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CHINA’S LATEST CRACKDOWN ON DISSENT

FRIDAY, MAY 13, 2011

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
SUBCOMMITTEE ON AFRICA, GLOBAL HEALTH,
AND HUMAN RIGHTS
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS,
Washington, DC.

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10 o’clock a.m., in
room 2172 Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. Christopher H.
Smith (chairman of the subcommittee) presiding.

Mr. SMITH. Good morning, and welcome to our witnesses and to
everyone who is joining us to examine the Chinese Government’s
intensifying assault on human rights.

In recent months, the human rights situation in China has gone
from abysmally bad to worse. In fact, we have not seen this level
of blatant violations of human rights since the crackdown on
Tiananmen Square protestors in June 1989.

Since February of this year, the Chinese Government has signifi-
cantly increased its oppression of human rights advocates, includ-
ing activist lawyers, bloggers, clergy and members of independent
religious groups. It has resorted not only to social pressure, intimi-
dation, and physical harassment, but also to threats against family
members, beatings, and even forced disappearances.

Lawyers, in particular, have been targeted. In William Shake-
speare’s play, “Henry VI,” Dick the Butcher and anarchist Jack
Cade plan the success of their diabolical plot by stating that, “The
first thing we do, let’s kill all the lawyers.” Frankly, it is no dif-
ferent in China today.

Government harassment of lawyers and law firms that work on
human rights cases or other politically sensitive matters is on the
rise. In recent years, lawyers who took cases in opposition to the
government’s interests have faced disbarment, house arrest, kid-
napping, beatings, and prison.

A very recent example is Li Fangping, the lawyer for Chen
Guangcheng who has been engaged in a public crusade to expose
the horrors of forced abortion in China. Mr. Li was abducted by un-
identified individuals on April 29th, 2011, outside the offices of a
health rights non-governmental organization for which Mr. Li was
serving as a legal advisor. His whereabouts today are unknown.
Ironically, his arrest occurred the day after the United States and
Chinese Governments concluded a human rights dialogue.

Religious freedom is also under increased attack. Although China
has been designated a “Country of Particular Concern” since 2000
(meaning it is one of the worst violators of religious freedom in the
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world), statistics from 2009 and 2010 indicate that the number of
arrests of Christians increased almost 43 percent.

Because the Chinese Government demands that religious organi-
zations serve the aims of the state, religious organizations must re-
ceive government approval to operate. Failure to do so means the
groups lack legal protection and the membership is vulnerable to
human rights abuses at the hands of government officials.

However, many religious observers adhere to the tenet that they
must “render unto Caesar what is Caesar’s, but unto God what is
God’s,” and as a direct result, they are severely persecuted.

Recent cases include the denial of the Shouwang Church in Bei-
jing from occupying either the space they rented or the space they
purchased; the disappearance of three Catholic priests who refused
to register with authorities for official recognition; and the
lockdown of the Kirti Monastery in Sichuan Province and the dis-
appearance of approximately 300 monks from there.

We will also be examining recent developments with respect to
the Chinese regime’s ongoing imposition of the barbaric one-child
policy. Few outside of China understand what a massive and cruel
system of social control the one-child policy entails.

According to the U.S. Congressional-Executive Commission on
China, the system is marked by pervasive propaganda, mandatory
monitoring of women’s reproductive cycles, mandatory contracep-
tion, mandatory birth permits. Imagine, you need permission from
the government in order to have a child. And coercive fines for fail-
ure to comply, in addition to forced sterilization and abortion.

The price for failing to conform to this barbaric system is stag-
gering. A Chinese woman who becomes pregnant without a permit
will be put under mind-bending pressure to abort. She knows that
“out of plan” illegal children are denied education, healthcare, and
marriage, and that fines for bearing a child without a birth permit
can be up to 10 times the average annual income of both parents,
and those families that can’t or won’t pay are jailed or their homes
are smashed in or their young child is killed.

If the brave woman still refuses to submit, she may be held in
a punishment cell, or if she flees, her relatives may be held and,
very often, beaten. Group punishments will be used to socially os-
tracize her. Her colleagues and neighbors will be denied birth per-
mits. If the woman is, by some miracle, still able to resist this pres-
sure, she may be physically dragged to the operating table and
forced to undergo the Kkilling of her child. Her trauma is incompre-
hensible.

It is a trauma she shares, in some degree, with virtually every
woman in China, whose experience of intimacy and motherhood is
colored by the atmosphere of fear created by the government, by
government threats and determination to intrude itself in a deadly
fashion in the most private aspects of her life.

The World Health Organization reports over 500 female suicides
occur each and every day in China. China is the only country in
the world where female suicide rates are higher than the male, and
according to the Beijing Psychological Crisis Study and Prevention
Center, in China the suicide rate for females is three times higher
than that of males. The result of this policy is a nightmarish brave
new world with no precedent in human history, where women are
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psychologically wounded and girls fall victim to sex-selective abor-
tion.

In some provinces, there are some 140 boys that are born for
every 100 girls, and most children grow up without brothers or sis-
ters because, again, brothers and sisters are illegal. They also grow
up without aunts or uncles or cousins. Gendercide is a serious
crime and it is absolutely prevalent in the People’s Republic of
China today.

The one-child policy is spawning other grave human rights viola-
tions as well. Just this week there were media reports that govern-
ment officials in one province were kidnapping children who were
allegedly born in violation of the one-child-per-couple policy and ef-
fectively selling them for a profit to be adopted overseas. We all
know that sex trafficking is exponentially increasing in the People’s
Republic of China as a direct result of a dearth of females.

It is estimated that something on the order of 40 million men
will not be able to find wives by 2020 because they have been sys-
tematically eliminated pursuant to the one-child-per-couple policy.
That is absolutely outrageous and a serious crime against human-
ity and is among the most serious crimes of gender ever.

I would like to yield to my good friend and colleague Mr. Payne,
the ranking member, for any opening comments he might have.

Mr. PAYNE. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. I would like
to commend you for calling this timely hearing. With the recent
conclusion of the strategic and economic dialogue, as well as the
human rights dialogue, the administration is working to ensure
that human rights remain an important aspect of U.S./China dis-
cussions.

I look forward to hearing from our panelists who work with dedi-
cation to advance human rights in an increasingly repressive
China. I commend you all for your courage and continued work on
this issue and I look forward to your testimony.

China’s repression of religious minorities is not new. Last July
Falun Gong practitioners from around the world joined together in
Washington, DC, to hold a nighttime candlelight vigil remembrance
of the opposition of the Falun Gong that started in China in 1999.

For 12 years now the millions of Falun Gong practitioners in
China, and at one point here even in the United States, have been
subjected to acts of violence and assault, property theft and de-
struction, illegal wiretapping, harassment, intimidation and perse-
cution against practitioners of Falun Gong in the United States.

In China thousands of practitioners of the peaceful religion have
been killed. Hundreds of thousands have been detained and more
than 100,000 have been sentenced to forced labor camps, typically
without trial. Now the Chinese Government is using similar tactics
against its burgeoning civil society.

Over the past several months Chinese security forces reportedly
detained, arrested, and held incommunicado between 50 to 100
people and placed another 200 under heavy surveillance. The gov-
ernment’s coercive extrajudicial tactics against its critics including
physical harassment, beatings, forced disappearances, and threats
against family members.

This crackdown is unprecedented and its scale under the current
leadership appears sadly to be a part of a broad strategy to regu-
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late an increasingly dynamic society. Without a doubt the Chinese
watch nervously as masses of disenfranchised citizens successfully
challenge the dictatorships in Northern Africa and the Middle
East.

The call of Chinese activists for their own Jasmine Revolution of
peaceful protest marches have been met with firm repression. To
date the Chinese Government holds an estimated 25,000 prisoners
of conscience in detention. Yet, despite this repression we are also
seeing an increasing active civil society as human rights defenders,
activists, lawyers, bloggers, churches and minorities strive to make
their voices heard.

In 2010 we saw a 20 percent increase of major social unrest as
Chinese civil society activists voice their deep grievances against
local government corruption. The courage of lawyers who, despite
retaliation, continue to defend human rights defenders of fathers
who, despite threats to their own safety, work to advance consumer
protection after corruption and food safety endangered their chil-
dren.

