "normal", was suffering
from vitamin B and C deficiency, acute liver failure and severe impetigo on her
scalp, As always, Blewett made a point of checking the babies' gender. As always,
all the non-hantLcapped children were girls.
The Chinese Government was approached several times both in Beijing and at its
London embassy to provide comment on an interview for inclusion in the film. The
Government was given a three-month deadline but remained silent. Then it was
gven a 10-day extension. On the ninth day Channel Four received a two-page letter
rom the London embassy. It became the final sequence of the film.
"The so-called 'dying rooms' do not exist in China at all," read the statement's penultimate paragraph. "Our investigations confirm that those reports are vicious fabrications made out of ulterior motives. The contemptible lie about China's welfare
work in orphanages cannot but arouse the indignation of the Chinese people, especially the great numbers of social workers who are working hard for children's welfare."
The statement was followed by diplomatic representations to have the station
drop the documentary. Channel Four refused. The programme which was transmitted on June 12 and dedicated to Mei-ming created enormous publicity.
The following day questions were raised in the House of Commons about China's
one-child policy and its dying rooms. Efforts are now being made by, among others,
MP Anne Winterton, to bring about diplomatic pressure to halt China's one-child
policy. Predictably, however, no one has raised the subject of providing massive aid
for a collapsed and famine-ridden China in the event of its population rising to, say,
2.4 billion if this generation is allowed to have two children per family.
More practically, however, Blewett and her team have set up a fund, The Dying
Rooms Trust, to make contributions to international charities working with Chinese
orphanages, to help purchase and distribute milk powder, play-pens and basic medicines to the orphanages featured in the documentary and establish sponsorship systems for their inmates.
"We don't want to criticise the one-child policy," says Blewett. "But we do want
to focus on the problem it is causing which can be solved." The documentary features a tour of a privately-run, locally funded orphanage where the children are
happy, healthy and loved. "We were very keen to show what can be done with the
right attitude," said Blewett. "No child should suffer the kind of neglect we filmed.
Maybe we can help that happen. Maybe then, Mei-ming's life might have had some
purpose."
(The programme is unlikely to be shown in Hong Kong. For more information contact: The Dying Room Trust, 68 Thames Road, London W4 3RE. Cheques should be
made payable to The Dying Rooms.)

242

'Letterto Women
'Your womanhood enriches the world'
woo Holy?Ovwy
for t 'myisey of mm'ss
said for 0w)i 11,0%111
- (Or a11
thincasaitineslt earm&lWAVM of its lestasi dftsly. too the 'Fan warts of Ciod. whsxh

5t0cv

k""a a w edg teWoe
.rft

fti ;ie, Paul~
aorat"

tbi,ouglioshimg history have be.. sicm

U.it
.
said Mo.)al adtm s.md
said they needPiess Pro1a6 igaimi
pfisine. 9311wof sihaeio id capioass

pliiherd
a aidhouhies- 040 31)
I Thimwordof thaski g t Lad tarhs

madepvblsk Tesdy.
enidorved
inma's Liberton ada sohiiniuIty Poar processihatmis go foraid Atthlesaritsim.ct popesA es
an m~m
tiey haw -drvemy of
o is
sau saI i athe
chsrch "hiseflect
theie
comyiemeary saurs
Heft is theVinscaless of "Popelbs
PAWW fenc 60a
o men. dosedJune
29

myieoa plant regariag t09 Yian
sd
muns of woS is thewma minthe oi

The Ieiker.

vai reesed Jaly 10iashe V.dM

I pm

nowta Canettimi dvwewordof 11gsk.,to
wmas, soevety mmi. tar slt thin theyrep.
isti in t kis of huasssay
'Jalow) womenmhioam maiotis,
You
huans beings *webs
wane ofpoyasid
tsiut Thisesperstec akes you becomt

TtlSitlserd

1

plorachva
mainin
l"

G~ods awl "onup
theawwboen
chld.st
Oft whoguadsyourCu's amo stepa."Iba
it.gs i go vow andwit altit mcheso "
childmims
gas waya;oagthe)owenmyof hie
Thinkyam.womn whoaft miwe
I Yam
ireocmaby
)ONyourm
titt sosding
of yast

ou &A w corduaity.
mows.

thrwmous thewmM

~~ ~ ~~~~n

I~
1mmensu~oros~
of
yoan a sip of nolodinamd pvwwk as
st earoft FomttWorld Comiesaosoan
wants, sobehewdis Beloif "hiCo"h

-

Septeumber
etaonall else.I moth to uPress my
B Liep
sppeCliat to The United
Naeotiinfor hmrisssponsrd iAmvery
sxplacnulevinka TimCbaohiltsirs far
bet Van to contute 1 upbiduig fin
ini"Miy.
role&aderghsI
of wmen mno
only

bysit spectftcwot of the Haly See's
offkLialdekpmsmto the camikeeaceo
us
beijosg.binalsaby "paltaf; dxoy to
the taaid
sm!aid of evey
mait

L..

ReLA41sy.01it21Mn Oes,md MomPtiat.

t sairairy-enem! of theconfeence.
vised wt INcoaritice %ASthe Beijing
mtetj, 1 gise her I wrts arsawe
wtich andti some bWar pois of te
buCh'd Itci~lg %it regard to
wm'
u sThin msiwaag. awin
fto she "ciftic corcUristaitOsof gasn
gos.%itscacemid Tink a Wtadervim"

of st seinte sad.gobiesii of moatsn

theaere of owimid t
Thinkyou,everienwo amdaSmer sta
wa0n ma metsisers'Itin theis of the
tinsuy.midthenof at! smety. yamking sie
escktasOf yout waiteiy. youresiniuiw
ses, yaw Veitosity said
&ddety
Thin you, wmeat who wart' Yam wre
ptiseft midavvwto every mes of SuitsociaLtenagic cuhtirs arist sadpoI-e
cal La thinwany
yea makenotmdsqmab
cost*stion to she
growt of.acuke which
4mass muagad fee itg, soa mode of Wte
ewt opes sothesens of -mymw. sothe
asalltishmeat of earomns
VAPIN
tIaruc ares
mo ohy of bimsuty
of Than you coasectined wmen'

are present and active in every area
-social,
economic, cultural, artistic and
political. In this way you make an
ind ispensable contribution to the grow
of a culture...'

Yo
life-

us gesami &Aansinn
to
1fl
t Oat
causeo coara in the Clastek sW to today's world
Fwt hisaon
I aiaged so have t foraroded to
every coentiece of bishops,so thit c~mldbe chirn.
fined s w)Iel as posublk
Thktsgup lt themesI aldasid a thinthxsatai.
I would stow Likeo al;a dte.niy toevery wmm. to
rstwweith it o theproblemssaid ft prospeos
of

a~i
has t iti

lobeva 0 mns in tt tim A
t-PC*
Lis I mushA
1sopcue lit etia
ue of thedipay
suMnpituof woan
sts n fta
liugt of the word
of Caod
Thus"slogise' reaUyexedi soh"g with a word
of ikinik AsITg
m is my afoiols. ke Matuvuu
CAjsidlext. theChurch-dessts so 5giv. tms1t

0"oi. iliw
s r of easw
ft
im
Ward.ya. Owe yostuIs wish
obtdist'e aridfidelitysoLM lift 0f Glod's
amviner

lh
out Youb 1PLkitcumeh A a

"'Ab PAdto

capenesoxa -Vaossl srtatsoik
toGaod.
ONewhich
oaticnd exasear sheftltaohip whichGodwitbs goeisbkshwitk
hinaeswM

Thmskyou. evity wman. tcc the sw& fici a(
be Lis a *oim"I ThaauogthemASOlgim
hchi somuchi
a PMrof yw woihod p" ewi the mON'd
anderisindogmid ip somakethirm reltions mom
honl Midingitn
I Ihkro

Best Available Copy

of courvtinu &00l sNOwV4
thin am

s

?A43
)i,*13J99

cWW& I,

soweough.
UsadUtmay.o we e irs 0o05 hisovy
stscit ha cod
sd -n to a ,I
-habit
M Irni
woody im amopam ts i uodikai hat how
ee
soomk soshe prope. of waro Whmai daphy
houohmcbeta imsourkdrsitd soddahepirtomlwai

Pope'sleffer to Wo

qualory
of W~eso. so wn=es ioamtapoa,
diress
beamh
cam st ecoim eat t aOshewArras
Z gStm PRICO Of Wesson
mos willet
W reus
am a hawi isv a usObel
it:
wo.k
mthe
Matwsdictiow pmem wit.

Soiey a soioir

coineoss.Uhot

beloadedtso es ai
se mees at t Cbwel. for
thisI an uly mm Maydo nve
ueu itroukowi.
O the PUmofh shetoit Church. mooauKM colaKMvW f ci hry 00 tir Go~opi "A
Wiwi it
coot.e so stin wicuo inc Im rwy hod of
ex~ultson sod dommaw. sheGoWAecontainsam

oabedelks -n

airo

wls.1
a atm purts ci the Wormd"i pssset
wortas irom b"
o~twoledge4d vspeted tad
oppretc4ds itei ouw spciliguy -(No 05

solely

mwiprtcoo te
dy haohm ot
een owicr soMhe 6comliaog
to st alm ol ecffxty mod
Prodwin margviof "esoy red ove mamobd
toWA.It Two ty.Badk wilt las sys sobe otd stued a amay
his prevened eom m o dy besa thmelve.
witch bfa ie pomix s of hsosomm
xsoe*U
and a Uos ussohed a0a opotad iswnmint
of omgt ft "Csvdseocioe
hsmsaketCreasoly6 to so moygait to Ber he
bimoti foe dhas.
cowaderug st my bosof cutual
5 T~ soa. when we loo a n of Wisum ifflic
coodi sso Wich dows st rnnw
hove sped
at of di tuavas of woen a st war%&bow
*0)1 i shak" ngsd actin Andd sciM bkow
aswe notmason t log aoddegiadmig
h"oe.
especLIaly is PUIkVIW higal

eisa d a i oil sfossohd. dwetso t may oba& Its

hitory. of vookac

aping em a the rea of owsile Alt te mold of t heod millennium in canm ouent adif

kim Badxmipod beiwedi phesmesmo.TI ime
hat cometso
cooda sipsaPod,die typesot otut
Wlitnor wac frequently howe wcea Ur stei
obje" end to pm ot " ellctu'el defend ste
from inch vtokoce Nor on we baIit it ism
of

of cims Chest himsel Tirmoiidag st esbhoa
te "tqt" dueso thebon piWo. tocowco st
KTom o( histow
**a s U!k At,
eted wem wish
widequod itduoauk andccmm-i Cohere
wi
OjesrawIt. respett sK - Fasos andftendera tn dti
e--wads sh sI--ak exploimtatoof Wouuley
* ry he hoaxed st digaty which woem Ims
Bid consips
co Vay Youn gich ito k64 the
alt sysposertied wiodmg soCods9
pis~ sod W hom hodi bet edtrpirci
hboi Asiwekok toCb
a ieedof
do seon
IN cow" to dtem ati of r.waa
Who Vent
mslbsRAMML
ao ars! soth
bit ouaubss bowmuc of oppri-os mo m be doors sotem women who.I
hit rivasade has beir heard ad acted "p
wotha heron: love fag 69 child they howvCOW0okd
psoeced oth 1 pritamiy seullug from t ajomx
0etmih t pan will cmsp, so of rope Hen wewit ShAkinofstream., perpaed
eIs~ to
t.a
"p CO*Wjt biot is
0 is a* cvkow
of the long hsory *f hmo~ty Wmi hostIlsArdo
odmoiiuiellaod
aome of Ido
Isibsiod so s" hi", inmo
m a Urn sod. am
maR
culk, Jams,huoid woen w opw
ONic" th0act6. sty dad0so
m
dsftcul Coonow tipu% omatm Bad knuom. ht
davsorisIhash pwtk Wwiy of thost *em wit loved
dole wiy ho hornaud do d*AYwhcl
killans sod a. Bad dece their hseicto she.it sa
cioh
sit
ot n ther
e Uequmstly
aUsdmdosmap
wes Witsekpy pmnmd ov~noovto
from h t. tCcloded from. equal edecarbowal
Ooh~plan and Itshio A&ow6oo In
apowtorsso. sodeseAmefd. Wocsedd sow given
Viw a 'r lod of ddenow
crdit fr tier
fleous conatubon, Sty. wey
b udoif he*A amadam lieram ou fhi

y

rpi pm
master 1 Ba I ow csacd sin
witl of usahg spseedyPopea a &Ahveu
toi sec- for 0
sod te Ameoay urooes
mevi than simply die canditussesco of dsoisam
sod m~uwct necessay thoug his any be Such
aci
ow mrs
o lorasa
r
he w-onuiio as
eskdie mid imellsta cov;Wop lot the prciao
of Wint. VoCWSmon
00. sem of wows's Ssk
sodbegoosing wit a wesontk
wopc
of she dig.
sky of w
& Or obiaryso eopse snts dspwy. to
spareof h~ootstca OdaaWm cOWNw
Iso smnhe
%We
of
letwe
g. *% sca ateo sodersomd she hewof
God %rcsait heal of every hum beos.ti Mos
dar myilsader
tIk
word of Go etabit is so
poop chatty si zmt
ubni
oeoicig.
bosis of sit
dsguly or io
makingit evsiet s a pin o God's

ps forhuanll
7. Dew ase. sogtther Set s setlect onef OR st
ouapkirm possor a Scsrtaee which sheae t
esesxc ofth
sit eria ramead *obhon so mc so
my ats yaon daguy owl cmsiono l0a world
The,Book of Gemo ipeAb ofma
ineo
PAmmA
CyloAWaco LW~
Isopp whl
p
PoK
Basd
sysmbolsc
yt profosodyy true -GA cme
xde fiss
Hss owu
unwp a st mow of"GouH cotsed hams makaWd
koae He cieind win' (on 12 7) Tit aemsse&3
cow
d Ik"pla-t excerdssgstpren ift ow-inof
aon,we ow told da Shehurtito being4iucreatd "in ft

maqew hketa
Wo of Goi We Os 126) TIs
eipsuao sososdaal Boais cear whAas dusoal
abou t hurma bebeg wish MCgwdsosteNOOf cooItios