And of religious minorities who despite severe restrictions on
non-registered places of worship, continue to practice their faith
and claim their cultural rights, their courageous cause for hope. I
look forward to hearing to what extent the Chinese public is be-
coming involved in these changes and how it has been affected by
the political repression and political involvement.

During the past decade, due to strong congressional leadership,
the U.S. administrated a growing number of foreign assistance pro-
grams, the majority of which was devoted to human rights, democ-
racy, rule of law, as well as related activities such as supporting
the Tibetan community and protecting the environment. I'm heart-
ened to see that U.S. programs seem to be helping to build a small
but determined core of civil society individuals and reformist gov-
ernment officials who in the long-term may enable China to transi-
tion to democracy.

China is a growing power and a partner in individual trade and
global development. Yet, it is important to recognize that the Chi-
nese cannot enforce stability at the expense of human rights. Too
many of the challenges the Chinese people face, from HIV/AIDS
epidemic to a looming food crisis, will require citizen activism and
involvement to find sustainable solutions. It is my strong belief
that the United States cannot be indifferent to Chinese human
rights violations. I firmly believe that a nation that pursues growth
by silencing its citizens is building a foundation in sand which can-
not resist the tides of civilian unrest.

I look forward to your testimony on the state of the current
crackdown, and your estimations on how this Congress can target
its involvement and aid to civil society to enable viable long-term
reform in China. I yield back.

Mr. SMITH. Thank you, Ranking Member, for your statement.

Now I yield to the vice chairman of the subcommittee, Jeff
Fortenberry.

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for convening this
important and timely hearing, particularly given this week’s U.S./
China strategic economic dialogue here in Washington.
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I am heartened, Mr. Chairman, that the United States and Sec-
retary Clinton have taken a more deliberate tone with China on
human rights this week than during the recent state dinner for
President Hu Jintao.

Part of the change in tone and tenor, I believe, is due to the wave
of freedom we have seen sweep North Africa and the Middle East
known as the Arab Spring. As Secretary Clinton said, they are try-
ing to stop history which is a fool’s errand.

As the Chinese Government attempts to play down the Sec-
retary’s remarks, I think it is important that this body give thor-
ough and clear attention to the many extreme human rights abuses
by the Chinese Government against its citizens wishing to exercise
some modicum of freedom.

Do I want a good relationship with China? Yes, absolutely. China
is a valuable world partner. But for China to achieve the legitimacy
that it seeks, it needs to make significant gains on a number of
fronts and join the community of responsible nations.

Since I began serving in Congress, Members of Congress from
both sides of the political aisle have boldly challenged Beijing on
its ruthless treatment of democracy activists and their families,
Internet freedom advocates, religious minorities, women and fami-
lies victimized by a callous one-child policy and even coerced abor-
tion.

We have tried managing our complex relationship with China in
a manner that honors the transcendent principles that define our
national purpose and identity, a nation founded on freedom of reli-
gion, a nation that embraces freedom of speech and justice, and
free and fair commerce as worthy foundations of prosperity for fu-
ture generations.

As this hearing is underway many individuals continue to suffer
horrific tortures in China for voicing their desire for personal lib-
erty. Nobel Laureate Liu Xiaobo languishes in prison as his wife
and family members remain under house arrest.

Chen Guangcheng, the blind lawyer who exposed to the world
China’s cruel and draconian forced abortion policy, has continued
to be victimized by the Chinese Government. His lawyer abducted
and his whereabouts unknown. Countless others suffer in silence.
People who have disappeared into the vast network of gulags that
no human being should ever have to see or experience.

Why do we care so deeply about China’s legacy of violence and
oppression? Aside from our deeply-held philosophical principles of
liberty and universal rights, Americans, of course, buy a vast
amount of Chinese made goods and China holds a great deal of
American debt, nearly $2 trillion by some estimates. And we have
a bilateral trade deficit approaching $300 billion that poses weighty
concerns.

We must also challenge China to abandon its embrace of unbri-
dled mercantilism which manifests itself in massive subsidies and
other trade distorting practices that contribute to this staggering
imbalance. China must know that global trade is inseparable from
global responsibility.

In terms of global stability, managing our military relationship
to maintain regional stability becomes all the more critical now
that China has achieved an initial operational capability in land-
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based anti-ship ballistic missiles threatening our Pacific fleet. In
the nuclear realm China’s policies also cause concern. China is
modernizing its nuclear arsenal.

We have a responsibility to work together to shake this complex
relationship with China, to seek meaningful progress on the tough
issues, and to acknowledge the many positive elements of China’s
ancient culture and civilization. However, we must do so without
shrinking from challenging the outright effrontery to our principles
and whitewashing grave threats to our integrity such as the egre-
gious human rights violations that will come to light in this hear-
ing.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I yield back.

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Fortenberry, thank you very much for your state-
ment.

I would like to now introduce our extraordinary panel of experts,
three of whom have spent considerable time, in two cases almost
two decades, in the infamous Laogai system and speak with pro-
found authority concerning what they experienced, what they
know. Their friends are still languishing and suffering the brutal-
ities of the dictatorship, as well as academics and human rights ad-
vocates who speak out daily and do so courageously on behalf of all
of the human rights issues in China.

I'll begin first with Mr. Wei Jingsheng who served two jail sen-
tences totalling more than 18 years in China for his pro-democracy
work. He was forced into exile in 1989 but continued to advocate
for human rights and democracy in China.

In 1998 Mr. Wei founded and became the chairman of the Over-
seas Chinese Democracy Coalition, an umbrella organization for
many overseas Chinese democracy groups. He is also president of
the Wei Jingsheng Foundation and the Asian Democracy Alliance.
He has written numerous articles and regularly speaks about
human rights and democracy in China including broadcasts in
China via Radio Free Asia.

I will note parenthetically that Wei was actually let out of prison
by the Chinese dictatorship in the early 1990s in the vain hopes
of procuring the Olympics in 2000. I met with him in Beijing at the
time and had dinner with him. He was subsequently arrested when
they didn’t get Olympics 2000. They got them years later. He was
of such high value as a political prisoner that one man’s release
was thought by the hardliners to be sufficient to obtain the Olym-
pics.

We will then hear from Harry Wu who survived 19 years in Chi-
nese labor camps. He came to the U.S. in 1980 and became an ac-
tivist for human rights in China. In the 1990s he showed incredible
bravery by returning to China on a human rights mission. He was
discovered, arrested, and sentenced to 15 more years in the Laogai.
He was released following an international campaign on his behalf.

Mr. Wu is the president of the Laogai Research Foundation, the
author of countless reports and numerous books on human rights,
a frequent witness before this and the full committee. He recently
founded the Laogai Museum right here in Washington. I do hope
people will visit it because it is a very chilling reminder not just
of what has been past, but what is the present, and, hopefully, not
the future for China.
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We will then hear from Ms. Jing Zhang who built a career as a
newspaper editor for 20 years in Hong Kong and in the United
States. She suffered 5 years in a Chinese prison for her belief in
freedom and democracy. She founded Women’s Rights in China in
2007 to popularize the noble cause of women’s rights and advocate
for the weak and underprivileged in China.

As the director of operations of the organization All Girls Al-
lowed, Ms. Zhang directs the projects aimed at the prevention of
female infanticide, the education of abandoned female orphans, the
reuniting of trafficked children with their families and the advo-
cacy on behalf of forced abortion victims.

We will then hear from Mr. Steven Mosher who is the president
of the Population Research Institute and the author of numerous
books on China including Hegemon: China’s Plan to Dominate Asia
and the World and China Misperceived: American Illusions and
Chinese Reality. I've read three of his books including A Mother’s
Ordeal and it brought great insight, I think, to me and anyone else
who took the time to read it.

He served as the director of the Asian Study Center at the Clare-
mont Institute from 1986 to 1995. He was a commissioner on the
U.S. Commission on Broadcasting to the People’s Republic of China
from 1991 to 1992.

He was educated at the University of Washington and Stanford
University and in 1979 became the first American social scientist
permitted to do field research in China since the Communist Revo-
lution. He was the man, at least for the U.S., and frankly, most of
the free world, who broke the story of the one-child-per-couple pol-
icy.

Frontline, 60 Minutes, the Beijing bureau chiefs for the Wash-
ington Post and others all, back in the early ’80s, relied on his his-
toric and breakthrough research about what women were experi-
encing as a direct result of the horrific one-child-per-couple policy
and has worked on this human rights issue and others ever since.

We will then hear from Mr. Phelim Kine who is an Asia re-
searcher at Human Rights Watch. A former news wire bureau chief
in Jakarta, he worked as a journalist for more than a decade in
China, Indonesia, Cambodia, and Taiwan prior to joining Human
Rights Watch in April 2007. Mr. Kine’s opinion pieces on China’s
human rights challenges have appeared in numerous major media.

He has spoken publicly on China’s human rights challenges at
venues ranging from the European Parliament to a hearing of the
U.S. China Economic and Security Review Commission. Mr. Kine
is a graduate of Carleton University in Ottawa, Canada. We great-
ly appreciate his taking the time to share his insight and counsel.

We will then hear from Professor Andrea Worden who teaches
Chinese law at American University, Washington College of Law.
She consults on rule of law programs and civil society initiatives
with a particular focus on China.

Professor Worden’s current research interests center on criminal
justice and transitional justice in China, as well as China’s inter-
actions with the United Nations human rights system. She serves
on the Board of Directors of the Yale China Association. Prior to
becoming a consultant, Professor Worden served as general counsel
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and senior advisor on criminal justice with the Congressional-Exec-
utive Commission on China.

We are joined by Congressman Frank Wolf. I would like to yield
to my very distinguished colleague. I will note parenthetically Mr.
Wolf is the author of the International Religious Freedom Act.
China, as I said in my opening, since 2000 has been designated a
CPC, country of particular concern, because of its egregious viola-
tions of religious rights.

Mr. Wolf.

Mr. WoLF. Thank you. I cannot stay but I just wanted to come
just to listen to a portion. Thank you to you and Mr. Payne for hav-
ing these hearings.

I appreciate, Chris, your effort on China over these years. Also,
you have a very distinguished panel and I will read everything. I
will take it as I leave. I appreciate what they have done.

With that I yield back. Thanks, Chris.

Mr. SMITH. I would like to now yield to Wei Jingsheng.

STATEMENT OF MR. WEI JINGSHENG, CHAIR, OVERSEAS
CHINESE DEMOCRACY COALITION

Mr. WEL I want to express my gratitude to you for giving me the
opportunity to speak here.

In recent years, especially in the last half-year, China’s human
rights have been deteriorating rapidly. The Chinese Communist re-
gime strengthened its suppression against the dissidents, human
rights lawyers, and all kinds of religious and faith groups. It also
strengthened its blockade and control of the Internet, broadcasting,
and print media.

The regime’s attitude toward general mass organizations has
gone from some degree of tolerance into intolerance. It also in-
creased its arbitrary handling of legal cases involving both the gen-
eral public and its own officials. Among all, the most important
changes are reflected in the following two points.

The first is the Communist regime’s increased arbitrariness in
dealing with law. There is an obvious strengthening of the tend-
ency to dominate judicial cases by various levels of the Communist
organizations and officials. Take the Li Zhuang case in Chongqing
as an example. Almost all the legal proceedings have been de-
stroyed. Only according to the intention of the local Communist
leaders, a wrongful case was created against a rights-defending
lawyer.

The authority has not only undermined the judicial process, but
also used means of deceptive and illegal exchange to force the re-
lated parties to plead guilty. Further, it made illegal court deci-
sions when evidence was absent. Yet, this decision has received col-
lective recognition and encouragement by the highest level of the
Chinese Communist leaders.

This model will soon be popularized throughout the whole coun-
try. It will not only greatly encourage illegal sentencing, but also
reduce the possibility of judicial intervention for the defendant to
gain access and help from lawyers and thus create the biggest con-
venience for the Communist officials to interfere with judicial sys-
tem.
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Thus, likely China could revert to the lawless state during the
Cultural Revolution period when the Communist regime smashed
the existence of the judicial mechanism.

The second is that the laws for illegal detention have been ex-
panded from officials and dissidents to include the general public
include religious and faith groups. The forced “disappearance” of
the famous artist Ai Weiwei recently is a typical example. What is
noteworthy is that, just as in the case of Li Zhuang in Chongqing,
this case of Ai Weiwei is also supported by the highest-level Com-
munist leaders. Thus, it soon will become a model for the whole
country.

The characteristic of this case is that the authority publicly car-
ried out its action of forced “disappearance.” After it violated Chi-
na’s own Criminal Procedure Law and detained the person, the au-
thority did not notify the family, yet released the related informa-
tion publicly in the media by its official spokesman.

This is equivalent to flouting laws in the open, and announces
the fact that the will of the Communist Party is above the law.
This is significantly different from the individual illegal activities
during the Deng Xiaoping and Jiang Zemin eras. It also represents
the transformation of the whole justice system toward the extreme
dictatorship of the Nazi and Mao Zedong. Two reasons producing
these changes are noteworthy.

The first is that the Chinese Communist Party has lost its con-
fidence in its own ruling capacity. Due to the increased opposition
from the people, as well as the intensified internal struggle within
the Party, there are very few people who believe that the system
of the Communist Party can continue. Besides returning to the
lawless state of the extreme dictatorship, the Communist Party
does not have a method for controlling the social crisis.

The second is that the international community, particularly the
U.S. Government, is showing its weakness to the Chinese Govern-
ment due to economic interests.

This weakness has led, for a while now, to a rising defiance
against the USA by the Chinese officials and the society at large.
When the international society is concerned about human rights, it
is considered as politicians staging a show for their own voters, in
a way to deceive the people of their countries. Whoever pays atten-
tion to this international pressure would be ridiculed by the others.

So now it has even developed to the degree of directly ridiculing
the U.S. Assistant Secretary of State for the Bureau of Democracy,
Human Rights and Labor. This ridicule enabled the related Chi-
nese officials gain some benefits of public opinion.

The action of Hu Jintao humiliating the United States at the
White House also won him exceptional praise within the Com-
munist Party. This kind of attitude has been and will be applied
to the Western businessmen and tourists in general. The U.S. Con-
gress and the administration should not ignore such kind of devel-
opments.

I thank you.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Wei follows:]
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Testimony about Deteriorating Human Rights in China at the Hearing Held by the
Committee on Foreign Affairs of the United States House of Representatives

-- Wei Jingsheng

May 13, 2011

In recent years, especially in the last half-year, China's human rights have been
deteriorating rapidly. The Chinese Communist regime strengthened its suppression
against the dissidents, human rights lawyers, and all kinds of religious and faith groups.
1t also strengthened its blockade and control of the Internet, broadcasting and print
media. The regime's attitude towards general mass organizations has gone from some
degree of tolerance into intolerance. It also increased its arbitrary handling of legal
cases involving both the general public and its own officials.

Among all, the most important changes are reflected in the following two points.

The first is the Communist regime's increased arbitrariness in dealing with law. There
is an obvious strengthening of the tendency to dominate judicial cases by various
levels of the Communist organizations and officials. Take the Li Zhuang case in
Chongging as an example. Almost all the legal proceedings have been destroyed.
Only according to the intention of the local Communist leaders, a wrongful case was
created against a rights-defending lawyer. The authority has not only undermined the
judicial process, but also used means of deceptive and illegal exchange to force the
related parties to plead guilty. Further, it made illegal court decisions when evidence
was absent.

Yet, this decision has received collective recognition and encouragement by the highest
level of the Chinese Communist leaders. This model will soon be popularized
throughout the whole country. It will not only greatly encourage illegal sentencing,
but also reduce the possibility of judicial intervention for the defendant to gain access
and help from lawyers and thus create the biggest convenience for the Communist
officials to interfere with judicial system. Thus, likely China could revert to the
lawless state during the Cultural Revolution period when the Communist regime
smashed the existence of the judicial mechanism.