IA ow ttold shin.brom be vory begmaaC$.IaIR
has hoe airA d -wmit sod Araal' (Go 1 27)
ScripraoWCutA&
possthe onoityaseU93o
Of Ibis flos
sasle
ofwoase's ackwto-ms it hiaoeyco be mg.
Lows tbooghma u wwooandd
by sit mainsbit
anor has hoomhoowd
BadsOled
'
aeUaof one age wirid. it Neabs thmi he s
Iscied by sic -ucce of histry saow
vem0001 n
may bowv Ssrnsed
doe dwo~y
eicv
Of 6001
oor lcd G0.220) God voxviaco a oedt to help
aLhievvrre
s . he oeer~ itlitaccasibell.
not col a so"Wl Of wm aUso Como a am
howetcvw rom aisa,
OR
of sobawde"k as nal
a oeco ot Ism shapedt hu
Vo a
c( ds
a
would boo also a occietar wh- ae Wlanodby price
S hin im
sood be slow. IwaLUma him
trasuooi.ngk up to one ova Tbdalepe", morn
perriysod peact andyet Meohmecospte by acod.- betir Fr ,svo Go 2 18) Theacembowofwom
Ucinuse icdmuo mmy owe. a deit wha s
to of hodomiat jowoo, ,mIE whach ogpbmS
a tu morted brom the insor by do prmple 0(
smoerbire
spss Yethow My wome howitwo sod teodencies to agpeusw omakbeharm In sita as
Barmmo
he" a hel whh is w oneaoi t
the chow to have an abortion &Moyssmi
-ortt~
itb shlu mm r ter physical ppear.
Womancomaits own pin 5 maA
a Sr
cicotdeass
WoWS"
n Mesd *WN. ass cocripleraseoary
org In for iteo sk ste pvfeusmsoo stir
ow Do before beti somethingto M on t
ofa.s Ia alo
c o r witc Coll weds so bemotb. Womarnhood
exprews st hI'
atieliectstld abslises te deep wasty.
to a word.
so cc as Meet
st see) dspty of theead
hood dicits Woaa different
used soBar sod so the *mpbk"y of t proctal socW
sRAcoaqlielaaY u1tY
mbaoe
4 Aduwha " wmuy ofthe oba~ks wiktctso
SheBOoAof GeWAIuss
peaksOf %ap:a is
ososy paiss of she wol 013 "eoem kes be"n
6Mysd fSrksoe
W:o referringmmelyto ucowghit os so bea
shnbosooifek appeal
W~otsood sod mosibod m coo~sptiarY we
shiseveryou. mod
tolly ouaegroedito WIAL
a a qocuit way rans
sd ftcowa
5 pok
lkIfe %o need oo)y allith of bow the VAl QBof
moh
oW tmeassa maramms sold moke -smy
Onlyfromthe p""scal sodpsyo0ocs porno f
hoodtasoftes prooLsod reits
a world. even
ito. ho &so0
ls
siet
theigct
NWCI hs onlytsoagh
troms om tehis woa regia afl respicl r
t dfilgy of the 'macslam' and si ieeaosc dams
thsls h bisaby owr ito soey mi.Vtsu o td gsa
thex dipsy od. "o H~exI canot fad so utpecu my
Cemuasoty.much remn so it door so pum &adurabon for tbose eiam of good wit who have sit hinso fsoda tougmatzm
csnmoo agtms those wit hew choice to be
dc ted te ir io adm
t ity of WON%ptiad
so mollm As fit anpet.inal
argtU
cooaahood by lfgis
[he
sitr
6 Ae cemg
maxod.ecmooc
aam mit Bel fenk. God "ay so
both fLg t mall aod mdst aC(Go 1 22) Not
corned. thesn t50simp edcc
uchitwi "eequls aM pow"so nghe. &KmminUa wnin
IturOnlydoea He gssestz sLkpowerso pcocein as a
syskAi ery LcTaequal pay forequalwort. prictedliw Sle a a Uwe wits tis win cowms*.oextim y
gato of peepeeoma st 11011 VpeCAtstWWAglsIstX
t<Wotit~es
ic stbes. foniW 0 can"loem
vippaupnme. t up ofa WAcof lemmor. a rtjite doo
s
Sh[e=.b
equily of qsxsm sa egarepdso ftimy rigts sod %fcuAmtocf ecifticauroamd rt a m'
sitk Ca.chgIAS LPCIWith
ol
sfe rircopjou ci C irvisgh Shints port of t esgWt
It das yem*a YbzdDey of t.%xmuap I obed
t seqoisibl o of
ci t tesowscs As a rmo eadO

-*

mi~dfdttoooMoUS&
d.m ome
This is a mro of )mx* bi also of ammoy
Wio a ill Scsemgii~y pity a Puriin dt Sihesso of
Oit senus psoblams of shie oW- km
ta. t

shen whet one loo ad t Stem proess of %ait
is's
bbesas. 'she v-svie, haa been a &ffkoh and cxo
plszaed ow W sd.0 trsts no weboo is shoo of
outtb
na0L been sdinastaly a puoirv one.

tret being. mooa calDt so tosfeu st tuo Of st
ta n it a mhe
k hih aseWINeasosy
thist of cslss.
am asd worries oli shamee04%l ISes
NlYtoo
t tat Is stu"b-sas ecm wae
is hbti
-od

244
X.41
-

'nit. is &kWcoo
isA of Curcssisg
&MM"oa m 1kt ftuh, toom ad not M
awl" Maer by 2 Atic am -- 4-1

c4o
.ordas to tho BOoA o
(lema We cawe to Fos to was
rft CUM* WeaA MOC)61kheAtt

"d eqesheyset by a ir"Vofcahiham iaa.
arably CmdhelsaI iafttao ruffwa ast
ural
wtmsa.ihach
cotspqoos to ft
pLma(
ofod, t o aryof thetwo'a 11.
rtulkw ahy wk"c esabes sack be
exwwmaethi ifteopencunal saWinCVeuc
Reasofip

a

it

which wi

1kr hada a bo, a acue o cciCAK"
aspicuso
marn Called hecrlf he
hsoadesa at
tke Lord- iL 1 )8)
rhovh of49Lwe 10the u-cd of God
the mi-cayl her 1o07 yet s e cy Vocataos swim fe -Itk .1" Sum- and
Nswoeth Pw" orwig
ait God's Kr.
ursheAls Patherself aNthe Mr%
ice of
others a untf- Of oW%Peectsely

and

this uWkyOfthet"wOWd has aui
usa al te
t Ofpirommuu ad
lurvaty hb. to the mt"ig ofhawoy ucsel
hiLk Ike 1994 loaissl
Yew of as

Fasly focusedMrseusoanw"m&s 11101h

thtAgh "h enac Mary ws ale to
es'araf- ao btIse a wmar nos, bug
atheis -Rip'w hb set by Cheketha
she a sard As "Iowa ofAVr
bee-ssd

~

em th
1k Bijpg coaketota w-c hasa its
thame -Acaom for Etlaksy. DChebohpr

tank" Tht tout ctoneumary of beliutt am -aboet her. aisay SAttoS Wa
"Itpls Cell spa. be$ Wsthee Qta
*Pet bet. 10Rl o
isae reNet
toi

mid PCact,"
proOi Wawkwnas occam
for htOigacisa SWItats Of1kt mq CONLflbqwsade by wowrs
%A* oie

@10
the

Of

eits ad AdamitThi cOmit
a ks pneaaly "puadsad cahuel is

sauicthio
sad ecost
AM5l~se
0
*CIL The Warbos WOMt of souOy.
saskst. sad the pmogw of61
iisIty.
we ortaly deply Wtrted 10 the coftce

S

accorhq Io the criata of as um md Seth.

bobodyNorfrom "h pouwOf WWbadthe
cisettrbwn of **=a bets fzgttg"
Etee
so. thisu am e koIly itiam of p!
11.
am fact aia k pemipa
VWof MKS4051
tropmt i 11
to te skA elk"c dMASuos.

whichdes WOnhinis FTLeOIS
sadSpete-

mch lo t

ems of soa'

lHen I Moul Wh to CAP'. fatlcuh
Appetourmos,to those won"wsO an
eajtadLM wel beyoad 1k faftly ausuwt
r

Ichools.inweosus socialW"Mac
opeacss

pinahes
astocioss sad icoveatais
% %itCe beu-totof edecatas caledfOr.

we
to Wa " woe

iem

ad

F~aa s kh ay a) slwkikthahorty
Inh. es tohbe Uacriood bob kathe
(seinld)W a si"
sd ft Chant
LtPersts4s S
E&
ettaswl VCOaWeis
ftceeled a this ewtips toe each peta.
the tOWwho is Lord of twit-ts sd tart

9 ptupecu watiall stes so be saamedt

A; %Salusis cts am&.Whih ofts d&-lops
a s mbcosp~c'ose way beguASk Wlh do
daiy RIckhop wt ppeope-9"

It"i C*& ismAfl

=WUMM

clld
caWo be has adopsed we ov
uiake a CWi-u Mae.L tel osy cata.04et
a.
A
whict Go wlwlfot IAs
Go& takhe.' as the S4oCoad VataC&A
Cow"cateeche a
aaeaty bs"th
arn- eaao fully &Wet
basitf ticiga
lt-ugh a smote PAlofW~
me Gesifta
e Spec. 241
7km@CueaualtpgeOfMar coatets
a the The who was. Ut ill her bemg.a

'Neces sary emphasis should be
phaced on ~z~halsb
o .a
ftwaplI
the 'genius of women," not onl y by
bures ace. aweheasi ofetnadtrig
mo I guda- 00"g
considerring great and famous worn enof the tl dtffiCehP@hsofhk =am. waso
ir present, but also those or( Jirary
thesde s tw ad aemaiedett
EA~kOW
mkes n A"godby
wor nen who reveal the gift oft heir
i&W~Y 1 his Otet MwIsaCAKP this
te lsa
ow pWV'tdeI
arvosg sa dew
fucaor
womat hood by placing themselve
s tuhsk whly labors of ate amd woowal
Servicec )f others in their everyday I:
ives. For &1t4,
in givi ng themselves to others eac *hday,
I I~
[tA" OWe
of -NtaKt- -bt
ow
se %%h
*%bes a uca
' whXich
ti
w r en fulfill their eepest voca
ti0M
tecaeacy MA bow. elpmasa the

%%llugto VVtbkewts
Parmvasly to ttoespecuafy a sewag the weakst 'ad
am" defesekasI this tot they CAhWWI
ala
kod of affeclse. Cuklt1 -d apieWu =Waertood hich has otminble t.In for 1k
dewepoItu Of 11drVdwSSSand 1111f~u of
toc"t Ml t"i powa how tmlI (W
o $
a
kO
1t.
FO w of weoms a.'t ooy ioetv wo a"so SttIt
Slonea of so assy Ciholic wow said RIgOUa
' h ophrast a Vt,:tic pan of Gods pslowshic
cowag~giss of wmes from giusY WICOCI who
10e axcytd sad mac ued. ai asho
ftv' so
heot M&a ed"Mie puWicLAIY Me eak& of orde toSet thiSC esaim faly uxressud a tla
bos aduts. hew awa
8Oldot? HlOWCaI 1&li0t acrY Usawhal el
aii tLek of its
se ,tKbw~
gv~eade of ailk *M S Who hae
C, IL Tlss ssyect tome up fteqaacmly de th
werte mad coou or o cut l tha W&Of hgthl
MartsaSte, sad ImayuLI tw os
06
agr I"
&en NOeOsLy is highly WeSWatatartabk. to
itchle," Maliteu £ltaie
11950 In sdd
4
aLuo0 very gsecuuou cir-onsaro .1 th
his ytaca Lhe lest ewkich Icetuon y w#As
-0
se
I'
couwttv of 1k worKdthasdefsosrwu 0 OPPIe
fortHoly Thacwky. I reed theo so ata
Of P
mcrvte whkh kot mwI Cal7 bosden -s -asorut AlmiatiE~ sa atea *a the alan
M~he
dogs?
wha~h
wowes have played Fe them ltes a
Mies
U. tienm aci co-worhoc a 1ke spostolmi
LI
it-thot
10 It thai gty hope. dea mrc. that YomwIll
Aset - dilltt
Ti"
fromitOWtt-e"a
PClteo cartfly a. %J
hi
W lso Wapetiu - ofl thus 'hlp- ad
la d Macto 10Wak Of ftk
AW

truly aoysl sewe of anaut - tom
cORAlsowpftthts
the
1kprescm of a
"I U IN W y prnldailg o

cimdw&"my of

voub
a 01awy

b

r cks sa osysn"we of

c hat 0 sp-ecok so bea Mimusd kauk This emw
also hasapWWicuaapplacus wab k Cite r [f
Chesa - by HiUbe OWdsonsti choice, ciesety
JWeed 10 by at 4o00el sad by the CWchis Cos-.
amn,.cdio - euasued osly to man 1k tesk Of
hemaSs mcoe"of His Owasanem a ,keptedsad betdeg~oomsof the Curmch %kmo 1k, gjCciw
Of 1k Ssamenel prishood. this ao way detract
from the rod of worn. or let t" sem. fr= LIN
role of 1k otkt mahrs of ire CWth who We met
oedamEdtolthesCed injYUry
im I sut oqeal
ty 01k dzp.y PWWpec0ke -CME
pevabuood

245

M 4 11.1

s C&k
I

Popes U-Wr to Women

I

.avly mOria,a hr. daly a waMtud a c0
1h 41
0 tw wad o( od. bo cuywx Ihs Wt.cvcIInmr
dcawty "w bPY
&draTlrra ON sptV adtw
ad by canfalty footrag &Itbkw rwan of r'ank
-vr"h.m4c b,, rt&Mc 1hkmowSa the wrkcs ,4
patio wiAt an prvptty hen. ftM alb, by b" MSp crsSitaahir
cwqa)u knt ls an VciS them
Irw
%
ISLI
t&iaY. O irv 11.411
1kvi clvor
vrq:
sd prsoa cigth
ao
d&wta penK"mud
caMIKAaftah4. na shin at awar.Ow
WM
IS
$acarnalW In
IIIa
AAS C119
SY'W GK4klm,.
Soathe kawa up ofatk(as'.a coo oy aid
1kvSh
pe~a heft
t
atepvams *h their
Ptkouat
p~I
a hau~k 'a acm
aa
1keKatVt 0t hadavy
beiaua The-yam them i&k pri is 1)Ou
of
atnode
'Uif AP t
1kS
he
1let
an.W
In 60
h W& uata
Unaw. at (iarck's 2.00)O' logs-aJ or got~ia sarvnca They we cikrri aheir
Men is Pee waposi 16 that valm
put baty. lar a It bastomi caudsamw lift pa"MIS Wd lasn".sM&I
styo go CmW
"
so teM
Iw b"
" N"
to
%,hschWar al. a "CAa su
vialy awpnbd She 'pias of u'os'
ftsis th
aid heth ct.
to
se
at 1 bait ylai athe
o-wa
aWWAM ads tof SheO"tthes b"w
(80. thCO.0wm .1kO
0 ft
OfA
hiat tattd wow a(t
Cutimy 1d.it ntsh aoCo
1k " b o atiay
e
a
ni1k bcitwkad
m e
a rniiiii .1k is'a
haskat cabw
ukv- huthA a rorw
oad kmst
then icofaniuly RwAtak akUVvetsy Mi sa:xaiw
w roaoil,' a bad at bhalson 'rodi
a
y
d Malowna 6.-ad stor a kaacay I ah oath
1kita hoe at
*Aubrawry-- "r ancorlypaSylAca.
b aboveaU Optr
L
2#%e"
),a poattul eabo w yoloa
goal - %Wa 43"t bpitmed leIr t vSf) ttSwisl:
wain, maart. ami ad booa.mya
O)
IsISa
aoK
cianaim WII fan&so
ucaruwyI hakaoftS Caer
ofSwasaid ofSi
k404yasw w
rffcrw'ass
00AMA Is a I-slar Wayas %oawae
tam mahzes N ary and .1Kb gok qatY eapcaRtat &AnL a wkap'cg Palt VI of happ wrno
at
1
'hcb a a camkswly
Ira ib way otairo
ry grosed 1kt tk of iotut at 1k (brck Awd "r
ys lth
is
Lt a*
I ,onrv4odsw
o l1
OWN
we oattat 1k my
-aa -p-4ct by lakb IWhst cesf heSsrpotai avoscsssa
is
ck .
u~W~lk
Wak
yI, Of
atWISN*"
k~
ac-ut tcctaa coawuatt so
10Makethsis Y-taeAs
at bItwv
wh wri ora
sposabli fowatograt a t artsaday
btvwv the 'krak at Cbaidmi mtr
hoc-saagatiasct. COtaIlkyIa -ai 1kAtar atIN0iC"iaa at vitairi IMARXIfssels1k
Ii)
ten 'h.
we camlifdot vor ac kian
b ceaac MMJ
cclmule&M itiviah tola, rtoo at 1 'a's twa
1kipoct' TWhk
saevrfo!Sh
csV1k
orIcihgAl of Iku Pea IM'41'
bot at 1k (back 1a th had mihuaswa wnUcenaaity tax it
v Sobe
a mu and.uyaasig
1k
%kkb o urrathxcd In a) it iSSualci Uwwsa
ISO)dwitmaOas we at. a a dcbmw 4v
hoodis part of t ctaral heritapccc nuAckssa
adi
onswims KOSof s lenAncum.F a&
-Mmna- pm.'ayd andthe amokc how prvcyk
Dohi
1kUK~
('uh keif
Mc INCd.?7)
II Yona m we cit. da tamo aa the ('hunitk a
ORlteotlkd
-as 9ot soproeM ta
MAY "a. qssmet
0( 10'T -Na owe uacWWi
af-I
them misacsionto
t ,harmaIsy,,4 pear k4 it
)t&#' Holy ThUtady kurv -.-at
aasacd pa
Snwy aSa (M hccpvcdo tc irtkniala U N
qwbed or G"ios kialgS,,
oconamor an bespap a- buil ow She
svk
h rd. Oxvinltag lo tad's pa -0 opnesa om
N16
s my 14ULcsiss
asowsi
mawr secctiay amCRaaa
*oWd he, Oaxnd
N4 *wrcsAmcet 1 tof oicax (No 7) lTr CUaoS
ased am hqvmn Thim Pak 1tatiss &d so
Itk mo~
swad
u~k k 0tua
attxis,
ANYtypicalU anoa somos tim ily SU It
Uaatri
tm.at 1
,.ckraooodakvowd I a kUI
s arutj
oitmoy, Le. th -,
ofCM'
%bch God (wedy cb~aa aria
N.
I
pacm
1 No nM of oohsay

~ya

~e

~
~
~Icl
~Car.

ratl

Pope's leftte said to affirm women, adjust Beijing agenda
*s 1Kwohat,. abwe

p

t'. mu hime
S ane IA
w isi Pawl
at k
va
bitpuonIk OPS
clemaxto Sois emo m~ *A a1kwh a
the PtA .v Call occl
vi mom " as WUk
'Fo.
troenSa kw,.' a~xot" ic SheUS IhI
WksItAlvart. bam of odarmm ad pla"
Plot4L estua. ad
.1kh boho
viUlii,%7ar#o
1kthPv
ae
er
MlY10 V.5numworst. a a
bW~ c-may at soks ad! viail lvrby It vo)we mwkrao as-no&
kowd bya& Wa&MrabaO

Mo 0*00k &At)
to sesic an qwov& aom
harw iksa I.* obwm' it o
d
N"js klo Pad rad besuapmvasA knhlr wu
so onto"w to pe&k brsey toa hema andCrodofc
rom) niao' brim 1k amof Ow
1 Favici WW
(cacloraw ai VAw&ts,oposawc4 by 1ko Usmmd
aX svoOWkbtdmkd Srep 4 15 tp
ait
kiut, pawd4 wirswas boom cow
mkom mats aid " lesion' andad
pr
kram ovna
ckd
1,
Irm at satfrat andU.$.wdn." 1sbLAq*gwd
Lw Corr$ -k. the (31" ha WW'to atCPC or
cuttaimca ci atn
Aa (bIrceak! oclSpingfiriM, Iok .
c 1k
Wae. aid 1k ha'a
Nasad OD~o& di Cfii
Y"g-e
w PWt kis Poo a
cvriitiid bu
teve-sdvywesrkvw at lkay ccasjdaa a

rI.
cty

LL

inite asat laer oir satay'
c NMIdior
dotPO a'ia

prsd ow
Soviets a One

NCIW has Oak iOw - sich a CoTApay Lwr
&z " a the 19f&.
O4ad wak) a soar nsed byi
Naddtic rcokusc.w4SA*tkNtx'W ha lives
progrs
ASIA03g
as pano ts -a*w Dswm
MrchC1,uu11d 1kW deuc mkv Offused
Plower. -die Stom ON
by Sta lPVCs sw (at
Wie
ard by
itKd
a 1k mft
WMAurt .
wdrshy kawwkd Chi Catholi
ft U S basej%%
wwa's praW7 yan a so'Irp ft gcacerm
alska ft Ouaruaai Owds " famd ft woml
111"C
WONt'Wal I"ofStAqaut. Fla
OV ISfrkB kA
W a Chi(Nash, IA ft paPa
%km"t a Locus ad
A
hut, aptiars She Mv's 'Stv "Vftnma
eavre, hardl &a wows, he cradsaealinSoft
4a 'a siaxh
.resi bouh Onecmilim ad coAWd
atck dakag abood'a Sanikrrsamc
Ia
ole
aKaat
Pipet )at. Padwsqvcg 'lo
henscclft Oh o my howt playeda.1k c~tesm
1kw otd
c
ccl(wrrya a atsmsy a to allo m th
cIt
seopuwr a ft f"
huralty taay)
Kamm dc (I1km. naorrtWs who as maivavmasts.r" it atkrl
L1!iar1"S ftw
SaycfrnSad Of t
ItmSaPK
UIS auwo. ('atah6 or at. woA -UVmsw cc
POWy
LwC4Pa work. scINNkIsf-r
crew'1 al mssUd
Wcsting osltri. (mora It cast btI&uo-c-a
rprd ci two?) rot&
W(onrvni" of aat I~ .1
o-iso the vali at rositeabasa)'
(ad) mopama

Cal Whoim 14KethsC4lItskvmy fsakrd
OciCgaftbc Bcrh'yo.tAo
cclt NialW Cowkiaocc,
rki o
t s-mact oP k lete ad is Irist alscsM
ptrMO
PANPope3"LElW'Ms pAa kocmarts I Uim
ha o oAM item naaasklirvs-cd"o Run)- troa
sckledbe VgpnWad, he "as
fT cordas callrJ thekn "%v) drcy
a
1K~ ahe
ilt
at
har bet, wte 6%vwius ath
0t mwa. oft k cdarw at ift K-1- n
dligrwy
spholdmsOitnlmas a dcgraiofcat
s'smrva
Tl t
&wiua vxmswrocs 1hk (rui nuce
ofl tsus ci %lsa* t Enas "c vOxctyK
wu Vaoll can arsk a har'wsr 1 soa i k
CNos hrAm
gWay dc masts11s4 0clCA%)mW4
beN'w arwKe letk.Ik
"W 11es('oldL
't uos.psoskea cl
SaW~lKhsm
ScqwrsnsC4 et, VIrmr sOw
Canrkms at WONp
p-"' h-it aSa "'wareaid ,ctltnsw maeours
1k crstv
ccl
4oc
aos ad Uvr1k
atf ag"o li~th

~ma&

Ba

cM 660 rt sas'si a l
ct
hets1%0 f aas a)t

st in* cl arm a a Cr*sA axirs
-'hid a Pfd 11&ft 1w asata nttc so it
&o Joe to aswirS. FashrrDaoniams 'vi ital
Set N
noit Aalctad ao ak*a6 atls custcwe.scLy
1wmartis i
adJ ccNomwkAs he aigs "
b daIxsWdby IMA as4
tv"A. tha IJa fragl i it
-aclt soprOi Patsa OTsftd CSV~IVIat s
of MAn
taykw Naly OneUmakorgPAS"is (WONsrw
andCse
i, .Norwtnmax ifart nbKO -n

246
THE RUTHERFORD INSTITUTE
JOHN W. WHrTEHEAD
Founder mWrn-uWem
REGIONAL OFFICES
,ameniro. CAIiorn.
Aflanti. Grgla
on
.Hwd
Ca.w Rapiis. MK %an
.4"M l . T~vuw
,
MDULM
1,iw,
FrdefkkA4urpVr

INTERNATIONAL HEADQUARTERS
Poot Offie Box 7482
Charktsvile. Virginia 2'"6 748,
U-SA.

TELEPHONE
FACSIMILEM4

4*

*"
1*7"

July 17, '1995

iNTERNATnONAL OFFICES
TwRte~
.

nmt

Mnsa. LaP,. MoU

Th, Rutli rcd Ifn'qhue
v4Cetral andEa.km Eun.v
W .pe. HwWr

Th Rutherk.ltute
oveth L'ntk-J1 m-v
\'*natham, EnLmnd

VIA FACSIMILE
The Honorable William J. Clinton

President of the United States of America
The White House
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006
Dear Mr. President:
The purpose of this letter is to request that the Government
of the United States secure specific guarantees from the Government
of China for delegates representing Non-Governmental Organizations
at the Fourth World Conference on Women (FWCW) to be held in
Beijing, China, from Septemnber 6-12. We are seeking to obtain a
commitment by the Chinese government that it will allow the entry
and distribution onsite, that is, on the Conference and NGO Forum
grounds, of Conference-related materials which may have specific or
implied references to religion or religious values.
These
guarantees would include the freedom to express those views whether
in workshops, meetings, press conferences, discussion groups, or
any other places directly related to the Conference.
As President of an international organization dedicated to the
defense of religious liberty and the sanctity of human life, I am
especially concerned about the security and freedom of expression
of delegates who will represent a pro-life perspective based on
religious doctrine and conviction.
Recent statements by Chinese authorities and the United States
Department of State seem to imply that China will not allow the
entry of religious materials during the celebration of the FWCW.
I believe this would be a violation not only of basic human rights
,but also of the liberty of participants at this world event, which
by its very nature requires the expression of a wide range of ideas
with-political, religious, cultural, and national distinctions. In
fact, a substantial number of governmental and non-governmental
delegates to the Conference cannot disassociate such important
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issues as the empowerment of women, the family structure, humanlife
issues, parental right3, and children's rights from a religious
foundation.
The recent impriscziient of human rights activist and American
citizen Harry Wu by Chinese authorities only adds to our concerns
for the security and freedom of e:x-ression of delegates to the
Conference.
We trust that your administration will be able to obtain this
commitment from the Chinese authori:.es and that American delegates
can count on the protection of the United States government.
i appreciate your concern and assistance in this matter.
Looking forward to hearing from you soon,

7

Sincerely yours,

John '..Whitehead
JWW: vc
cc:

Warren Christopher, Esq.
Secretary of State

remain,
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
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EnglanA

RUTHERFORD INSTITUTE ASKS CLINTON TO ENSURE RELIGIOUS
EXPRESSION IN CHINA
Charlottesville, Va., July 17--Due to recent statements which imply that China may censor
religious materials at the upcoming Fourth Wodd Conference on Women (FWCW), John
W. Whitehead, President of The Rutherford Institute, wrote President Clinton today and
asked him to secure specific guarantees from the government of China.
The Rutherford Institute is seeking to obtain a commitment by the Chinese
government to allow the entry and distribution of materials related to the Conference
issues and which may have specific or implied references to religion or religious values.
Statements issued by both the Chinese government and the U.S. Department of State
have threatened religious expression, and the threat of censorship looms even larger in
light of the recent capture and imprisonment of human dghts activist and American citizen
Harry Wu.
aI believe that censorship of religious materials would be a violation of basic human
rights,' said Whitehead. 'And I am especially concerned about the security and freedom
of expression of delegates that will represent a pro-life perspective based on religious
doctrine and conviction.'
The Rutherford Institute is an international, nonprofit civil liberties organization
specializing in the defense of religious liberty. For more Information, please contact
Pedro Moreno at (804) 978-3888.
-30-
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National Council of the Churches of Christ in the USA
To: The House Sub-Committee on International Affairs
The Honorable Chris Smith, Chair
From: US Ecumenical Women's Network: Bei40ig and Beyond,
Coordinated by the National Council of Churches
Contact: Ann Smith and Kren Hessel, Convenors
212-870-2421

Fax: 212-870-22M5

July 17, 1995
The UN Fouith World Conference on Women is a once in a decade
gathering of governmental delegations and NGO's to focus on crucial
issues facing a majority of the planets people: Women and there
families. It is essential for the US to partcipate "y and contribute
constructively to these international dmcussions.
It would very inappropriate for the House of Representatives to
attempt to short circuit US plans to participate in this event and hold
the UN Women's Conference hostage to current tensions over US China relations. Major issues of concern regardng human dnhts in
China can and should be raised, but should not be used as an excuse
to boycott the Conference to the detriment of advancing the wellbeing of the world's women ard their familes..
We anticipate our US delegates wig have a significant platform to
raise important concerns in the context of this major world gathering
focusing on women. US concerns about China should be a matter of
bi-lateral communication rather than viewing the Conference as a
surrogate symbol of disapproval of actions of the Clhnese
government
This statement is communicated on behalf of hundreds of women
from major Protestant denominations and women of faith groups who
will be in Beijing for the NGO Forum and Fourth World Conference,
We have strong commitments to human nghts with four decades of
experience in UN Conferences.
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Wahington, D.C. 20002

PRESS STATEMENT

For Immediate publication
A

from: Office of UN/Intemational Affairs, Mia Adjali 212-682-3633
Office of Public Policy, Anna Rhee 202-488-5660
Office of Development Education & Action, Pamela Sparr 202-488-5660
We call upon Congress to support the active participation of the U.S. Government in
the United Nation's Fourth World Conference on Women to be hnld in Beijing, China.
The official policy of the United Methodist Church strongly suppors the United Nations;
international activities to improve the status of women, teens, and girls; and positive
diplomatic relations with the People's Republic of China. The Women's Division is the
national policy-making body for United Methodist Women, one of the largest women's
organizations in the U.S. with more than 1 million members. The Division is preparing
to attend the official and NGO conferences.
This conference offers women and men from around the world a rare and timely
opportunity to educate themselves and act upon the critical issues facing women today.
Nearly 40,000 are expected to take part. Political, economic, social and environmental
trends have contributed to deterioration in the status of many women around the world
since the last women's conference 10 years ago. International organizations and
governments now realize that women have the right and responsibility to be involved in
decision-making at all levels. Moreover, they now recognize that women's involvement
and the improvement of their status is key to making national and international
progress on many fronts - economic development, environmental sustainability, health
and nutrition for children and families, and litzsracy levels, among others. The United
States must continue to play a major role in the political process of this conference.
This is a conference on women. Withdrawing official US support for the conference
only hurts U.S. women - not China - because it denies U.S. women the vehicle for
helping shape international policy and their own destiny.
###U
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Church Positions on Abortion
in the

(Je~uwo.Inc.

United States of America

The following analysis describes in general terms the denominational positions of Christian
church denominations in the United States that represent more than 248.000 members (0.1 % of the
general population).
This analysis is based on available policy statements, letters, and published material from each
dencmination. In some cases, the policies are vague and some intuitive evaluation was made based on
available information. In many cases, denominational statements are only guidelines, and individual
congregations and pastors can chart their own course on the abortion issue. For example, within all four
denominations with pro-abortion positions or leaning, the organizations of clergy and lay people
supporting a pro-life position are working to see changes in their respective denominations (Categories
Ill and IV.
Vimtally ill denominations believe that life begins at conception and that life is a gift from God.
The explanations used by pro-abortion denominations :o justify their abortion policies challenge basic
logic more often then not.
ro-L ifeo Permit no abortions, allow abortion only tq save the life of the mother, or oppose
I.
abortion on demand.
of MemLers (millons) PerceatofGeneral oolaio
Deointo
Assemblies of God
Catholic
Church of God (Cleveland, TN)
Church of the Nazarene
Free Will Baptsts
Lutheran Church-Missoun Synod
Southern Baptist Convention
Wisconsin Evangelial Luthen Synod
Wesleyan
Totals

1.28
53.38
.69
.89
.29
2.60
18.94
.42
.26

.9
21.5
.3
.4
.1
1.4
7.6
.1

78.75

32.8*

Permit abortions to save the life of the mother, in cases of rape
U1. Pro-Life With Exe, dos:
or incest or fetal deformity; but oppose abortion as a means of birth control.
D

# of Members (millions)

nadog

Ch. of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints
Int. Ch. of the Foursquare Gospel
Reformed Church in America
Total

of General

3.54
.25
._M

1.4

4.15

1.6*

&Sums may vary due to rounding off of individual percentages.

.

A
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I1. Morallh ORoSE Abortion on Demand:
Generally affirm sanctity of life but maintain
exceptions which permit abortion under a broader range of circumstances. Most also oppose
legislation to regulate abortion.
Denminati n

# oflMembers (millions)

Episcopal'
United Methodist
American Baptist Church USA'

IV. Pro-Abortion:

Percent of General Popuation

2.44
11.09
187

1.0
4.5
.8

15.40

6.3"

Permit abortion as a means of birth control, oppose laws against abortion

or support abortion on demand.
Denomination

I of Members (milllions)

Christian Churches (Disciples of Christ)
Evangelical Lutheran Church in America"
Presbyterian Church USA
United Church of Christ
Total

Perce

of General

1.03
5.22
3.55
.9

.4
2.1
1.4
A

11.79

4.70

V. Position Not Defined: Consists of autonomous congregations who do not have a denominational
structure which determines positions on public policy issues. The vast majority of these congregations
have a biblically based theology and oppose abortion on demand and permit exceptions only in the most
tragic hard cases.

nominatn

.