The second is that the laws for illegal detention have been expanded from officials and
dissidents to include the general public include religious and faith groups. The forced
"disappearance" of the famous artist Ai Weiwel recently is a typical example. Whatis
noteworthy is that, just as in the case of Li Zhuang in Chongging, this case of Ai
Weiwei is also supported by the highest-level Communist leaders. Thus, it soon will
become a model for the whole country.
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The characteristic of this case is that the authority publicly carried out its action of
forced "disappearance". After it violated China's own Criminal Procedure Law and
detained the person, the authority did not notify the family, yet released the related
information publicly in the media by its official spokesman. This is equivalent to
flouting laws in the open, and announces the fact that the will of the Communist Party
is above the law. This is significantly different from the individual illegal activities
during the Deng Xiaoping and Jiang Zemin eras. Tt also represents the transformation
of the whole justice system towards the extreme dictatorship of the Nazi and Mao
Zedong.

Two reasons producing these changes are noteworthy.

The first is that the Chinese Communist Party has lost its confidence in its own ruling
capacity. Due to the increased opposition from the people, as well as the intensified
internal struggle within the party, there are very few people who believe that the
system of the Communist Party can continue. Besides returning to the lawless state
of the extreme dictatorship, the Communist Party does not have a method for
controlling the social crisis.

The second is that the international community, particularly the U.S. government, is
showing its weakness to the Chinese government due to economic interests. This
weakness has led, for a while now, to a rising defiance against the USA by the Chinese
officials and the society at large. When the international society is concerned about
human rights, it is considered as politicians staging a show for their own voters, in a
way to deceive the people of their countries. Whoever pays attention to this
international pressure would be ridiculed by the others.

So now it has even developed to the degree of directly ridiculing the U.S. Assistant
Secretary of State for the Bureau of Democracy, Human Rights and Labor. This
ridicule enabled the related Chinese officials gain some benefits of public opinion.
The action of Hu Jintaoc humiliating the United States at the White House also won him
rare praise within the Communist Party. This kind of attitude has been or will be
applied to the Western businessmen and tourists in general. The U.S. Congress and
the administration should not ignore such kind of developments.

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Wei, thank you so much for your testimony.
Mr. Wu.

STATEMENT OF MR. HARRY WU, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR,
LAOGAI RESEARCH FOUNDATION

Mr. Wu. Chairman and Vice Chairman and Congressmen. Let
me say something about Chinese activities today in the human
rights situation.
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The Chinese Communist Party rose to power in 1949, and for
about 62 years it has unrelentingly clung onto power by systemati-
cally repressing, disappearing and killing its people. The Party that
originally proclaimed itself the savior of the common people has be-
come one of the most repressive regimes in history.

By depriving its people of basic rights and freedoms and keeping
its people in the dark and in a constant state of fear, the CCP has
managed to maintain its sovereignty. Let me give you some exam-
ples. The Central Committee passed a resolution called 179 that
said in government documents, or Communist Party documents, or
in their policy they have to stop using Mao Zedong thought so this
is separate from the central decisions because many people today
are raising up trying to criticize the Mao Zedong thought.

Secondly, China is actually a country which has a special ruling.
The Party set up so-called two certainty. It means in a certain time
in a certain place the Chinese Communist Party members if they
violate the law they have to make a confession.

Many governors of the province and many ministers, including in
the Ministry of Transportation, were under arrest. There is no
legal arrest but so-called discipline department officers. They have
to make a confession before they go to the court. How many people
were there? Two-point-two million. Two-point-two million Com-
munist members were under so-called double certainty.

The third event I want to point out for you. In January 2011 in
the Communist center, Tiananmen Square, the Chinese set up a
Confucius statue. I was very surprised because Tiananmen Square
is a political center and only the Communist Party, central party,
can make a decision. They have Mao portrait, Marx portrait, Lenin
portrait, and Stalin portrait.

Very confusedly they have a Confucius statue. So far we know
Mao, when alive, seriously criticized Confucius, was against Confu-
cius, opposed Confucius. Today in the political center in Tiananmen
Square everybody is confused. Shall we follow Mao or follow Confu-
cius? In this month, May, around 100 days later, Chinese quietly
in the middle of the night removed the Confucius statue. It dis-
appeared. So these events are telling you the Communist Party
today is very confused and does not know how to handle the future.

Recently, Chinese Government has been increasingly vigilant in
its efforts to suppress freedom of speech; not only do they control
the media, but they block countless foreign Web sites and blogs
through the use of a highly-intricate surveillance system called
“Golden Shield.”

In recent months, China has also been arresting and giving
lengthy sentences to political dissidents. Ai Weiwei’s father, was a
famous poet, is highly recognized by the Chinese Communist Party
but unfortunately he disagreed with the government and was ar-
rested.

We do not know how many people have been arrested. So far we
have more than 40 people disappeared. It’s not only Liu Xiaobo, but
also another dissent named Liu Xianbin. Liu Xianbin was arrested
by the government twice. The first time he was sentenced to 2%
years. The second time 13 years. When he was released he was re-
arrested last month and sentenced to another 10 years.



13

The Chinese Constitution claims to grant its people freedom of
speech and freedom of assembly, however, without a fair and just
legal system to uphold these ideals, these so-called rights are just
empty words. Yet these ideals are not absent from Chinese society;
they are important enough for Liu Xiaobo and Liu Xianbin to speak
out on behalf of the victims of the Tiananmen Square massacre.

They continually write and express their pro-democracy ideas,
even at great risk to their own safety and the safety of their fami-
lies. Admittedly, lack of free speech and the right to assembly has
ensured that China’s single-party dictatorship remains “stable.”
However, the longer the CCP refuses to properly and responsibly
deal with the country’s changing political, economic, and social con-
ditions, the more likely another Tiananmen Square incident be-
comes.

The longer the CCP tries to keep a tight lid on the diversity of
opinion and expression within society, the more violent the back-
lash will be. The reign of the CCP cannot and will not last forever.
There will be a day when China will finally be a free country.

Recently the Chinese and America had a dialogue, the so-called
the Strategic Economic Dialogue between the U.S. and China. De-
spite a promise of the U.S. officials to bring up human rights issues
in the dialogue, the issue of human rights was barely touched upon
and the U.S. and China merely agreed to continue in constructive
dialogue of human rights. How come the U.S. claimed to be a lead-
er of human rights and freedom in the world if it is continuing to
turn a blind eye to the human rights situation in China?

Also, I would suggest President Obama and the Congress have
to care about the American companies with their business inside
China. At least they should not have relations with to Chinese
military and security systems. I strongly urge President Obama
and the U.S. Congress to be bold and take a firm stand against
China’s human rights abuses.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Wu follows:]
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The Chinese Communist Party rose to power in 1949, and for over half a century it has
unrelentingly clung onto power by systematically repressing, disappearing and killing its
people. The Party that originally proclaimed itself the savior of the common people has
become one of the most repressive regimes in history. China has never been known as a
defender of human rights as evidenced by the countless atrocities of the Cultural
Revolution. But human rights violations are not limited to China’s past- the abuses still go
on today. The Chinese government continually ignores the deafening criticisms voiced not
only by foreign governments, the U.N,, and human rights groups, but also by its own people.
By depriving its people of basic rights and freedoms and keeping its people in the dark and
in a constant state of fear, the CCP has managed to maintain its sovereignty. Yet despite
this, there are many brave souls in China who refuse to quietly accept this reality. They
bravely speak out against the injustice and rampant corruption in China. As a reward for
their efforts, they, their family and friends are harassed, threatened, placed under constant

surveillance, arbitrarily arrested and detained.

As a country whose fundamental principles are based on freedom and individual rights for
all, the U.S. should take a more proactive and firm stance against human rights abuses in all

parts of the world, not just where it is politically advantageous to do so. As President
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Obama has said before, “[Democracy] stands in opposition to aggression and injustice, and
our support for universal rights is both fundamental to American leadership and a source
of strength in the world.” I urge President Obama to hold true to his word and push China

to make a genuine improvement in its human rights.