African Methodist Epis. Zion Ch.
Black Baptist
Christian Chs. & Chs. of Chrise
Churches of Christ
Independent Charismatic Cbs.
Independent Non-Charismatic Chs.
Total

of Members
1.14
8.74
1.04
1.68
.79

L
14.60

fmtiagons
.5
3.5
.4
.7
.3
.5

l Pog,

5.90

VI. Sump&aym
*

Fifty-five percent of the general population of the United States claim a religious affiliation.

* Thirteen major denominations in the United States with memberships over 248,000 (0.1 %)either
oppose all abortions or allow for thm only in the "hard cases - - life of mother, rape or incest
and fetal deformity. These denominations represent a total of 82.9 million members which is
33% of the general population (60% of those claiming religious affiliation).
*

Only four denominations with memberships over 0.1% percent have policies that are clearly proabortion. They have a total membership of 11.75 million which is 4.7% of the general
population.

*

An additional number of smaller denominations (membership less then 248,000) were surveyed
by CARENET but were not included in this analysis. The vast majority were either pro-life or
pro-life with hard case exceptions (Catagories 7 & 1).
3
(O,./. ,)
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Frootnotes

1. The 1988 statement of the general convention significantly changed the pro-abortion resolution of 1976, 1979
and 1982. For the firs time a church resolution stated that abortion used as a means of bth control, family
planning. sex selection, or * reason of mere convenience" is "emphatically" opposed.

2. The United Methodist Churcb. which previously held a strong pro-abortion stance, adopted a revised position
on abortion in 1988 wbh is somewhat more pro-life (with exceptions), but is clearly ambiguous. Relevant
staemeniu from the BokfDiine state:
The beinning of life and the ending of life ar the God-given boundaries of human
existence .... Our belief in the sanwiy of unborn human life makes us reluctant to approve
abortion. But we ae equally bound to respect the sacredness of the life and wed bein of the
mother, for wbom devastazing damage may rsult from an usaccepuble prepancy. In continuity
with pa Christian teachin . we recognize u1gic coaflicts of life with life that may justify
abortion. and in such cases support the legal option of aborton under proper medical procedures.
We cannot affrm abortion asanaccepuble mea of birth control and we unconditionally reject
it asa means of gender selection.
The United Metodist sti provide office space to Reproductive Choice (Formerly Religious Coalition for
Abortion Rights). This policy hasbeen seriously challenged by pro-life leaden within the denommation at the
General Coaference.
In a 1988 resolution. the general board of America Baptist Churhes acknowledged that life is a 'sacred
3.
and graious gift of God.' Abortion u opposed oumght as a "means of avoiding responsibdiry for coocepion, as
a primary means of birth control without regard to the far-recin$ consequences of the act."

4.

In an eleven pe states in 1991. the ELCA stated that,
'Huma beings, created in God's image as male and female (Genesis 1:27-28) are persons of intrinsic
value and dignity." The docume also states that. 'Abortion ought to be an op on only of [ast resort."
It condn. "T1eposition of the church is that, in c4a where the life of the mother is thremaened. where
the premmy results from rape or inc., or where the embryo or fetus has lethal abnormalities
incompnble with life, abortion prior to viabdity should not be prohibitied by law ...On the ote hand this
church support lesLation that prohibits abortion that is performed after the feru is determined to be
viable. except when the mother's life is thr.ened or when lethal abnormalities indicue the prospective
newborn will die very soon.

5.

Ina recent survey of approximaely 5,000 ministers. 94%,opposed the following statement:
'A women should be allowed to have an abortion for whatever reasonshe may have.'

4

22-374 - 96 - 9
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Pimae note. portdoof of hus leuer are not suitablefor chidrL
August 1995
Dear Friends.
I wa.nt to talk to you this month about what could be the most important topic I've addressed in many
years. Tus matter has profound implicati-xs for the institution of the family and for what we have
called "the defense of righteousness" yet it will not be covered adequately by the secular press. Thus.
I'm asking that you give particular attention to the words that follow, even if you don't often read my
written commernts. The events about to unfold on the ,ord scene are almost beyond comprehension.
From Aug. 30 to Sept. 15, 1995, delegates from more than 170 sovereign nations will attend the
United Nalions Fourth World Confcrenx on Women in Beijing, China. It will represent the most
radical, atheistic and anti-family crusade in the history of the world, and your own government is
pulling the strings and supporting a disprportionate share of the costs. The extremists who are preparing for and prmxoting dis conference ame a million miles outside the American mainstream, and
yet they will be speaking in Beijing with the authority of the United States government. The more I
learn about what these radical feminists want to impose on the human family, the more appalled I am
that so few churches, Christian magazines and religious radio stations have chosen to alert our citizens
to the implicit danger. It is a mystery, in famt how such enormous threats to our spiritual and cultural
heritage cot,ld have slithexe into our midst without due notice or alarm.
Make no mistake about it: most of what Christianity stands for will be challenged during this atheistic
conference. Every good and perfect gift from the hand of the Creator will be mocked and vilified by
many of its delegates. That is their agenda. That is their program. And if they have their way, the
family as it has been known since antiquity will cease to exist. Let me try to spell out what is about
to occur on the other side of the globe.
Ftr, consider where this international event will be held. No country on earth has abused and
oppressed more women than China, with its forced abortion policy and its "one child per family"
law. This is a nation that monitors menstrual cycles so it can identify young women with unapproved
pregnancies and drag them into medical clinics to have their babies killed. It is also a country that has
murdered tens of millions of female infants. So effective has been its bias against the feminine gender
that the sex-ratio in large regions of China favors males by 64 percent.' What irony, then, that the
people who have annihilated thcir little girls will host aconference on the betternent of women. What
breathtaking wickedness! And to their sharr, President Bill Clinton and his Fust Lady, Hillary, have
committed the resource of the United States government to this travesty. Indeed, at the timne of this
wiUng, Hillary was the likely chairpersko to lead the American delegation to China!
Sending a delegation to China should be unthinkable for two ote reasons. First, Sen. Jesse Helms,
chainr3n of the U.S. Senate FRign Relations Committee, held hearings in May to investigate a
deeply distwbing practice occunring inside China. A half-dozen witnesses testified that the Chinese
government is satisfying its need for hard cash by executing young prisoners and then "harvesting"
their organs while their bodies are still warm. Sue Uoyd-Roberts, a BBC reporter,and Harry Wu, who
spent 19 years in China's forced labor camp showed the senators ashocking videotape of the actual
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executions. (I also saw a similar videotape %hile in Scotland three Ncars ago.) St ding nearby were surgical
vans and medical teams waiting to cannibalize the bodies just moments after death. The organs thus extracted
are sold at black-market prices to Westerners desperate for kidneys, heart,, Iiers,. comeas, etc. Who knows
how this lucrative market for body parts has influenced China's inclination to kill young men and women
accused of various minor offenses? Even without this financial ,ncenti e. priAner\ have been executed
historically for simply disagreeing with their goernment. Mr. Wu reported that he ,itnessed such an
execution of a fellow inmate in 1970 wvho had merely written "i)o%n A,ith Chainman Mao" on a cigarette
pack.' (Late information: In early May, Wu was arrested in Nerthern China and charged sith espionage and
high treason. If convicted. he will be sentenced to death.)'
If that isn't enough to turn one's stomach, consider this: According to World (,Awhich also reported the practice
described above), human fetuses have begun to appear on menus of Chinese restaurants as a delicacy and
health tonic. This account was cited:
'To investigate widespread rumors that unborn human beings were being sought and eaten to improve
complexions and promote general well-being, an ELorenr Erpn'ss reporter on March I entered the
stale-run Shenihen Health Center for Women and Children and requested a fetus for a feigned illness.
A fende doctor told the reporter the department had run out of fetuses, but to come back.
'The next day, according to the paper, the rexrtei returned at lunch time. The doctor eventually
emerged from the operating theater holding a fist-siued glass bottle stuffed with thumb-sized fetuses.
She said, 'There are 10 fetuses here, all abored this nming. You can take them. We are a state
hospital and don't charge anything. Normally we doctors take them home to eat---all free. Since
you &'t look well, you can take them.""'
It is incredible that the Clinton administration has not only approved U.S. support for a conference on women's
rights in such a country, but it has also granted "most favored nation" trade status to it as well. According to the
President. there is no connection between China's abuse of human rights and our economic policies. All that
matters, apparently, is that we profit financially from the relationship.
Since the issue of whether or not to go to China is no longer debatable, we mu,,t ask what the conference
otrganizers hope to accomplish while they are there'? What is their agenda'? What can we anticipate during
those 17 fateful days'? To answer these questions, we should look first at who is representing us. The official
U.N. document which will be promoted in Beijing was written by a virtual who's who of radical feminists.
Chief among them is that veteran sexist warrior, Bella Abzug. Abzug headed the infamous International
hich \,as designed to destroy the family back in 1977. We can thank
Women's Conference in Houston %%
President Jimmy Carter and his wife, Rosalyn, for turning that government-sponsored event over to the likes
of Abiug, Gloria Steir-m. Jane Fonda and Betty Friedan. Watching them on television as they ripped into
everything I believed actually motivated rme to join the pro-family movement. When President Caner announced his follow-up White House Conferences on the Family two years later, I said to myself, "Not this
time, sir. Not this time!" So %,hata surprise, 18 years later, to see many of the same revolutionaries making
even mxre outrageous plans for the family.
Abzug is a strange choice to be in charge of anything these days. The Was/hington Times referred to her as
"a fixture in old left activism.'" She was an as id supporter of Soviet dictator Josef Stalin during her days at
Hunter College, and she led rallies for the Viet Cong during the Vietnam War.' Referring to the election of Bill
Clinton in 1992, she said, "God forbid, or Goddess forbid, (that) he should lose."' She resigned as a congresswoman to run for the U.S. Senate, and lost.' She ran for mayor of New York City and finished third in a
primary race." Then she ran again for Congress and lost." Her views are so far off base even the liberal media
often ignore them. Nevertheless, this woman, a radical to the core wrio rce1 'rsenLs only her leftist cohorts, has
become our official spokesperson on morals and the family. She has told us what kind of person she is.
Writing in her book, Be/la, she said, "I've been described as a tough and noisy person, a prize fighter. a
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man hater, you name it. There are those who say I'm impatient. impetuou,,, uppity, rude. propane. bra,,h and
overbearing. Whether I'm any of these things, or all of them. yoi can t'ecide for yourlf.... I hav decided
for myself, but it makes no difference. Abzug will sxn be ofn to China to kreck the fail. and reconstruct
human relationships throughout the world.
Let me share a portion of what Abzug and her cronies at the United Nations hov to sell to--or impose onother countries. (Note: Most of the cornices that folkm'ar also taught in uni.er-sity "%vomen's study programs:
which would shock the parents who are struggling to give their sons and daughters a good edition.")
At the heart of the draft document is enormous hostility to the insttution of the family. Marge is sen as
the rot of all evil for kon-n and hiice. it will be largely ignxd in the deliberations. Eseryhing related
to traditional male and female relationships is despised. Men are seen a.oppressors and explore whom
women should regard as lifelong enemies. The family is also blamed for most of the viole c soffkred by
women and girls. Nowhere is it acknowledged that mexn and wonen should be partners in the proNreation.
care and nurturing of children. Clearly, the age-old insttution of the family is in for hard times in China."

2. Of great significance to the framenrs of the confferene is a conxcept knowY-n as "gender feminism." Ph eiw
reml carefidl.; nuw; because this isthe btaisfi)r the Beijing confercrwe. What is being proposed is a ie
way of looking at human sexuality. The notion that babies come into the world as male or female bae I
on the size and shape of their genitalia is anathema. Sexual identification, they say, is sonthing soviet)
imposes on children and then expects them to play out in their behavior ever after. One feminist %%
ritcr
expressed it like this. "Although nany people think that men and women are the natural expression of a
genetic blueprint, gender is a product of human thought and culture, a social construction that creates, the
'true nature' of all individuals.""
In other words, the only biological differences between men and women are relatively insignificant.
external features. Therefore, if we prect children from social and religious conditioning, people %,ill be
free to move into and out of existing genders and gender roles according to their preferences. Taking that
concept to its illogical conclusion, the radicals want to dissolve the traditional roles of mothers and
fathers. They also hope to eliminate such terms as wife, husbwtd, son,daughter sister bother numho(,
wonunhotd, masculine and feminine. Tlhee references to sexual identity are being replaced v,ith genderneutral terms, such as iarent, spoute, child and sibling. The ultimate goal of those %ho drafted the
document, although the) tried to hide it, is a plan to get rid of traditional sexuality in order to destro)
patriarchy. Men can't have male privileges if we den), the existence of males and females.'" This political
objective is called "the deconstruction of gender."
After maleness and femalcness have been disenfranchised, everything related to sex %killchange. All
household responsibilities will he divided 5W.50 by gosemnntal dcree. lEvery business "ill he.gocned
by strict 5(V50 quotas The military will also be apportiore equally between mnr and women, including
ground combat assignments and any future selection of draftees. Then will be absolutely no dillerence%
tolerated between the sexes. In short, the distinction between ma.sculinity and femininity will utterly
disappear from the cultures of the word.'
There is a thorny little problem with this unisexual view of mnkind, of course. It contrdicts Genesis 1:27.
which reads: "So God created man in Itis own image; in the image of GOd he created him n.e and feniale
he created them:' It also ignores,; the wonts of Jesu., wtx said haven'tt you read that at the beginning the
Creator made them nde and female...' T
1
e said, "For this reason a nian will leave his father and
mother and be united to his wife, and the two will become one flesh" (Matthew 19:4-5).
In this instance and so many others, the draft docunnt to be promoted in Beijing is utterly disdainful of
the King of kings and ,ord of lords. But before casting Him aside as irrelevant, our delegates should take
a look at the Scripture that warns, "Do not be deceived; God cannot be mocked" (Galatians 6:7).
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3. The primary objective in Beijing will be the same a,a sinlar e.ent held last
)car in Cairo. Egypt.
That conference was designed to promote safe-scx ideology. condom usage and "reproductive rights."
(i.e.. free and unrestricted access to abortion) in eser% nation ol the %sorld.That wsas another scary,
time for the family. It looked as though the Clinton administration and the radical feminists ould
spread their revolutionary ideas around the %korld. Indeed, there %%as %erylittle opposition to them.
Leaders of most evangelical denominations sat on the sideline,. 6,(X) miles a%ay, and ignored the
storm clouds gathering in Cairo. Thanks almost entireIl to the opposition of Pope John Paul II and
many other Roman Catholic leaders, the goals of the radicals %%erenot achieved. Rather than gis ing
up. however, they simply regrouped and began preparing for a final putsch in Beijing.
In coercing reluctant countries to adopt feminist ideas about abortion and safe-sex ideology, a carrotand-stick approach will be used. United States aid programs for underdeveloped nations will be linked
to the willingness of foreign governments to implement these "population control" measures. Those
that balk, including predominately Islamic and Catholic nations., %ill be threatened with reduced
foreign aid. This coercion is deeply resented in many areas of the world where people per.:eive the
United States as the 8(X-pound gorilla thro%s ing its wAeight around. They also complain that they can't
get help in developing clean water supplies and medical support, but they can get condoms by the
millions-whether they want them or not." Indeed, President Clinton has requested $635 million in
the 1996 budget for international population control and another $400 million at home!" And that's
your tax money they're using to kill babies and give condoms to kids.
By the way, President Clinton recently repeated his campaign statement that "abortion should be safe.
legal and rare." How can he utter those farcical words at the very moment he is involved to his eyeteeth
in the promotion of abortion in every nation on earth?
4.

Homosexual and lesbian rights are central to the philosophy driving the conference. The Lesbian Caucus
played a prominent role during meetings of the "preparation committee" at the United Nations. The Gay
and Lesbian Human Rights Commission also issued a declaration which reads, in part "We. the undersigned, call upon the Member States to recognize the right to detennine one's sexual identity; the right
to control one's own body. particularly in establishing intimate relationships; and the right to choose if,
when, and with whom to bear or raise children as fundamental components of all human rights of all
women regardless of sexual orientation.""
Relating again to "the deconstruction of gender" described above, the goal is to give members of the
human family five genders from which to choose instead of two. When freed from traditional biases, a
person can decide %s
whether to be male, female, honKsexual, lesbian, or transgendered. Some may want
to try all five in time. Homosexuality is considered the moral equivalent of heterosexuality.3 ' For women.
however, the prefened love relationship is lesbian in nature. In that way male oppre: .,iveness can be
negated. Artificial insemination is the ideal method of producing a pregnancy, and a lesbian partner
should have the same parenting rights accorded historically to biological fathers.:'

5.

Finally (and there is much no-re I can't coer in this letter). the official draft docUnent is extremely hostile
to religion--especially that which gender feminists have demonized as "fundamentalists." By fundar entalists, they refer to Catholics. Evangelicals. Orthodox Christians, Orthodox Jews. Muslims. and an) other
persons whose religious views contradict feminist dogma. Nothing. they say. has done more to oporess
women or limit their aspirations than these patriarchal religious beliefs and teachings. Unbelievably, the
people who are representing our great nation in Beijing are openly antagonistic to what most of you and
I believe with all our heats.::

Now, some of my readers might ask, "So %s
hat'? Why does itmatter if a group of radical feminists assemble in
faraway China to discuss their kooky id-as? What hann can the), doT.'The danger associated with the conference
is linked to the unprecedented influence of the United States in world politics. Remember that 170 nations will
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be represented there. Imagine the danage that can hedon around the gki if the ,n.dibii ol toN, vo,,k-dful
country. with all its resourt-es and povr, is used to undermine the Iuiily. prtmxOc aboiiion, teAch Imi -.
W behavior to teenagers, incite anger and coripectition betwm-n imen and vomn. ad1ocatelesbimu a homoex-u
V C
behavior, and vilify those with .i-nere religku faith. This isSatan', trmp carld0t IhLie esr s.,en it.
Remember. too, that people from underdhevelopxl nation, don't understamdia, the Cliinton adminitration
does not represent the majority of the American people on these radical positions. 1h)
See MAeliliC
Albright, our representative to the United Nations, TInmothy Winh. mr a,,s tant sevrctmr) of ,tale.
\ice
President Al Gore, and perhaps the First Lady herself leading the parade to Beijing. What is the intemationad
community to assume but that the most powerful an respected nation on earth ha, endor,ed a ncv" undd.standing of human relationships. Furthermore, they will quickly r,.-%:ognate that foreign aid is dependent upon
going along with the politically cotmt program.

%%
ill

Knovledgable conservative w writers are beginning to recogni/e the s ope of the threat at our door. One of
them. Dale O'Leary. has studied gender feminist ideology extensively. She %N
rote the follo%ivng:
To the average fpron the Gender Feminist agenda appears as pure nonsense. Ilow could anyone
sincerely believe that society could do away with family. ilmpose: SVI.50 quotas on all a'ti%itie,,
eliminate motherotwxx, and institute polynxrpous perversity? Fie )cars ago people laughed at the
suggestion, but those who) have been cxlxred to the influence of the Gonder Feminist agenda aren't
laughing anymore.
Many mothers, M o sent their lovely daughters off to college to prepax|rc
for careers. are ,ceping.
because their daughters have come home with lesbian lovers. An April 26, 1995. article entitled.
'Dating Game Today Breaks Thditional Gendkr Role.' which appeared in the Mdl Sirrn-e Jinud
reported on a growing number of young women coming out of U.S. universities where they hase been
indoctrinated in women's stu".s programs whoar engaging in sexual relations %%
ith %.omn an'd
men. Included is a report on Ms. Anji Dickson who can't decide whether to marry' her tx) Inend or
gro%% old ,,ith a woman.
ith both
. . . in Nis. l)ickson's generation young v"on,'n openly ent -r into intimate relationships %%
genders that are more than just experimnts. They resist being descnhed as straight or gay--or csen
bisexual. %khichsoM, think suggests prtmiscuity and one-night stands, Instead. ties"u se ,%ord like
'fluid' and 'omniexual.'
Th1e deconstiction o1"
gender is mainstream Amn'rica. ManN U.S.tele\ ision series ha\e irn.eluded
episode promoting the Gender Feminist agenda, homosexuality and choosing one*s o\, n sem' al
identity. Phe.e include the popular Roseanne.' 'Nothcm l-\xpoure," Star Trek: the Next Generation
and 'Star Trek: IDeep Space Nine.' The message that sexual identity can be deconstructed and the
vocations of Manhood and woianxxdi are inohing but sxially constructed gender RlC can be'
found in children's bxks and on the popular children's tele\ ision .Ancs 'Sesme Street.'
Unfoiunately. there has been no effective voice to challenge the gcrkr feminists within academia or
enterlainm'nt industry and the U.S. unisersitles.
within the mainstrean nk'dia. The power of the U .S.
not only at home but around the \korld, mans that the nonsense of Gender IF'eminism I) sX)
become an international tragedy."
to derail this gender feminism ju.genmutr' 1\%ould tjake
Well, the obvious question to ask is, "What can we dto
four suggestions vhhich I sincerely hope my re.-rs will implement.
ill be on the front lines in
First. pray diligently about this conference. Pray e~pcially lor our stall iemberN ho \%
Beijing. By great effort and patience, lo:us on the Fanily has obtained apprmal from the United Nations to
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attend the conference as what they call a "Non-Governmental Organizaion"-an NGO. That perniLts us to
send five colleagues (two men and three women) as our reprvs-entatives. They will not be voting delegates.
of course. That honor is reserved for people who will support the outrageous party line, such as the Ms.
Foundation, which is sponsoring 120 delegates.' But our team will be able to get the inside story and file
reports which we will air on our broadcast and on "Family News in Focus:' We know from the Cairo
Conference that the few conservatives who are in Beijing will be unoer considerable pressure and harassment. They need your prayerful support as they attempt to function in such a hostile atmosphere.
Second, I implore you to contact your representatives in Congress. Call or write your two senators and your
district congressman. Tell them you are extremely di! ,!eased with the use of federal money to support such a
radical, anti-family agenda. Ask them to help defund the programs that ensue from it. Especially, tell them to
stop giving nearly one billion dollars per year to Planned Parenthood and similar organizations for use at home
and abroad. Killing babies and promoting the lie of "safe-sex" is no business for Americans to be supporting!
Third, I hope you will use the alternative media aggressively in coming days. Call local talk shows. Call
national talk shows. Call your Christian radio station. Write letters to the editors of your hometown newspaper. Write to secular and Christian magazines. Inform your pastor and ask him to mobilize your church.
Post messages on computer bulletin boards. Let your voices be heard. Turn out in force at rallies sponsored
by those who are seeking the presidency. Ask the candidates where they stand on the moral issues-abortion,
homosexuality, safe-sex ideology, radical feminism and the family. Press them to give you straight answers
about what they will do with the moral concerns if elected (or re-elected) in 1996.
Fourth, remember that tizis assault on traditional values originated with Bill and Hillary Clintcn, who adopted
and promoted the feminist and homosexual agendas from the third day of the Clinton admhnistvjon. The
President forced the military to accept homosexuals and lesbians; he appointed the most radical rwople-such
as Joycelyn Elders and Roberta Achtenberg--to key government positions; he permitted abortion in military
hospitals; he authorized fetal tissue experimentation, and so on. These executive decisions have been widely
reported.
Let me tell you about a less publicized outrage which also concerns another abuse of women's rights. In
May 1993, 180 Chinese women boarded a ship, the Golden Venture, which was secretly bound for the United
States. It arrived and ran aground in New York Harbor on June 6, 1993.1 These women had made the long
and perilous journey to our shores to escape forced abortion in their homeland. They requested asylum as
permitted by an existing U.S. immigration policy which granted shelter to those who had fled from forced
abortions, forced sterilization, or other forms of persecutiu,, associated with coercive population-control programs. These 180 frightened women clearly met the proviso ns of this long-standing policy, but the Clinton
administration was unsympathetic to their plight. After all. uie President favors population control efforts
around the world, and he had no intention of harboring refugees from its oppression. Thus, he reversed our
immigration policy in August 1994 and placed the women in various prisons and jails around the country.'
They remain there to this day, except for 15, who were scheduled on June 23, 1995, to be granted temporary
asylum in Quito, Ecuador. Presumably, the remaining women will soon be returned to China where they will
face an angry and embarrassed government. (A late development: Our State Department has denied, at least
temporarily, permission for the 15 Chinese women to be sent to Ecuador!" And... the Immigration and
Naturalization Service has just torpedoed Rep. Chris Smith's (R-N.J.) efforts to invite the Chinese women
"
to testify at Congressional hearings. How do you spell C-O-V-E-R U-P?.)
The civil rights organization Voice for Life recently issued the following statement about the immigrants:
"While all the Chinese refugees had hoped to live in freedom in the United States, they are all exhausted
from their extended period of incarceration, and they are tired of being treated like criminals."'
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125 me see, now--wha are the words engraved on he Statue o(library stashing a skit distance from here
the GoJ~n I4,nwr ran aground? Don't they say. "Give me your tued, your px",yt- huMled nesses meaning
to breathe free . .'?
Ths travesty reminds me o(the Iar contingent of despert Jcws who sae a-xay fromrNazi Germany
in 1939. only to be denied immigration in the United States. No country would accept
them. and they 'ere
eventually shipped back to Gemany to fare Hitler's gas chambers. It was one of the most shameful acts
in
U.S. history. The rejection and inearceaion of 180 Chinese women today is ilmost as reprehensible. But...
support for world population control is the official p-bcy of this adminisu- on. and it has no s)ympathy for
those vho flee from it!
So onward to Beijing we go!
A footnote to the sordid story related aev: Can we forg that in 1993. just before the immigration policy
was changed to exclude those fleeing forced abortion, the Clinton administration fought hard for HIV-infocted
patients to be granted admitance to this country. Congress overuled the President by an overwhebning sote. I
guess it comes down to this: Contagious IV patients: "Yes." Oppressed Chinese mothers: "No way!"
Despite the disurrig news I have shared, I hope you won't get discouraged. This band of left-wsing radicals
that is heading up our delegation to Beijing does not represent the great American people. The insanity of their
agenda is not on the ascent-it's on its way out. Our country is becoming increasingly conservative. not more
liberal Inde-ed, the conference in China may represent the twiligh of an outrageous idea that has run its course
at home. if we can just keep the ultra-hberals from exporting their failed policies around the world, there may
be light at the end of the tunnl.
Before resorting to panic, therefore, we must ren-eber Whom we are working for' I was reminded of that
good ne, s,
after a church service Shidey and I attended last Sunday. A man I didn't know came up and shook
m) hand. Without even introducing himself he said,1 just attended a reunion of my family, and so many of
m) relatives said they were praying for you." With that, he began to cry and %,alkedaway. I was os e hc
rtv
to realize that ths man and his family had been on their knees, asking the lord to bless and pritect me and
this ministry. I know there are thou wands of other wonderful folks who are holding us up in prayer day after
day. That is Ahat keeps us going in these times.
In con,. lusion, let me remind you that it is expemsiv to send a dekgation to China and to support all that
Foxus on the Farmuly is combined to doing. We rced you help to get the job done. And we'd lke to hear
from you v.hen time permits.
God's chest blessings to you all.
Sincerel).

PhD.
Jms C. Dobson.
sident
.S.For the benefit of the skeptical, let me assure you thai every word in this letter has been carefully
documented. Nothing has been exaggerated or overstated. A quick examination of the official
U.N, draft document will confirm the mess our government has created.
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POSITION REPORT
Dr. Beverly LaHa)v, Preiiden

THE ROAD TO BEIJING:
THE U.N. FOURTH WORLD CONFERENCE ON WOMEN

The United Nations will hold the Fourth World Conference on Women in Beijing,
China, September 4-15, 1995. This conference is designed to build up3n the work of
previous conferences, and is coordinated by the U.S. State Department Office of the Global
Secretariat, created by Tim Wirth.
The goals of ,ne Fourth World Conference on Women are "Equality, Development,
and Peace." The framework is the Nairobi Forward-Looking Strategies for the Advancement of
Women. This is the platform document from the last world conference on women, which
was held in Nairobi, Kenya, in 1985.
INTRODUCTION TO THE FOURTH WORLD CONFERENCE ON WOMEN
National Delegations
Two groups of people will attend the Fourth World Conference on Women. The first
group consists of official national delegates - individuals who have the authority to draft
and vote on language for the platform document. The second group consists of nongovernmental organization (NGO) representatives. The Secretariat of the United Nations
grants accreditation to NGOs, allowing them to observe the proceedings. Although NGOs
cannot vote, NGOs have a great influence upon the platform process, often writing major
sections of the platform document.
Platform Document
Each United Nations conference produces a "platform document" that outlines the
goals of the conference, lists actions that should be taken by the United Nations, national
governments and private organizations, and describes ways to implement these goals into
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the public and private Lives of all citizens. Thc Aiual platform docu,,tent is a statement,
which declares that every nation in attendance agrees that the contents of the platform
reflect the desires and views of the people in their country.
For that reason, any and all words that appear in each platform document are
extremely important. It will form the basis for future documents. Language may always be
added in the future, but rarely is it taken out. Once incorporated into one document, words
and phrases attain a new level of prominence and permanence.
For example, the platform document for the Population Conference (held in Cairo,
Egypt in September, 1994) originally affirmed a right to abortion as part of reproductive
services. That language was moderated during the conference. This move caused a furor
among abortion propov.&.its because they knew that once such language appeared in one
document, it would forever remain in future documents.
The U.S. Delegation
Hillary Rodham Clinton will serve as honorary chair of the United States delegation,
and Ambassador Madeleine Albnght, U.S. representative to the U.N., will act as the
working chairman. Three types of official voting delegates will attend. The first group
includes agency employees from the Departments of State, Labor and Education, and the
Environmental Protection Agency. The second group will consist of four to five NGO
representatives, called "Public Member Delegates," who will be paid for by our tax dollars.
Finally, a number of "Private Sector Advisors' will attend who are actually NGO
representatives who pay their own way. The White House and the State Department will
subjectively choose the NGOs who are to serve as official U.S. delegates. These delegates
will represent the United States and have the authority to draft language and vote on the
platform document.
NGO Attendees
Fourteen hundred NGOs from around the world were granted accreditation to attend
,he Fourth World Conference on Women. Unfortunately, 490 NGOs were turned down
Concerned Women for America, for example, was initially denied accreditation, despite
that fact that it is the largest politically active women's organization in the United States
and represents over 600,000 men and women in the U.S. and abroad. Strangely enough,
tile United Nations charged that it excluded CWA because we "lacked relvance to women's
.Ssues.'
It certainly appears that the United Nations sifted out applicants for NGO
accreditation to elin-iiiate those who do not support specific feminist aims, such as the
.atification of the Convention on :he Elimination ofAll Forms or Dicrimination Against Women
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(CEDAW).'
CONTENT OF THE PLATFORM 2
Terms of the Debate
"Equality, Development and Peace" are the three themes oi the Fourth World
Conference on Women. Since the platform's mission statement defined the platform as an
"Agenda for Equality," it is important to understand the definitions ef key words that
appear in the platform.
National delegates have already drafted most of the language for the Fourth World
Conference on Women at three PrepComs (preparatory committees), the most recent of
which was held in New York City in March, 1995. PrepComs are the meetings where
platform documents are actually hammered out and written. They always proceed a U.N.
conference, so that the document will be almost final when it reaches the official conference.
Each nation has one vote, and any nation can, regardless of their size, "bracket" a word in
the platform document. Any bracketed word or sentence is not final, and so may be
discussed and voted on at a later time.
There was a great deal of confusion at the March PrepCom regarding the definition
of certain terms. For example, the delegate from Honduras was dissatisfied with the lack of
definition given to the word "gender," so she asked that it be bracketed. The feminists were
furious because this posed a threat to their gender agenda.
Just what is the gender agenda of the United Nations? A statement issued by the
U.N. Secretary General, during the March PrepCrm, gives some insight. "Gender," said the
statement, "is...a relative concept. These roles can vary with time and circumstance.
There are societies where the roles are reversed. The roles played by women and men
can change over time, in response to wider changes... because the roles change, gender is
relative." In fact, in PrepC(om workshops there had been discussion about the five genders.
'Gender feminists" consider male and female as the "radical extremes," with homosexuals,
bisexuals and transsexuals in the moderatep middle." It is these same gender feminists who
dominate the delegations from the large developed nations.