This is especially critical in light of the recent Strategic and Economic Dialogue between the
U.S. and China. Despite the promises of U.S. officials to bring up human rights issues at the
Dialogue, the issue of human rights was barely touched upon, and the U.S. and China merely
agreed to continue “constructive bilateral dialogue on human rights.” The human rights
talks held previously in Beijing were not particularly successful either. While they led to
the release of Teng Biao, a prominent Chinese human rights lawyer, one cannot conclude
that just because China released one human rights activist, China is indeed taking a closer
step towards promoting human rights. Instead, this is merely a way for China to appease
foreign governments while continuing to indulge in its prosperous economic ties with
other countries. For instance, on the day that Mr. Teng was released, another prominent
human rights lawyer, Li Fangping, was disappeared. Pushing for human rights should not
be considered a weakness in U.S. foreign policy, nor should maintaining the status quo be
its goal. Under the current human rights situation in China, the U.S. cannot and should not
let economic interests take precedence over human rights. As President Franklin Delano
Roosevelt once said, “Enduring peace cannot be bought at the cost of other people’s
freedom.” How can the U.S. claim to be a leader of human rights and freedom in the world,

if it continually turns a blind eye towards the abysmal human rights situation in China?
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When Liu Xiaobo, a well know pro-democracy writer and advocate, was awarded the Nobel
Peace Prize in 2010, the CCP reacted childishly, flying off the handle and cracking down
even harder on its dissidents. This severe crackdown was a direct result of the CCP’s
paranoia of losing power. Thus, in addition to preventing over 200 people from leaving
China to attend the ceremony, China also pressured other countries to boycott the awards
ceremony in Oslo. At that time, President Obama called for Liu Xiaobo’s immediate release
and commented on the fact that although China has made much economic progress over

the past 30 years, however, China's political reform has yet to catch up.

Another display of the CCP’s paranoia came about during the recent pro-democracy wave
of the Jasmine Revolution, which had spread throughout North Africa and the Middle East,
the CCP saw its potential downfall as other autocratic regimes were being challenged or
removed. As a result, China preemptively cracked down and smothered any and every
trace of the Jasmine Revolution within its borders. This overreaction demonstrates just
how desperate the CCP is to remain in power. It also shows just how paranoid the CCP is
about its people rising up and taking a stand against the government. If there was ever any
chance of a Jasmine Revolution in China, the CCP was effective in its efforts to stifle such an

uprising.

In the midst of its recent international conflicts, the CCP has decided to promote its soft
power by attempting to portray a peaceful and harmonious image. One way they did this
was to establish many Confucian Institutes all around the world. In January of this year

they even went so far as to erect a 31-foot tall Confucius statue in Tiananmen Square.
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However, recently the CCP stealthily removed the statue, which seems to suggest it is

confused about what image it wants to portray to its own people.

Recently, China's government has been increasingly vigilant in its efforts to suppress
freedom of speech; not only do they control the media, but they block countless foreign
websites and blogs through the use of a highly-intricate surveillance system called ‘Golden
Shield.” In recent months, China has also been arresting and giving lengthy sentences to
political dissidents- people who seek to expose government corruption and criticize the

policies of the CCP.

The most common crime that critics of the CCP have committed is voicing their
dissatisfaction with the CCP and its policies, and as such, they have been arbitrarily
arrested and detained. Those who seek justice on behalf of their fellow citizens are not
only met with threats, but constantly face the prospect of being locked up for an
undetermined period of time according to the whims of a tyrannical regime. For example,
advocates Ai Weiwei and Tan Zuoren tried to create a list of all the children lost during the
Sichuan earthquake as they attempted to expose the shoddy architecture of the schools
that collapsed and killed thousands. Both Mr. Ai and Mr. Tan are now being detained by the

CCP, however the current whereabouts of Mr. Ai still remain a mystery.

China’s constitution claims to grant its people freedom of speech and freedom of assembly,
however, without a fair and just legal system to uphold these ideals, these so-called rights

are just empty words. Yet these ideals are not absent from Chinese society; they are
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important enough for Liu Xianbin and Liu Xiaobo to speak out on behalf of the victims of
the Tiananmen Square massacre. They continually write and express their pro-democracy
ideas, even at great risk to their own safety and the safety of their families. Admittedly, lack
of free speech and the right to assemble has ensured that China's single-party dictatorship
remains “stable.” However, the longer the CCP refuses to properly and responsibly deal
with the country’s changing political, economic, and social conditions, the more likely
another Tiananmen Square incident becomes. The longer the CCP tries to keep a tight lid
on the diversity of opinion and expression within society, the more violent the backlash
will be. The reign of the CCP cannot and will not last forever. There will be a day when

China will finally be a free country.

For 19 years, | personally witnessed and experienced the human rights abuses in China.
When I finally came to the U.S. in 1985, although I was already 48 years old, that was the
first time in my life that T felt truly free. That is a feeling that T will never forget, and one
that I wish the Chinese people and people around the world could feel in their own
countries. | strongly urge President Obama and the U.S. Congress to be bold and take a firm

stand against China’s human rights abuses.

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Wu, thank you very, very much.
We now ask Ms. Zhang to present her statement.

STATEMENT OF MS. JING ZHANG, DIRECTOR OF OPERATIONS,
ALL GIRLS ALLOWED

Ms. ZHANG [via translator]. All Girls Allowed is a non-profit
Christian organization registered in the U.S. and founded by Chai
Ling, two-time Nobel peace prize nominee and former leader of the
1989 Tiananmen Square Democracy Movement.

AGA’s mission is to restore life, value and dignity to girls and
mothers, and to reveal the injustice of China’s one-child policy. As
you may know, and as Congressman Smith referenced, there are
many human rights abuses that are occurring as a result of the
policy. With the love of Christ and the power of God, AGA is taking
on this massive issue, with faith that this will come to an end.
Today I have the privilege of translating for Jing Zhang, director
of operations at All Girls Allowed.
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In February 2011, inspired by the wave of democratic movements
in the Arab World, the Chinese-language Internet community gave
birth to messages of the Jasmine Revolution. The Chinese Govern-
ment reacted in panic with a severe crackdown, in blatant violation
of the Chinese Constitution and the U.N. Charter.

It dismissed international condemnation and arrested hundreds
of dissidents, civil rights attorneys, and artists including Jiang
Tianyong and Ai Weiwei. Even members of the public in the streets
who happened to be carrying jasmine flowers were arrested.

Through AGA’s communication with house church networks, we
know of increased persecution of the Shouwang Church in Beijing,
whose members have been systematically threatened, arrested, and
questioned. In the Guizhou province, since March 18th, more than
a dozen dissidents have been arrested without reason and detained
for over a month.

One of them, Ms. Wu Yuqin, had cancer; her 80-year-old mother
was also arrested for defending her daughter. Two other women,
Wang Lihong and Liang Haiyi, were arrested and charged for ex-
pressing opinions related to the Jasmine Revolution. The Chinese
Government has also put non-governmental organizations and
their workers under surveillance. The work of All Girls Allowed
suffered drastically because of threats and harassment from agents
of the Ministry of State Security.

Today, China’s cruel control of its own people continues to deep-
en. This year’s Chinese domestic security budget reached 624.4 bil-
lion Chinese yuan, exceeding the military budget of 601.1 billion
yuan. This huge spending on domestic security control and the
founding on March 4th of a new National Internet Information Of-
fice lead us to believe that the Chinese Government has little in-
tention of allowing greater freedom to its people.

The first of AGA’s programs, the Baby Shower program, aids
rural Chinese mothers and baby girls. Every month, AGA workers
distribute stipends to mothers of baby girls; these stipends of about
$20 are used to buy baby formula, food and clothing for their
daughters. The purpose of the stipend is to save the baby girls from
sex-selective abortion, infanticide or abandonment. The stipend
also increases the perceived value of girls and gives dignity to
mothers who might otherwise hang their heads in shame for hav-
ing a baby girl.

Over 550 girls and families have benefitted from this program.
Surveys of sponsored families have shown a drastic change in cul-
ture: Despite getting an illegal ultrasound to verify the gender of
their current child, the vast majority of families who participated
in the Baby Shower program expressed that they would not abort
or abandon their next child, even if it were a girl a remarkable suc-
cess and breakdown of thousands of years of oppression against
girls and women.

Unfortunately, since March, AGA workers have been harassed by
local police and security agents. Some workers have been detained
and interrogated multiple times and forced to divulge every detail
of the program. Officials of local towns and villages have dissemi-
nated rumors that workers were trouble makers who would be ar-
rested by the police, which troubled and inconvenienced mothers
who received aid through the program.
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In one instance, police not only conducted forced interrogations,
but also sent two agents to record the aid distribution by video. (In
order to protect the personal safety of our workers, we will not
identify the specific location.) These agents followed the AGA work-
ers on their visits to families in remote villages, recording the con-
versations between our workers and the beneficiary families.

While AGA workers and local families were talking at the door-
step, they stood nearby. When our workers entered local houses,
the police would enter and sit down as well. One may well imagine
the anxiety and oppression felt by the AGA workers and rural fam-
ilies. Some families requested to stop receiving aid in order to es-
cape police attention, fearing that the attention would have long-
lasting ill effects on the entire family.

Many volunteers also decided to stop contributing their time to
this charitable program. They had volunteered with AGA to serve
the local community, but found themselves treated as suspected fel-
ons under open police surveillance. Neighbors of AGA workers also
became suspicious and began opposing their work.

In another instance, a farmer whose family receives our aid was
forcibly pushed into a police vehicle for interrogation. His cell
phone was confiscated and he was threatened by the police. They
asked him whether the aid carried any conditions, what the volun-
teers said to him, and whether there was any encouragement to
join Falun Gong. After hours of interrogation, he was released.

As a result of police harassment, some field workers and aid-re-
ceiving families have requested an early termination of the Baby
Shower program. Consequently, hundreds of baby girls and their
families have lost the monthly assistance, which carried no condi-
tions except that the family must have a newborn daughter. To a
family whose monthly income was only between 300 to 500 Chinese
yuan ($46-$77), this represents a grave loss.

A field worker told me,

“It’s hopeless. If we continue the program, we might end up in
prison. If the government wants to arrest someone, there’s no
shortage of made-up charges. In China, it’s not easy to do good
even if you want to. The government wants to watch every-
thing. They don’t want to overlook any detail, even your
thoughts. They have all the money and all the manpower.
That’s what it means to have a strong and glorious country.”

The openings of the People’s Congress and the Political Consulta-
tion Congress in March coincided with the Jasmine Revolution,
when the government’s surveillance and oppression became even
more rampant. Police arrested all “questionable personalities”
found in sensitive locations in Tiananmen Square and kept them
in detention centers such as Jingjiuzhuang in Beijing.

Ms. Nie Lina, a woman from Henan province, contacted AGA be-
cause of her difficulties. She is currently 5-months pregnant. Her
family’s house was forcibly demolished, but she could get no re-
dress from the local government. She had no option but to petition
the central government in Beijing, and was beaten many times as
a result.

She was then put into administrative detention in Beijing’s
Jingjiuzhuang center.
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On March 28, 2011, Ms. Nie was transferred from Jingjiuzhuang
to her local detention center for 10 days, during which time she
suffered beatings to her head and body at the hands of government
agents.

On April 19th, Ms. Nie was again arrested and kept in a deten-
tion center in Xiangcheng, Hunan. Seven to eight male government
agents undressed her in the court yard of the detention center in
front of 60 onlookers, leaving only her bra on her upper body.
Afterwards, she was dragged to ultrasound exams and threatened
with forced abortion. She was extremely frightened and greatly hu-
miliated. After she reached out to AGA our team mobilized hun-
dreds of others to pray for her safety.

God answered these prayers, as she was spared a forced abortion
in the end because none of the authorities dared sign their name
to authorize it. During her 3 day detention, she was given no food
or water by the authorities. Because she was not fed, she suffered
severe stomach pain; only a woman working in the kitchen had
compassion, sneaking her some bread.

The government agents warned her, “We’ll kill you if you go to
Beijing to petition again. The police in Beijing told us to arrest
you.” I asked if she had visited sensitive locations with connection
to the Jasmine Movement. She answered that she had no idea
about any “jasmine.” Her only purpose was to uphold her rights by
petitioning in Beijing.

In another case, a victim of the Family Planning Policy was de-
tained in Jingjiuzhuang in March 2011. (She has agreed to pub-
licize these details on condition of anonymity.) Several years ago,
a farmer’s wife from Nanping, Fujian, was forced to undergo tubal
ligation surgery, a forced sterilization.

The doctor mistakenly severed the ureter tract of one kidney,
leading to infections in her kidney system. Even when Beijing hos-
pitals proved that the ureter tract had been medically severed, the
local government and hospital refused to compensate her, leaving
her no option but to petition the central government.

Local law enforcement agents threatened that if she petitioned
the government again, her death would occur under “murky” cir-
cumstances. She only recently discovered that the nervous atmos-
phere was the result of something called “jasmine.”

Another of AGA’s programs is our Orphan Scholarship program.
As a result of the one-child policy and the traditional bias against
girls, many newborn girls are abandoned by parents quickly after
birth. AGA stepped in to provide not only shelter and care but also
scholarships for the girls, who are now attending elementary, sec-
ondary or undergraduate schools.

Among these orphans are Shi Minjie, who was found nearly fro-
zen in a basket 18 years ago, but who is now able to attend college
with the help of AGA’s scholarship; and “Little Thing” who was
found last year and received lifesaving medical treatment through
AGA'’s assistance.

Since the beginning of 2011, the nuns suddenly became
unenthusiastic about AGA’s assistance, nearly terminating all aid
in February and March. After a special investigation, we discovered
that the nun in charge of processing the funding, a member of the
Tongcheng Buddhist Association, had received pressure through
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“talks” with local authorities. She was no longer willing to have
any connection with economic aid from abroad, even charitable for-
eign Christian donations.

In conclusion, All Girls Allowed testifies that the recent crack-
down has included not only political dissidents, civil rights advo-
cates and Internet opinion, but also the Chinese Government has
been restricting the purely humanitarian activities of organizations
such as All Girls Allowed and continues to persecute our workers.
Because AGA works mainly to benefit girls and mothers, such re-
strictions have led to the direct suffering of the most vulnerable
communities.

We urge American leaders to stand in solidarity with girls and
mothers in China by continuing to support humanitarian organiza-
tions such as AGA, and also to act in the following ways: (1) Ap-
point a special investigator to determine the extent of human
rights violations as a result of the one-child policy; (2) apply diplo-
matic pressure to the Chinese Government and issue a Congres-
sional Resolution condemning the one-child policy; (3) partner with
the Chinese Government to develop an alternative solution to popu-
lation growth that is humane and effective.

Thank you.

[The prepared statement of Ms. Zhang follows:]
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Chinese Government Crackdown Extends to
Humanitarian Workers Helping Girls and Mothers

Testimony before the House Committee on Foreign Affairs
Subcommittee on Africa, Global Health and Human Rights
China’s Latest Crackdown on Dissent

Friday, May 13, 2011

by Jing Zhang, Director of Operations
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Chinese Government Crackdown Extends to

Humanitarian Workers Helping Girls and Mothers

by Jing Zhang
Director of Operations
All Girls Allowed

Friday, May 13, 2011

Hearing of the House Committee on Foreign Affairs, Subcommittee on Africa, Global
Health and Human Rights: China’s Latest Crackdown on Dissent

Preamble

All Girls Allowed is a non-profit Christian organization registered in the U.S., founded
by Chai Ling, two-time Nobel peace prize nominee and former leader of the 1989
Tiananmen Square Democracy Movement. AGA’s mission is to restore life, value and
dignity to girls and mothers, and to reveal the injustice of China’s One-Child Policy. As
you may know, there are many human rights abuses that are occurring as a result of
the repressive One-Child Policy, a policy that President Hu Jintao recently confirmed
would continue. These human rights abuses include the gendercide of girls, infant
abandonment, child trafficking, and forced abortions and sterilizations. Each day
under the Policy, over 35,000 abortions occur {many of which are forced or coerced),
500 women commit suicide, and 1 out of every 6 girls will not make it to life. Today,
the Chinese government reports that there are 37 million more men than women.

With the love of Christ and the power of God, AGA is taking on this massive issue, with
faith that this will come to an end. AGA is supported through donations from the
public, which fund our advocacy work in the U.S. and our humanitarian work in China.
AGA has dozens of indigenous Chinese workers on the ground who carry out our four
rescue programs. Similar to Mother Theresa, whose love for lesus motivated her
service to the poor, the AGA team'’s love for Jesus is the motivation to restore life,
value and dignity to girls and mothers in China and throughout the world. It is through
the work of God and by his transformative power that we will see lasting change in
China.

In February 2011, inspired by the wave of democratic movements in the Arab World,
the Chinese-language internet community gave birth to messages of the Jasmine
Revolution. The Chinese government reacted in panic with a severe crackdown, in
blatant violation of the Chinese Constitution and the U.N. Charter. It dismissed
international condemnation and arrested hundreds of dissidents, civil rights attorneys,
and artists—including Jiang Tianyong and Ai Weiwei. Even members of the publicin
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the streets who happened to carry jasmine flowers were arrested. Through AGA’s
communication with house church networks, we know of increased persecution of the
Shouwang Church in Beijing, whose members have been systematically threatened,
arrested and questioned. In Guizhou province, since March 18" more than a dozen
dissidents have been arrested without reason and detained for over a month. One of
them, Ms. Wu Yuqin, had cancer; her eighty-year-old mother was also arrested for
defending her daughter. Two other women, Wang Lihong and Liang Haiyi, were also
arrested and charged for expressing opinions related to the Jasmine Revolution. The
Chinese government has also put non-governmental organizations and their workers
under surveillance. The work of All Girls Allowed suffered drastically because of threats
and harassment from agents of the Ministry of State Security.

Today, China’s cruel control of its own people continues to deepen. This year’s Chinese
domestic security budget reached 624.4 billion Chinese yuan, exceeding a military
budget of 601.1 hillion yuan.1 This huge spending on domestic security control and
the founding on March 4™ of a new National Internet Information Office lead us to
believe that the Chinese government has little intention of allowing greater freedom to
its people.

AGA Workers Under Surveillance and Beneficiaries Questioned

The first of AGA’s programs, the Baby Shower program, aids rural Chinese mothers and
baby girls. Every month, AGA workers distribute stipends to mothers of baby girls;
these stipends of about $20 are used to buy baby formula, food and clothing for their
daughters. The purpose of the stipend is to save the baby girls from sex-selective
abortion, infanticide or abandonment. The stipend also increases the perceived value
of girls and gives dignity to mothers who might otherwise hang their heads in shame
for having a baby girl.

Over 550 girls and families have benefited from this program. Surveys of sponsored
families have shown a drastic change in culture: despite getting an illegal ultrasound
to verify the gender of their current child, the vast majority of families who
participated in the Baby Shower program expressed that they would not abort or
abandon their next child, even if it were a girl—a remarkable success and breakdown
of thousands of years of oppression against girls and women. Unfortunately, since
March, AGA workers have been harassed by local police and security agents. Some
workers have been detained and interrogated multiple times and forced to divulge
every detail of the program. Officials of local towns and villages have disseminated
rumors that workers were trouble makers who would be arrested by the police, which
troubled and inconvenienced mothers who received aid through the program.

In one instance, police not only conducted forced interrogations, but also sent two

! Reuters Report: httw:/{eeww.reuters.com/article U103 china-unres-idUSTOL 72400970 110305
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A sampling of the baby girls and families who have received aid

through All Girls Allowed’s Baby Shower program.

agents to record the aid distribution by video. (In order to protect the personal safety
of our workers, we will not identify the specific location.) These agents followed the
AGA workers on their visits to families in remote villages, recording the conversations
between our workers and the beneficiary families. While AGA workers and local
families were talking at the doorstep, they stood nearby. When our workers entered
local houses, the police would enter and sit down as well. One may well imagine the
anxiety and oppression felt by the AGA workers and rural families. Some families
requested to stop receiving aid in order to escape police attention, fearing that the
attention would have long-lasting ill effects on the entire family. Many volunteers also
decided to stop contributing their time to this charitable program. They had
volunteered with AGA to serve the local community, but found themselves treated as
suspected felons under open police surveillance. Neighbors of AGA workers also
became suspicious and began opposing their work.

In another instance, a farmer whose family receives our aid was forcibly pushed into a
police vehicle for interrogation. His cell phone was confiscated and he was threatened
by the police. They asked him whether the aid carried any conditions, what the
volunteers said to him, and whether there was any encouragement to join Falun Gong.
After hours of interrogation, he was released.

As a result of police harassment, some field workers and aid-receiving families have
requested an early termination of the Baby Shower program. Consequently, hundreds
of baby girls and their families have lost the monthly assistance, which carried no
conditions except that the family must have a newborn daughter. To a family whose
monthly income was only between 300 to 500 Chinese yuan ($46-$77), this represents
a grave loss.
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A police agent followed an AGA worker as he distributed aid to Baby Shower recipients,
recording his every action. (Background deliberately blurred to obscure location.)

A field worker told me, “It’s hopeless. If we continue the program, we might end up in
prison. If the government wants to arrest someone, there’s no shortage of made-up
charges. In China, it’s not easy to do good even if you want to. The government wants
to watch everything. They don’t want to overlook any detail, even your thoughts.
They have all the money and all the manpower. That’s what it means to have a strong
and glorious country.”

Arrests in Tiananmen Don’t Spare Pregnant Woman

The openings of the People’s Congress and the Political Consultation Congress in
March coincided with the Jasmine Revolution, when the government’s surveillance
and oppression became even more rampant. Police arrested all “questionable
personalities” found in sensitive locations in Tiananmen Square and kept them in
detention centers such as Jingjiuzhuang in Beijing. Ms. Nie Lina, a woman from Henan
province, contacted AGA because of her difficulties. She is currently five-months
pregnant. Her family’s house was forcibly demolished, but she could get no redress
from the local government. She had no option but to petition the central government
in Beijing, and was beaten many times as a result. She was then putinto
administrative detention in Beijing’s Jingjiuzhuang center. On March 28, 2011, Ms. Nie
was transferred from Jingjiuzhuang to her local detention center for ten days, during
which time she suffered beatings to her head and body at the hands of government
agents.

On April 19", Ms. Nie was again arrested and kept in a detention center in Xiangcheng,
Henan. Seven to eight male government agents undressed her in the court yard of the
detention center in front of sixty onlockers, leaving only her bra on her upper body.
Afterwards, she was dragged to ultrasound exams and threatened with forced abortion.
She was extremely frightened and greatly humiliated. After she reached out to AGA,
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On March 15, 2011, Nie Lina was beaten and forcibly arrested by government agents and the police.

our team mobilized hundreds of others to pray for her safety. God answered these
prayers, as she was spared a forced abortion in the end because none of the
authorities dared sign their name to authorize it. During her three day detention, she
was given no food or water by the authorities. Because she was not fed, she suffered
severe stomach pain; only a woman working in the kitchen had compassion, sneaking
her some bread. The government agents warned her, “We’ll kill you if you go to
Beijing to petition again. The police in Beijing told us to arrest you.” | asked if she had
visited sensitive locations with connection to the Jasmine Movement. She answered
that she had no idea about any “jasmine”. Her only purpose was to uphold her rights
by petitioning in Beijing.

In another case, a victim of the Family Planning Policy was detained in Jingjiuzhuang in
March 2011. (She has agreed to publicize these details on condition of anonymity.)
Several years ago, a farmer’s wife from Nanping, Fujian, was forced to undergo tubal
ligation surgery—a forced sterilization. The doctor mistakenly severed the ureter tract
of one kidney, leading to infections in her kidney system. Even when Beijing hospitals
proved that the ureter tract had been medically severed, the local government and
hospital refused to compensate her, leaving her no option but to petition the central
government.