1 CEDAW (Conwntion on the Elinaction o AllForms of Oiscrmminaton Against Women) is the U.N.
Women's treaty. It was signed for the United, States by President Carter in 1980, and resided in tho Senate
Foreign Relations Comuttee until Octcber. '994. At that time the treaty was passed out of committee
with only four senators opposed, but it was not brought to the Senate tloor fora vote and so returned to
committee. CEDAW is the legal instrument used to implement the goals of the platform documents
developed by United Nations women's conferences.
2

All referrences are to the April 17, 1995 draft of 'he platform for action.
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Regarding the definition of "equality," the Secretariat's statement said: "What is
certain is that equity is a relative concept. It can change according to circumstances,
criterion, or application." This is important because it demonstrates that the entire platform
document is built upon the idea that justice is a relative concept and cannot be absolute.
,Mission Statment
The April 17, 1995 draft of the platform document begins with a Mission Statement
(pp. 2-3) that describes the platform as an "agenda for women's empowerment." It "requires
immediate action," and says that "the success of this Platform for Action will require...the
establishment or strengthening of mechanisms at all levels for accountability to the world's
women." (Part I, sec. 5)
Global Framework
Next there is a section called the Global Framework (pp. 3-11) which candidly
asserts the economic, cultural, developmental and social goals of the platform. '"he Fourth
World Conference on Women should accelerate the process that formally began in
1975...[the] International Women's Year..." Since then, "Many governments have enacted
legislation to promote equality between women and men and have established national
machineries to ensure the mainstreaming of gender perspectives in all spheres of society."
(Part 1H,
sec. 26)
Critical Areas of Concern
Part III of the section entitled Critical Areas of Concern (pp. 12-15) states that:
'Empowerment of women and equality [and equity] between women and men are
prerequisites for achieving political, social, economic, cultural and environmental security
among all peoples (section 34)." "All actors should focus action and resources on the
strategic objectives relating to the critical areas of concern,' says Part III, section 36, "...and
implement mechanisms of accountability for all these areas of concern."
Strategic Obiectives and Actions
The next section, Strategic Objectives and Actions (pp. 15-134), detail the strategic
objectives of the platform, and what actions should be taken by governments, international
institutions, private organizations, ind individuals to reach those objectives.
For example, the document demands "gender sensitivity training" at all levels of
education, and would force such training upon all government workers, individuals in legal
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and police professions, businesses and corporations. Of course, the content of "gender
sensitivity training" is uncertain, since the United Nations has defined "gender" so vaguely.
At best, it is inflammatory rhetoric that flies inthe face of the traditional concepts of family
and marriage. At worst, it would open the door for courts to interpret homosexual
behavior as a valid basis for civil rights dassLfication. Thus homosexuality, bisexuality or
transsexuality would be considered "valid lifestyles," immune from religious objections in
school curriculum, business training or hiring.
That is only the beginning. At the most recent PrepCom, one nation asked that the
word "mother" in the platform be changed to "caretaker," so "mother" was bracketed.
Another nation asked that "family' be changed to "household." In fact, most references to
"family" in the platform are in a negative context. For example, section 89 says: "In many
cases, violence against women and girls occurs in the family or within the home, where
violence is often tolerated." Such references and suggestions certainly reflect the view of
many national delegations, that family should not be considered a traditional societal
structure headed by a married man and woman. The platform's solution is for teachers and
educators to raise awareness about women's role in family and society, and for all
governments to ratify CEDAW.
The Strategic Objectives and Actions section of the platform document, coupled with
CEDAW, also lead nations down the road to changes in their own constitutions. If the
United States ratified CEDAW, a document like the Equal Rights Amendment would
become mandatory. Further "equality" would be reached through the "goal of parity" (sec.
134.c.). That means that the composition of political parties and government boards and
entities would have to be 50 percent women.3
Like "gender" and "equality," many other terms in this section are very vaguely
defined. For example, regarding the concept of women's "human rights," it seems that any
aim the authors hope to attain - abortion, gender-sensitive education, global condom
distribution, etc. - is suddenly classified as a human right. That flies in the face of the laws
that nations like the United States have already established to govern their people. We are
a sovereign nation. The United Nations does not, and never should have the authority to
demand that American atizens conform to any system of "human nghts' that is dearly out
ji line with established U.S. law.
'nstitutional and Financial Arrangements for Implementation
The final two sections of the draft platform for action are the Institutional
Arrangements for Implementation (pp. 134-147), which outlines the steps the word must

1 This is not as far-fetched as it might sound. The tateof iowa is he oniv state that currently has
;uch i law. It has been the source of much tension and trustratior. ,nthat late.
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take at all levels to implement the platform objectives, and the Financial Arrangements for
Implementation (pp. 147-150). This section discusses the provision of money to implement
the platform.
CONCLUSION
Why is the United States a party to something that does not represent of the views of
most Americans? While the Executive Branch would argue that sending a delegation to
Beijing is part of its authority to make treaties, the Senate is granted the authority to ratify
treaties. The United States' presence at Beijing and sanction of the conference will increase
pressure on the U.S. Senate to ratify CEDAW.
As for the platform document of the Fourth World Conference on Women, it
advocates the goals of radical feminism on a global scale. This was illustrated at the recent
New York City PrepCom in March, 1995, when former Congresswoman Bella Abzug spoke
as a representative of NGOs from the United States. She said, 'We will not be forced back
into the 'biology is destiny' concept that seeks to define, confine and reduce women and
girls to their physical sexual characteristics."
It is not surprising that bizarre and radical solutions have risen from a document that
is built upon a foundation of faulty ideas. Gender-sensitivity training and the
'empowerment of women" are not solutions to the problems that plague our society. There
is no reason why the United States should become a party to "solutions" - like condom
distribution, abortion rights and the abolition of traditional views of the family - that will
further, not stem, the tide of irresponsible behavior.
Concerned Women for America will be present at the Fourth Conference on Women
ko represent the millions of women whose traditional beliefs have been ignored thus far.
CWA's worldview starts with the framework of the traditional family, and our over 600,000
members here and abroad will not be silenced by the U.S. State Department or the United
Nations. We stand with families across the nation, and around the world, as advocates of
the values and beliefs that they hold dear.
June, 1995
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25 July 1995
STATEMENT BY HUMAN RIGHTS AND WOMFN'S ORGANIZATIONS CALLING ON
THE US TO WORK AT THE BEIJING CONFERENCE TO PROTECT WOMEN'S HUMAN
RIGlHTS
SUBMITTED BY ALICE M. MILLER, WOMEN IN Till" LAW PROJECT/ INTERNATIONAL
HUMAN RIGHTS LAW GROUP AND CIIARLOTTI E BUNCIl, CENTER FOR WOMEN'S
GLOBAL. LEADERSIIIP
HOUSE SUBCOMMI1TI.E ON INTERNATIONAL OPERATIONS AND HUMAN RIGHTS
We, the undersigned organizations working for the human rights of all persons, have been centrally
involved in ensuring attention to the human rights of women in preparations for the Fourth World
Conference on Women. In mronsc to the hearings held today by Rep. Chris Smith (R-NJ), chair of
the House Sub-Committce on International Opcratio s and luman Rights, we wish to emphasize the
following:
As human rights and women's organizations, we are working toward a Fourth World Conference on
Women in Beijing that contributes to the ability of all women around the world to enjoy all their human
rights -- civil, political, economic, cultural and social as guaranteed in the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights. We believe that it is critical at this time to keep the focus of international attention to
the human rights concerns of women around the world.
At the same time, we condemn the laws and practices of any government, including the People's
Republic of China, that violate basic human rights. Wc therefore call on the United Nations and all
participating government to resist any attempts by the host government to undermine essential freedoms
and rights in the name of national security or sovereignty before, during and after the Fourth World
Conference.
Furthermore, we call attention to the fact that this conference in Beijing is the only time in the last ten
years that the international community has committed its undivided attention to the obstacles facing
women around the world as they struggle for equality and a full role in the development of their
societies. The United Statei must send a delegation to the Fourth World Conference on Women that
is well equipped to play an essential role in advancing protections for women's human rights
This September. the international community -- including many groups and governments with proven
concerns for human rights in China -- will be in lBeijing. We call on the Clinton Administration and
all members of the US Congress to ,orrmmit the United States to take up the challenge of upholding and
moving forward the promises of prior world conferences for all people. The United States should not
be on the side of those who would use the Fourth World Conference as the opportunity to undercut
recent gains madc by women, but should be firmly on the side of supporting women in their worldwide
struggle toward equality.
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Written Testimony presented by Jill Sheffield and Maria Josk Alcalii
of Family Care International to the House International Human Rights Subconmittee
In reference to the Content of the Draft Platform for Action for
Conference on Women, July 31, 1995.

*

Fourth World

Introductory Statement:
Family Care International is dedicated to improving women's health care, and works nationally
and globally to help raise awareness, produce educational materials, and help develop
collaborative programs tailored towards enhancing women's health and rights with a special
focus on reproductive health. Family Care International is submitting this written testimony in
an effort to clarify some of the issues that have recently been examined regarding the draft
Platform for Action for the Fourth World Conference on Women, to be held in Beijing this
September, 1995.
It is through FCI's experience as an international NGO, and first-hand observer during the
preparatory sessions of the Commission on the Status of Women (CSW) held this past March
and April 1995, that the attempts by a minority group of delegations to undermine existing
international commitments to women's empowerment and rights at the FWCW negotiations call
for a strong leadership role by the US delegation at the Beijing Conference. The following are
some examples of how the content of the Draft Platform for Action is being misinterpreted or
amended to erode gains in women's empowerment and rights. Any additional references,
comments or assistance in analyzing text in brackets in the FWCW Draft is available upon
request.
1. The Human Rights of Women.
Throughout the Platform for Action, terms such as 'universal', 'universally recognized', and
'universally accepted' are being used to qualify 'human rights' by a small number of delegations
in an attempt to undermine the human rights of women. Given that these delegations are
opposing terms such as 'all human rights' (or simply 'human rights'), these clauses have raised
alarm among delegates and non-governmental legal experts alike on the intent and usage of these
terms. In the context of the Beijing negotiations, usage of the term 'universal human rights'
could imply receding international commitment to the rights of women. In addition, as there is
no consensus in international law on the definition of what rights are considered 'universal', use
of this term wculd exclude rights specific to women recently reaffirmed in major international
conferences - such as reproductive rights agreed to in the International Conference on Population
and Development, or women's rights as human rights, as affirmed in the Vienna World
Conference on Human Rights. The insistence of a very small number of delegations on using
these terms raises concerns about their interpretation and intent in usage of the term 'universal'
as a qualifier of human rights.

Family Care International/l
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2. The Concept of Gender.
Gender refers to the socially-constructed roles ascribed to males and females. Contrary to the
attempts of some groups, which are not recognized scholars on gender analysis, to undermine
this widely used concept, gender is an invaluable conceptual tool in developing and evaluating
policies and programmes aimed at improving women's status. The attached flyer (Understanding
'Gender) was developed based on the expert writings of scholars on the issue, from both North
and South, as well as on UN gender training materials. The examples of how the term 'gender'
is commonly used reflect the multiple references found in existing international agreements,
including in the Copenhagen Declaration and Programme of Action of the World Summit on
Social Development held in March and endorsed by participating Heads of State. Statements
asserting that there are 'five genders' are misguided, and there is no existing technically-sound
or technically credible literature available that would support these claims.
3. Motherhood.
The issue of motherhood is addressed in the Platform for Action, in the context in which it is
appropriate to emphasize women's role as mothers and to meet their special needs. For example,
'motherhood' is addressed in the education section to ensure mothers' continued education; in
the health section, to ensure breastfeeding support and maternal health care; and in the girl
section, to protect the rights and meet the special support needs of teenage mothers. All of these
are priority areas for action, both domestically and internationally, based on an objective
viewpoint of what governments should do to protect and support mothers. However, the term
'mothers' has been introduced inappropriately, in an overt attempt to challenge women's multiple
and other roles in society, where the term would be out of context and impose a biased,
subjective and limiting definition of women's roles and identities (see Para. 108.h. for example).
In addition, women's multiple roles, beyond motherhood, have been recognized by the
international community in existing agreements, including the World Summit on Social
Development and the Programme of Action of the International Conference on Population an !
Development (see the Copenhagen and ICPD Programmes ot Action, para. 380) and paras.
4.4(g) and 12.24, respectively, for examples).
4. Adolescent Needs in the Areas of Sexual and Reproductive Health.
A minority group of delegations, and primarily the Holy See delegation, introduced the clause
on 'parental rights' 23 times in the Platform for Action in an attempt to maximize bargaining
leverage at the Beijing Conference. The clause limits the rights of adolescents and young people
to information and services to protect their health. Adolescents' rights in this area is a highpriority issue that was already agreed in the ICPD Programme of Action. The key issue is the
effort to deny young people basic rights to life-saving information and services, especially in
light of the AIDS pandemic, the fact that I in 20 adolescents contracts a sexually transmitted
disease, and the alarming rates of death and illness in this age group resulting from unwanted
and unplanned pregnancies. Contrary to claims by those opposed that providing sexual and
reproductive health information and services to adolescents encourages 'promiscuity' and
'premature and irresponsible sexual relations', the actions are aimed to protecting adolescents'
rights to health and well-being, and to helping them make informed and responsible decisions.
This, again, is a priority area recognized by the international community and negotiated at length
at the Cairo Conference, as stated clearly in the ICPD Programme of Action, Para. 7.46:
"Countries, with the support of the international community, should protect and promote the
rights of adolescents to reproductive health education, information and care and greatly reduce
the number of adolescent pregnancies." (See also paras. 7.44-7.48, among others.)
Family Care International/2
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5. Abortion.
While a minority group of observers and participants are claiming that the Conference is
'promoting abortion', this is a misleading and inaccurate portrayal of the Draft Platform for
Action. Para. 107.k. is limited to encouraging governments to "consider review of laws
containing punitive measures against women who have undergone illegal abortions", in an
attempt to make laws more humane and ethical, based on an understanding of the traumatic and
life-threatening conditions faced by women who have unfe abortions. There is no reference
in the document to providing abortion on request, nor to the right to abortion services. The
ICPD Programme of Action, para. 8.25, recognized abortion as a major public health concern
and urges governments to increase their commitment to women's health. Unsafe abortion is a
public health issue, threatening and taking the lives of as many as 150,000 women a year
(WHO, 1993), the majority of which are estimated to be young women. Severe laws that punish
women with little regard for the socio-cultural, economic and psychological hardships endured
in seeking a clandestine and unsafe abortion lack an ethical and humane basis, and do not reflect
a commitment to women's health. In addition, as stipulated in the Draft Plattorm for Action and
in ICPD para. 8.25, any changes in law and policy are the sovereign right of each country and
follow national processes of review. Para. 107.k. makes a suggestion to Governments, the
implementation of which will be subject to national political, cultural, and religious factors, to
review laws that may be contributing to maternal mortality by keeping women who have
incomplete abortions from seeking timely and appropriate care.

Family Care International/3
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UNDERSTANDING 'GENDER'
The Concept of Gender
Gender refers to the socially-constructed roles ascribed to males and females. These roles,
which are learned, change* over time and vary widely within and between cultures.
Gender refers to the male and female roles that are socially constructed based on
biological differences of sex and reproduction between men and women. While men
and women are different biologically - only women can give birth, for example the differences in their roles are generated by society, based on those biological sex
differences.
Each society develops gender roles, identified as masculine or feminine behaviour patterns,
related to the sex difference between men and women. While these characteristics are often
interpreted as being 'natural', they are in fact socially constructed, and are learned from an
early age.
In many cultures, ideal roles exist for men and women. Nevertheless, women are or
can be as capable as men of doing a particular job, and men can take as good care
of children as women. These are examples of how men and women are socialized
from childhood, taught the roles that their culture and society define as male and
female. These are gender roles, developed and ascribed based on one's sex, not
on one's choices or capabilities.

Achieving Gender Equality and Equity
While differences in sex pxist by biological determination, gender refers to the range of
psychological and socio-cultural attitudes, practices and norms that result in discrimination
based on sex. Gender systems are dynamic, subject to the changing norms of society and
changing historical conditions. This is especially important in the context of the Fourth World
Conference on Women. in order to understand and address the factors underlying andcontributing to discrimination against girls and women. Existing gender systems establish
hierarchy, placing women in lower status than men, as manifested in unequal access to
economic resources and political power, which limit women's opportunities in public and
private life,

Acceptance of Gender in International Agreements
The concept of gender appears in the recent inter-governmental documents negotiated in
all the major UN conferences, including the World Conference on Human Rights (Vienna,
1993), the International Conference on Population and Development (Cairo, 1994), and
the World Summit on Social Development (Copenhagen, 1995), as well as in regional
documents prepared for the Beijing Conference, in multiple references and contexts. The
Fourth World Conference on Women should support mainstreaming a gender perspective
in all levels across all sectors of policy-making and implementation.
a compilation of existing literature by authors and agencies experts in the field of gender analysis,

Based on
and
including recognized scholars from developed and developing countries, UN gender training programmes,
technical definitions available.
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Common Uses of Gender
Gender analysis is fundamenial to understanding how policies and programmes will
impact differently on men and women, just as factors of class or ethnicity do. Gender
analysis is important to assess how existing institutions may be reinforcing inequalities
through their procedures, practices and policies, and how these inequalities can be avoided
and remedied. Gender analysis also takes into account how factors of class, race, ethnicity
or other factors interact with gender to produce discriminatory results.
Gender perspective implies analyzing the socio-economic, political, legal, cultural and
psychological levels of an issue to understand how the differences between the sexes affect
and are affected by policies and practices. It analyzes how these factors relate to
discrimination based on sex, and how they may impose obstacles to a person's
opportunities and self.development.
Gender-based discriminationresults from laws, policies or practices based on biased
social attitudes towards 'man' or 'woman. A person may be discriminated against if he or
she seeks particular types of jobs because people expect to see a person of a different sex
in that employment. Discrimination results because society expects a person of a particular
sex, male or female, to hold a job it defines as a 'man's' or a 'woman's'; Examples vary
in each society according to the different gender roles ascribed.
Gender-sensitivitycalls for understanding and consideration of the socio-cultural factors
underlying discrimination based on sex, whether against women or men. Gender.sensitive
school curricula recognize that girls may need additional encouragement to engage in sport
activities, or in the Math and science fields, as a result of th" way they are socialized; or that
text books may hold subjective messages or interpretations that portray women with a
gender-biased perspective (as weaker, less rational or intelligent than men, etc.). Similarly,
gender-sensitivity and gender-bios applies to attitudes that affect men's behaviour and
developmunt, such as teaching boys they should not demonstrate emotion, or limiting young
men's options to selected traditional careers. Gender-sensitive policies and training of
police and criminal justice personnel are critical, for example, to providing battered women
effective access to protection and justice. Gender-sensitive economic policies are necessary
to buffer the disproportionate burden that falls on women from structural adjustment
programmes.

Common Misuses of Gender
Sex and gender are different. Sex is a biological characteristic. Gender is socially
determined. 'Sex', 'man', or 'woman' are not interchangeable with 'gender'. Substitution
of these terms with 'gender' in the Draft Platform for Action would render the text
incomprehensible.
GENDER pi MAN
SEX A GENDER
GENDER ,d WOMAN

GENDER = EVOLVING SOCIALLY-CONSTRUCTED ATTITUDES AND ROLES
Prepared by Family Care International (FCII
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Distortion of the Draft Platform for Action
It is no secret that the Vatican view of %omen's
nature and roles, and of sexual and reproductive
rights, differs sharply from the views of most women
and most nations -- as even the lope acknowledges

often than "mother" -- an analysis more to be
expected from accountants than ethicists. While the
draft is by no means perfect, the Vatican's attacks on
it go beyond advocacy and into distortion.

in his recent encyclical, Eiongehum Vitoe.

These differences came into sharp focus in Cairo
last year at the International Conference on
Population and Development (ICPD). The Roman
Catholic hierarchy interpreted the ICPD agenda for
comprehensive reproductive and sexual health as an
assault on motherhood and the family. Delegates for
the pope attempted to curtail ICPD commitments to
safe motherhood -- including family planning
services and nonpunitive care following illegal
abortions -- and many believe they obstructed the
meeting with their concentration on abortion.
As at Cairo, so too at Beijing. During
preparations for the Fourth World Conference on
Women, the Vatican may be the principa' architect
of an effort to build into the conference Platform for
Action a conservative, religiously orthodox
'anthropology" of women's nature --one that would
limit women's rights and full participation in society
while nodding to women's "equal dignity."
A major component of the Catholic hierarchy's
strategy, is the misrepresentation of the draft
document, in news conferences, position papers, and
official statements. Suggesting that use of the zerm
"sexual orientation" could condone pedophilia is one
example of distortion, put forth by Vatican foreign
minister Archbishop Jean-Louis Tauran (whose
official title is Secretary of the Holy See for
Relations with States). Another is the Vatican
insistence that the number of occurances of certain
words -- such as "mother" or "gender" --is
significant in itself, apart from what facts and ideas
are communicated. Vatican spokesman Joaquin
Navarro-Valls calls the document "extraordinarily
imbalanced" because "gender" appears far more

Below are the principle claims made by members
of the hierarchy, with analysis and with relevant
quotations (including bracketing) from the draft
Platform for Action. Most of the hierarchy's
criticisms are taken from statements made after the
March-April preparatory committee meeting
(PrepCom), where the document was revised, while
the platform is quoted from a draft that reflects the
negotiations at the March-April PrepCom. Except
where otherwise noted, the sources of quotations are:
" for

Navarro-Vallk, the Vatican Information

Service accounts of his June 20, 1995, news
conference; "Vatican Will Champion Role of
Mothers at a UN Conference," New York Times,
June 21, 1995; and "Vatican Urges Focus on
Mothers," Washington Times, June 21, 1995;
" for Tiuran,"The IHoly See's Positioit on the Draft
of the Platform for Action for the Fourth World
Conference on Women" (May 26, 1995);
* for Gail Quinn, her article "Beijing: Round
Two?" in The Pilot,June 23, 1995; and
• for the Platform fo' Action, the May 15, 1995,
draft; quotes are in italics %%
ithin quotation marks.
On Motherhoid...
CHARGE@
VATICAN OIFICIAIS SAY TilE DRAFT PIATFONNM
PAYS TOO LIrTI.E ATTENTION TO SMOTIIERtIOO.

Navarro-Valls asserts that the woids "mother"
and "motherhood" appear fewer than 10 times in the
draft Platform for Action. Because the Vatican
makes this claim, others repeat and exaggerate it: At
a US congressional hearing, one witness testified
that "the words mother, father, wkife and husband do
not appear anyhere in the Platform."'
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In fact, "mother," "motherhood," and "maternal"
appear 19 times (five times in brackets), while
"parent," "parenthood," and "parental" appear 36

CHARE
VATICAN OFFICIALS SAY TIlE BEIJING DOCUMENT
OVERLOOKS TIlE VALUE OF TIlE WORK THAT
WOMEN DO AT HOME.

times (25 times in brackets, mainly assertions of
parental fights to control minors' access to sexual
and reproductive health information and services).

Navarro-Valls states that "the work of women,
today not remunerated, should be recognized
adequately -- work that nevertheless holds a
particular social value. None of this," he says, "is
mentioned in the Beijing document." Adds Tauran,
"the importance and difficulty of household work
should be even more fully recognized and esteemed
[by the platform) in view of its value for the family
and the community."

Further, the Vatican ignores the many other
words and phrases that indicate mothers -- for
example, referenct.s to women with children.
Fundamentally and comprehensively, the
document focuses on empowering and improving the
well-being of all women, mothers included, by
addressing economics, employment, education,
health, family and political decision making, human
rights, the environment, and other issues.

The document does recognize the importance and
value of women's unremunerated work. It calls on
governments to study and measure the "type, extent,
and distribution of unremunerated
work,
particularly work in caring for dependents and
unremunerated work done for family farms or
businesses," and to devise ways of "assessing its
value in quantitative terms, for possible reflection in
accounts" ( 167g). It suggests the restructuring of
social security systems so that women are not
penalized for interruptions in their participation in
the labor force ( 154, 60, 70b).

Goals' directly relevant to mothers include
"establishing the principle of shared power and
responsibility between women and men at home"
( 1; also, e.g., 1 28, 52, 85i, 91, 155); correcting the
discrimination, occupational segregation, and other
factors that keep female-maintained households in
poverty and addressing factors, such as war, that
increase the number of mothers supporting children
alone (1124, 33); facilitating reentry into the labor
market and crafting social welfare systems to
accommodate interruptions in participation it,
paid
labor (J54); promoting job training for single
mothers and those reentering the labor force ( 1750;
affording young mothers equal educational
opportunities (112g, 277a); providing informational
and legal support for breast-feedivg (1107r);
supporting shelters for abused women with children
(I1260; advocating postponement of motherhood
until adulthood, for the physical and economic wellbeing of mothers and children ( 268); orienting
health education and services to meet the needs of
expectant mothers (1281c); and improving maternal
health care ( 107e).

The platform also recognizes the burden placed
on women by the assumption that domestic labor is
women's work. It seeks to "encourage men to share
equally in child care and household work" (I 108c
and similar points at J1 192i, 223, 224) and notes that
"inadequate sharing offamily responsibilities" -- by
men and by society -- contributes to discrimination
and diminished opportunities for women in many
areas of life (e.g., 1154, 160, 167n).
This seems to be a case in which the Vatican
advocates policies that could be equitable and
beneficial to women -- but for the wrong reasota:
TheVatican goal is not to empower women, but t6
reinforce their economic dependency on marriage.

Finally, Navar-o-Valls claims that laws "on the
family- should guarantee to women ...the
fundamental right to be mothers," but the hierarchy
has declared that there is no right to be a mother or
father. Even "marriage does not confer upon the
spouses the right to have a child," says a major
Vatican document opposing almost all metl'.ods of
assisted reproduction.?

CATHOLICS

FOR

On Marriage A Divorce,..
C£ARGE4
TIIEVATICAN ARGULS THAT TIlE DRAFT PLATFORM
DOES NOT AT-r EMPT TO STRENGTHEN MARRIAGE.

Vatican delegate Quinn say; that, in the
document, "no attention -;given 1j strengthening the
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institution of marriage." She also alleges that the
draft platform does not "even allude to the
devastating poverty which grips millions of'Nkomen
and children following divorce, much less propose
solutions to alleviate the problem."

ncgali sen'.c." lie says that "not to have the family
recognized on an international level seems to me to
he too much. From this point of view, the document
isunbalanced."
In reality, the words "family" and "families"
appear 78 times in the draft Platform for Action (27
times in brackets). The document also recognizes
the positive aspects of families, and seeks to
'formulate policies and programmes to help [tihe]
families] in [its][their]supporting, educating and
nurturing roles" ( 285a). The document calls for
han environment con 'ucive [for][to] st-engthening
of [the]famdy[:esf' (1285b).

The Platform for Action seeks to strengthen
marriage by addressing problems that can undermine
marriages, such as power imbalances between men
and women, especially in family decision making
(e.g., il, 49, 94, 183, 187), and inadequate sharing
family work (e.g., 1108c). Because of the problems
associated with early marriages, such as the loss or
postponement of educational and employment
opportunities ( 141, 73, 95, 259, 263, 268, 277d),
the document proposes legal barriers to forced
marriages (11131 b, 274e); a "minimum legal age of
consent"; and the establishment by governments of
a "minimum age at marriage" ( 1274, 275.8/b).
The draft also opposes marital rape ( 1 14a) and
asserts women's economic rights in marriage ( 620.

At the same time, it is appropriate that the
documert re-ognizes negative patterns that can
emerge in th, lives of families, such as violence or
the failLre of many men to "share equally in child
care and household work, and to provide their share
of [adequate]financial supix t for their families"
(I I08c).

As for divorce, the draft notes at the start that
'family disintegration" is among the factorss
contributing to the tre of female-headed
households" (124), and it addresses the problems
facing such households. The draft also addresses the
discrimination and other societal roots of the poverty
that often blights female-headed households. It calls
for "measures to ensure equal access of women to
ongoing training in the workplace, including
unemployed women, single parents, women reentering the labour market after an extended
temporary exit from employment owing to family
responsibilities and other causes.... "( 175f).

Perhaps the strangest criticism is Tauran's, that
"the family is ...
even [presented) as an environment
where discrimination is learned." Certainly, the
document points out that gender discriminatory
conditioning often occurs at home. This is no
rejection of families; honest appraisal and correction
are a step toward making a family stronger and more
beneficial to all its members. The question is, do
Vatican officials really think that families play no
role in transmitting gender discriminatory
conditioning from one generation to the next?
CIIARGE*

For the Vatican, these measures constitute the
wrong approach because, to the Catholic hierarchy,
support for marriage entails opposition to the
legalization of divorce, as in Ireland and Latin
America, and advocacy of procedural and legal
barriers to divorce, as in Poland.

TIlE

Navarro-Valls,,asserts that "the family is
mentioned only five times, and three times in a

FOR

VIOLENCE

IS

Writing after the March-April PrepCom, in an
article published June 23, Quinn is quoting the prePrepCom draft. The passage she cites was revised at
the PrepCom to read, "In many cases, violence
against women and girls occurs in the family or
within the home, where violence is often tolerated"
(I I18, emphasis added; "eacouragd" was dropped).

IS

MENTIONED ONLY FIVE TIMES IN TIlE DRAFT
PLATFORM, AND USUALLY NEGATIVELY.

CATHOLICS
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Quinn objects that "when family is the focus, it is
to assert that 'most of the violence against women
and girls occurs in the family, where viohnce is
often tolerated and encouraged."'

On Family ...
ClIARGE:
TIE VATICAN CLAIMS THAT TIlE FAMILY

VATICAN

DISPROPORTIONATELY BLAMED ON IliE FAMILY.
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dicrsi.) is %slatthe Vatican %,illnot tolerate. But
diversity is no threat to healthy institutions.

The draft recognizes and attempts to address all
violence against women and girls, whether within or
outside the family, without denying either aspect of
the problem. The platform addresses the varied
forms of "physical, sexual and psychological
violence occurring in thefamily," because there is
ample statistical and other evidence documenting
this worldwide problem (III
14a, 118-20, 126f-h,
136). At the same time, the document recognizes the
broader context of societal violence (1118).

The Vatican attempts to polarize by disparaging
the West and romanticizing the poor --even \,hile
the Vatican and its delegations to international
conferences are heavily dominated by Europeans
and North Americans.
Pope John Paul II demonstrates the tactic of
polarization, which aims to coopt non-Westerners,
in his pre-Beijing letter to all women in the world.
Referring to women who become pregnant by rape,
the pope clarifies that he does not mean rape in war
zones only, "but also in societies which are blessed
by prosperity and peace and )et are often corrupted
by a culture of hedonistic permissiveness which
aggravates tendencies to aggressive male behavior."

The Vatican, on the other hand, suggests that the
institution of marriage is more important than escape
from violence. In 1994, the pope beatified a woman
for placing her marriage vows over her own wellbeing by staying in a physically and emotionally
abusive marriage. Her "total fidelity," the pope said,
made her a "model of Christian perfection."
ClHARGE:

There is no mention of the huge portions of the
world that are neither rich nor war-ravaged -- nor
spared the frequent occurance of rape. But, as is
noted in the UN report on progress since the Third
World Conference on Women, studies show that
rape occurs in the absence of wealth as regularly as
in its presence, because it is not afunction of wealth.

THE VATICAN IMPLIES THAT THE DRAFr FAVORS
"WESTERN"-STYLE,
CIlLDLESS,
"DEVIANT"
FAMILIES.

"Without idealizing relationships within the
family," Tauran says, "one cannot reasonably
propose as the only model, today and for the future,
a western type of household, which is often
characterised by an absence of children and not
infrequently by deviations which cause
psychological imbalances and weakness in its most
vulnerable members."