After multiple arrests, beatings, and detainment, she was used as an example of an
“arrested illegal petitioner” in the local TV station’s program, which led to the eroding
of her reputation and collateral punishment to her children and family. When she was
taken into the hospital in March for forced “treatment”, she lost all freedom. She was
followed by agents even when she returned home to pick up clothing. Local law
enforcement agents threatened that if she petitioned the government again, her death
would occur under “murky” circumstances. She only recently discovered that the
nervous atmosphere was the result of something called “jasmine”. She said that one
of her kidneys had already been completely destroyed, and that her head had also
been beaten. She estimated that she would not have long to live and had no desire to
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continue in this life. We believe, however, that our God is capable of bringing healing
and restoration to her and to others in similar suffering. We continue to invite the
public to support these courageous women in prayer.

Cutting Off Foreign Funding for Orphans

Another of AGA’s programs is our Orphan Scholarship program. As a result of the One-
Child Policy and the traditional bias against girls, many newborn girls are abandoned
by parents quickly after birth. The latest estimates are that up to one million babies
are abandoned each year, most of them girls. A number of poor Buddhist nuns in
Tongcheng, Anhui, have adopted several dozen abandoned girls. They provide shelter
and care, but cannot afford to send them to school. AGA stepped in to provide
monthly scholarships for the girls, who are now attending elementary, secondary or
undergraduate schools. Among these orphans are Shi Minjie, who was found nearly
frozen in a basket eighteen years ago, but who is now able to attend college with the
help of AGA’s scholarship; and “Little Thing”, who was found last year and received life-
saving medical treatment through AGA’s assistance.

Shi Minjie (left) was rescued 18 years ago and is now attending Anhui Agricultural University.
“Little Thing” (right) was rescued last year and received life-saving medical care.

Since the beginning of 2011, the nuns suddenly became unenthusiastic about AGA’s
assistance, nearly terminating all aid in February and March. After a special
investigation, we discovered that the nun in charge of processing the funding, a
member of the Tongcheng Buddhist Association, had received pressure through “talks”
with local authorities. She was no longer willing to have any connection with
economic aid from abroad, even charitable foreign Christian donations.

Many months ago, the central government announced a program to assist orphans
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who did not already receive government funding.” This funding was supposed to be

retroactive back to January 2010. However, in our March 2011 special investigation,

we discovered that even provincial-level welfare agencies had not received any such

funding, let alone city-, county-, and township-level agencies. Among the Tongcheng
nunneries, not one has received any assistance.

We do not know whether AGA’s Orphan Scholarship program had any connections
with the government crackdown during the Jasmine Revolution, nor do we know the
exact content of the conversations between Tongcheng police and the nuns, but the
sudden change in the nuns’ attitudes towards AGA’s assistance speaks to the pressure
they received. It also speaks to the government’s suspicion of foreign charities and
donations. This suspicion completely dismisses the needs of the most vulnerable
group, the abandoned orphans.

Conclusion and Action Steps

In conclusion, All Girls Allowed testifies that the recent crackdown has included not
only political dissidents, civil rights advocates and internet opinion, but also the
Chinese government has been restricting the purely humanitarian activities of
organizations such as All Girls Allowed and continues to persecute our workers.
Because AGA works mainly to benefit girls and mothers, such restrictions have led to
the direct suffering of the most vulnerable communities. Perhaps more importantly,
the strict One-Child Policy continues to control the entire population,
disproportionately oppressing girls and mothers, bringing about tremendous loss of
life and creating an atmosphere of fear among the people.

What can and should be done in response to this evidence? In a statement earlier this
week on May 9t Secretary of State Hillary Clinton said, “China and the United States
face a wide range of common regional and global challenges. How our two countries
work together to meet those challenges will help define the trajectory, not only of our
relationship going forward, but the future peace, prosperity, and progress of the
world.” We at AGA agree, and we believe that the future peace, prosperity and
progress of the world depend on the moral uprightness of an emerging China. As
China begins to grow in its influence in the global network, now is the time to confront
them on their treatment of their own people.

While detractors may say that China does not respond to outside pressure, we have
observed that drawing attention to these abuses have resulted in greater justice for
the victims. One example is that of Xiao Aiying, a woman who was forced to abort her
second child while eight-months pregnant. Shortly after her forced abortion, she was
interviewed by Al Jazeera TV, and AGA’s human rights lawyers immediately contacted
her to defend her case. Through this exposure, the local government apologized and

2 China’s Legal Evening News Report: hitp://news. 163.com/AN/A23 Y 14/6P8AMOLE0001AAED himi




31

gave financial compensation and free housing to the couple. This is but one example
of the importance of speaking up on behalf of these, the most vulnerable in society.

A screen capture of Xiao Aiying, as filmed by Al Jazeera TV immediately following
her forced abortion.

We urge American leaders to stand in solidarity with girls and mothers in China by

continuing to support humanitarian organizations such as AGA, and also to act in the
following ways:

1) Appoint a special investigator to determine the extent of human rights
violations as a result of the One-Child Policy.

2) Apply diplomatic pressure to the Chinese government and issue a
Congressional Resolution condemning the One-Child Policy.

3) Partner with the Chinese government to develop an alternative solution to
population growth that is humane and effective.

All Girls Allowed has collected the signatures of over 2,000 people who are asking you,
their representatives in government, to perform these actions and any others in your
power, in order to bring an end to this inhumane policy. In the short period of AGA’s
existence, we have seen God’s hand at work in remarkable ways to rescue girls and
mothers. With your help, we believe we will see an end to these grave human rights
violations in China. Thank you very much for your attention.

Mr. SMITH. Thank you very, very much.
I would like to now yield to Steven Mosher.

STATEMENT OF MR. STEVEN MOSHER, PRESIDENT,
POPULATION RESEARCH INSTITUTE

Mr. MoSHER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Vice Chairman, and
thank you very much for holding this important hearing today.

I don’t want to summarize recent events in China because there
are people here who can more adequately do that than I. I do want
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to put it in the larger perspective, however, because it seems to me
that the aborted Jasmine Revolution is only the latest chapter in
Beijing’s long and increasingly sophisticated campaign to quell all
manner of dissent and to control all important aspects of civil soci-
ety.

It’s not surprising the Chinese dissidents sought to follow in the
footsteps of democratic activists in Tunisia and Egypt. But the Chi-
nese Government was way ahead of them. It preempted their ac-
tions at every stage. On Saturday, for example, February 19th, the
organizers of peaceful demonstrations in China announced a very
specific plan for demonstrations the following day, February 20th.

Even 10 days before that Chinese President Hu Jintao as the
commander of chief of the PLA and the chairman of the Chinese
Communist Party had already issued a directive to the military to
be prepared for contingencies. This is well in advance of any call
for peaceful demonstrations.

The directive issued on February 10th specifically instructed
party cells within the military to study a document called Regula-
tion Governing the Works of the Party Committees in the Military
whose purpose was to strengthen the Party’s control of the mili-
tary.

The explanatory note that came along with this regulation said
that each one of the 33 articles centers on ensuring the absolute
control of the Party over the military. You can understand why a
one-party dictatorship would be concerned that in the event of
peaceful demonstrations military would be absolutely obedient to
its dictates.

In fact, the document goes on to remind the military that all of
its members owe their allegiance first and foremost to the Party,
then to the socialism, then to the state, and finally, and only lastly,
to the people. If the Party finds itself in a confrontation with the
people, this prioritization intimates, the military is to support the
Party at all cost. We know what that meant in Tiananmen some
20-odd years ago.

And then on February 19th, the same day that the dissidents
issued a detailed plan for peaceful demonstrations in 13 major cit-
ies Hu Jintao, held a meeting of top officials to combat the per-
ceived threat of unrest. According to the officials Xinhua News
Agency, the meeting not only included all nine members of the
CCP’s powerful Politburo Standing Committee, but also provincial
heads, ministry chiefs and senior military officials.

Such a high-level meeting could not possibly have been convened
overnight. Obviously this was in planning for a long time sug-
gesting again suggesting again the preemptive nature of the Chi-
nese Government’s response to the upheavals in the Arab world
and to their possible spread to China.

In his surprisingly blunt address, Hu Jintao stressed that the
Chinese Communist Party must strengthen its “management of so-
ciety” in order to stay in power.

The “management of society” is a phrase that I haven’t heard be-
fore. Chairman Mao Zedong, one of the founders of the