On Women's Employment...
CHARGE*

THE VATICAN CLAIMS THAT THE DOCUMENT'S
VISION OF WOMEN'S EMPLOYMENT DEPENDS ON
ABORTION.

Tauran is wrong to suggest that western families
tend to be childless: Among US women who have
ever been married (the vast majority of women), 90
percent have at least one child by the time they nea'
the end of their child-bearing years.'

Quinn asserts that the draft's "assumption is that
participation of women in the labor market is the
necessary condition" for development and, therefore,
"abortion becomes a keystone in this platform
because full participation in the labor force is only
possible by convincing women to subordinate childbearing and child-rearing to the demands of
employment."

The document itself never proposes a single
model of family. What it acknowledges are
sociological realities: changes in family structures
( 38), discrimination on the basis of sexual
orientation (1232h), and the fact that marriage is not
the only site of sexual relations (in that references to
family planning and sexual relations do not specify
the marital status of those involved --e.g., 96,

The necessary conditions for development listed
in the document are "equality between women and
men" and "a transformed partnership" based on this
equality ( 1), "access for all women to resources,
opportunities and public services" ( 49), and "the
release of women's productive potential" (157),
improving women's "economic, social, political,

bracketed). This limited expression of acceptance of
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legal and cultural status" (158) -- not the
subordination of motherhood, but the creation of
access to opportunity.

docripninatio, cot'rcton and violence " ( 96, quoting
ICPD 7.2). In shot, ,,hat the Cairo document and
the Beijing draft advocate -- in bracketed text -- is
not forced contraception, but education and access to
family planning information and services, condoms
as a barrier against STDs, and as.,urances that where
abortion is legal, it is safe, and that follow-up care is
available every ,here ( 98, 107, 1091-m, I l0h,
126f, 209i, 281e).

Abortion is barely mentioned in the draft text.
Most proposed (and bracketed) reproductive health
language simply restates the moderate agreements of
the ICPD. Quinn's discovery of abortion where the
document only proposes equality and opportunity
shows how far the Vatican must reach in order to
demonize the draft. So does Quinn's glide from
simple "participation" in employment to "full
participation" necessitating abortion. It is the Vatican
that always returns to abortion --and even equates

The Vatican would prefer the document to
declare that every abortion is an act of violence:
Navarro-Valls says that "the Holy See Delegation
would like to have added to the list of attacks against
young girls 140) ... also the denial of the very access
to life." The Vatican opposes virtually all abortions,
including certain abortions performed to save the life
of the pregnant woman, and all contraceptive
methods except periodic abstinence, or natural
family planning (NFP). In a letter from Pope John
Paul II to all the women in the world, released
July 10, the pope condemns the "grave sin" of
aborting a pregnancy caused by rape. In the Beijing
draft, the Vatican refuses to recognize the violence
of forced pregnancy. The list of human rights
violations cited above includes 'forcedpregnancy,"
but the words are bracketed ( 13).

women's empowerment with abortion.
The question is, do Vatican representatives including Quinn, herself a woman in the labor force
--really believe that women's employment requires
abortion?
On Reproductive Health ...
CIIARGE*

THE VATICAN SAYS TIIAT TIlE DRAFT PLATFORM
IGNORES
FORCED
CONTRACEPTION,
STERILl7ATION, AND ABORTION AS VIOLENCE
AGAINST WOMEN.
Tauran says that "mandatory birth control, forced
sterilization, the forced use of contraceptives or

Attacking abortion "on demand" masks the
totality of the Vatican's opposition while portraying
,women who seek abortions as "demanding," that is,
selfish and unreasonable. O'Connor's ne , !erm,
"contraception on demand" similarly attempts to
marginalize contraception as something selfish and
extraordinary. Only the intolerant could fail to
distinguish between access and imposition.

pressure to have abortions" are a "kind of violence
(which] has not found its way into the document."
Writing in L'Osservatore Romano, the Vatican's
newspaper, Cardinal John O'Connor of New York
predicts that Beijing will be a repeat of Cairo, where
he says calls for reproductive rights were "thinly
disguised code words for abortion on demand, or
even forced abortion; contraception on demand or
even forced contraception."'

CIIARGE*
TiE

VATICAN

PLATFORI
The document lists "forcedabortion"among the
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"gramv violations of human rights oJwomen "(113).

SEX UALLY-TRANSMITTED
REPRODUCTIVE IIEALTII.

The one reference to contraception that is not
bracketed is a rejection of employment practices that
coerce women to use contraception or abortion
( 167c). The document clearly and on principle
rejects coercion. In a bracketed quotation of the
ICPD language, for example, it asserts the right of
couples and individuals to have the information and
means to decide "freely and responsibly the number,
spacing and timing of their children ...
free of

Tauran and Vatican delegate Quinn argue that the
draft Platform for Action talks too much about
preventing and treating sexually-transmitted diseases
(STDs), including AIDS, while ignoring more
common health problems. According to the World
lezalth Organizalion, Tauran says, "the number of
cases of tropical diseases isestimated at between 650
and 850 million r-r year On the other hand.
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religious right Ning. Those asserting it include
Protestant activist James Debson' and -- in testimony
before the US Congress -- Mary Ellen Bork of the
Catholic Campaign for America, and Mercedes
Wilson, president of Family of the Americas
Foundation and a Gu3temalan delegate to the
PrepCom.'

according to the same organization the estimated
number of AIDS cases for 1994 was four million."
The draft platform does address general health
problems, focusing on gender disparities in access to
the full range of health care services, including"the
prevention and treatment of childhood diseases,
malnutrition,
anemia,
diarrheal
diseases,
communicable diseases, malaria and other tropical
diseases and tuberculosis, among others" (192).

In reality, "gender" is used throughout the draft
Platform for Action simply to refer to awareness of
the sex of individuals (male or female) as distinct
from the act of sex and not as a euphemism for
"sexual orientation."

At the same time, the draft notes that STDs are a
widespread problem deserving of serious attention,
regardless of the comparative size of other public
health problems: "nibout 250 million new cases of
sexually transmitted diseases (STDs) are estimated
to occur everyyear" ( 39). The platform establishes
the rationale for addressing STDs, including AIDS,
in a conference on women, stating that their
transmission is "sometimes a consequence of sexual
violence" and that these illnesses "are having a
devastating effect on women 's health" (199).

For instance, the document seeks the elimination
of "gender discrimination in the labor market"
( 180c) and notes that "gender segregation" in
employment fosters gaps between female and male
wages ( 153). It says that, often, "the differences
between women's and men's achievements and
activities are still not recognized as the
consequences of socially constructed gender roles
rather than immutable biological differences" (128).
The document advocates awareness of "gender
equality and non-stereot)ped gender roles of women
and men within the family" ( I82b) and refers to
"gender-biased teaching and educational materials"
( 73); "gender-based violence" ( 114); "the lack of
gender sensitivity in the media ' 235); and the need
for "gender specific," rather than male-centered,
medical research ( 105). Because of the disparate
impacts that policies may have on females as a result
of discrimination, the draft calls on governments to
"integrate gender perspectives in [all] legislation,
public policies, programs and projects" (Strategic
Objective 11.2) and to "support gender balance in
the composition ofdelegations to the United Nations
and other internationalforums" (I 194i).

The Vatican's focus on tropical diseases may
mask a goal of minimizing STDs and, again, pit
North against South. But in developing nations, as
the draft notes, AIDS and other STDs devastate the
health and lives of millions of women. It is expected
that by the end of the century, the death toll from
AIDS will equal that of malaria.'
On Gender ...
CHARGE:
CIiRCHt

OFFICIALS

OBJECT TO TIlE WORD

SAY IT
MIGIIT ENDORSE
HOMOSEXUALITY AND TRANSSEX IALITV.

"GENDER"

AND

Navarro-Valls asserts that the number of uses of
the word "gender," relative to occurances of
"mother," reflects an "ideological imbalance."

It is hard -- if not impossible -- to reconcile the
assertion that such use of the word "gender" is
"ideologically imbalanced" with the Vatican's stated
support for women's equality,

Oscar Rodriguez, archbishop of Tegucigalpa,
Honduras, and president of the Latin American
Episcopal Conference (comprising the region's
bishops), claims that the draft platform and Beijing
process are promoting "unnatural genders" that
would "destroy family and moral values."
Rodriguez asserts that the conference aims to force
society to accept five types of gender: masculine,
feminine, lesbian, homosexual, and transsexual.'
This distortion has spread like wildfire through the
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On Sexual Orientation ...
CHARGE"
THE VATICAN CLAIMS TIIAT TIHE DOCI'MENT
"AFFIRMS" ItOMOSEXIALITY.
Archbishop Rodriguez reads an endorsement of
homosexuality in te word 'gender" (above). Quinn
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says that, as in Cairo, "there is a continuing effort to
broaden the concept of family to include affirmation
of a homosexual lifestyle."

On Culture ...
Tim. VAl I'AN (*A'LtS TIIAT TiHE DRAFT REFt ECTS

ONt., WLS I I
In text now bracketed, the platform would ask
governments to "[considerwhat legal safeguards
may be required to prevent discrimination on
grounds ofsexual orientationor hfest)le]" (J232h).
The three other references to sexual orientation, also
bracketed, are also generalized nondiscrimination
proposals (148, 180, 226/alternative).

VALt .S.

Na~arro-Valls contends that the draft Platform
for Action "seems to want to impose a Western
model of femininity that does not take due account
of the value [sic] of women in the large majority of
the world's countries."
The document condemns "denials of... cultural
rights 'ki 132-33). It calls for "universal respectfor
andprotection of' cultural rights (IM23 Ia, 232a) and
says health programs should take into account
"culturaldifferences" among women (1107c). The
document repeatedly acknowledges and promotes
indigenous cultures (e.g., 134).

But the Vatican favors discrimination against
homosexuals, whom it considers "objectively
disordered." To the Vatican, "there are areas in
which it is not unjust discrimination to take sexual
orientation into account, for example, in the
placement of children for adoption and foster care, in
employment of teachers or athletic coaches, and in
military recruitment."'"

In addition, the platform was drafted by a global
array of women, under the management of
conference Secretary-General Gertrude Morgella, a
Tanzanian, and under the leadership of the UN
Commission on the Status of Women (CSW), led by
Patricia Licuanan, a Filipino.
Other national
members of the CSW include Chile, Colombia,
Costa Rica, Ecuador, Peru, Venezuela; Congo,
Kenya, Namibia, Togo, Zambia; India, Indonesia,
Malaysia, and Pakistan. The Vatican insults nonWesterners by disregarding their involvement.

ClIARGE:

THE VATICAN CLAIMS THAT TIlE DOCUMENT MA'
BE USED SOMEDAY TO ENDORSE PEDOPIIILIA.

According to Tauran, "sexual orientation" and
"lifestyle" are ambiguous and it is therefore "very
risky" to include them in the document. "It could for
example happen in the future that pedophilia might
be considered a 'sexual orientation."' Navarro-Valls
echoes Tauran and objects, too, because the words
have not been the subject of"juridical recognition"
in prior international documents.

TIlE VATICAN CLAIMS TIIAT TilE DRAFT PLATFORM
WAS WRITTEN BY RADICAL. FEMINISTS,

The platform itself clearly opposes the sexual
exploitation of youth ( 108q; because Beijing
concerns women, most references specify abuse of
"girls," but the draft's pervasive concern reflects a
condemnation of all exploitation on principle).

Quinn says the document reflects a "relentless
effort ... to mainstream worldwide acceptance of a
radical feminist agenda." ter explanation of this
claim is that the stated goals of the platform are
"gender equality" and the "empowerment" of
women and that it calls for "'aradical transformation
of the relationship between women and men to one
of full partnership."

Itis odd that the Vatican raises the specter of
pedophilia. Sexual orientation commonly refers to
homosexuality or heterosexuality -- as the Vatican
knows. As the Vatican also has reason to know,
pedophiles include both heterosexuals and
homosexuals; responsible people do not confuse
pedophilia with sexual orientation. As it often does,
the Vatican is proposing an unlikely interpretation -and perhaps attempting to slander homosexuals
rather than having its top spokesmen candidly state
Vatican opposition to homosexuality.

C ATHOLI C S
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The document does call for equality,
empowerment, but equality and empowerment are
hardly "radical" ideas, in the polemical sense of the
word, nor is the document itself. In the area of
reproductive health, for example, would simply
repeat the commitments (now bracketed) adopted in
Cairo last year. And calling the desired
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transformation of relationships "radical" is another
%%ay of saying fundamental or p-ofound, just as the
pope writes favorably of "rad cal justice" in his
March 1995 encyclical, Evangeurn Vitae.

religious traditions and niea.,ures for %%omen's

The Vatican attempts to margi ialize mainstream
feminist thought by calling it "rad cal." At the same
time, it attempts to coopt the territoy of feminism by
claiming to support what Pope Johr Faul Il called in
his recent encyclical Evangelihon Vitae "new
feminism." The Vatican's only 'feminism" is a
traditional concept in which the primary role and
value for women, inherently, is as mothers.

TImE VAIwcA\ S MS TIIAT IT DFFFDS
"t 141 ERS I. S 1t HF O" tIMAN RIGHTS."

equalitN, religious traditions are more valid.
On "Univer.sal" Human Rights ...

Tauran sa)s the Vatican is -mong those wishing
to state that "all human rights -- and therefore also
those of women -. are universal."

To the extent that the Vatican truly proposes that
human rights are universal, there is no problem.
There is aproblem, however, in Vatican support for
"universal human rights" and "universally
recognized human rights," because these terms limit
rights to those that are considered universal, as
opposed to asserting that all rights are universal.
This vagueness admits the possibility that the terms
are intended or might be construed to exclude
women's rights, including reproductive rights. They
therefore could mark aretreat from the reproductive
rights recognized at the ICPD. Compounding
unclarity and cause for concern, the same few
delegations -- including the Vatican -- propose both
"universal" and "universally recognized" and oppose
"all human rights and fundamental freedoms," the
formulation proposed by women's rights activists.
Advocates for women's rights fear that "universal,"
originally intended to transcend national and cultural
boundaries, may assume the same limited meaning
as "universally recognized.""

TUE VATICAN SAVS TIlE DRAFT IGNOIk FS RELIGION.

Tauran says the document ignoress the idea of
religion," and he suggests that it lacks "a clear
reference to respect for ethical and religious values."
Indeed, says Tauran, "religion ...
is considered only
in negative contexts."
The document call on government: to give
priority to full human rights, without discr mination
based on religion ( 232a). In recognition of the
importance and positive contributions of religion and
culture, the draft calls for women's fair
representation in decision-making and leade-ship in
these areas ( 185, 260), and it seeks the assist rce of
religious and cultural groups in implementing the
document (e.g.. 1109h, 295).
At the same time, the platform does advocate
reconsideration of those aspects of religion that
contribute to customs harmful to women. Thus, the
draft Platform for Action asserts that women's
economic rights "must be upheld, regardless of
customary laws, traditions and practicesrelated to
inheritance and marriage" (1620. It calls on
governments not to "invoke any custom, tradition or
religious consideration to avoid" working to
eliminate violence against women ( 1I25a).
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The draft perhaps could treat the positive aspects
of religion more substantively, but this would be
another case of the Vatican being right for the wrong
reason. Here, the Vatican's aim is to establish a
presumption that, where there is a conflict between

CATHOLICS

TtIF

A

IfVoah

Coaceoag Dertnarwta A99o Viornottal PeeoarkRonaadT4%1.i1t.
Jaug. nvA12,ad 101
(Am$ . I1992100We oowImoltado~ Gaha'e4
EKObe.
'(W_
C two op Gapas
Sa~ in Aryawtk& WoJlwj r-. Sdp 24
I9W. &vAArm%a
so ier.^ -"op Rbot,[wopev'a' callfor Gap ocelrt&W*2
oa.A'avo. A~kA Fabn~w)25 1994
fIA'og
XteceoouI Wkb. Vol 14,SOa2. Match 23. 1995.,CO"WASKt4
Wota Iwa,a
I A t A-

F REE

CHOiCE

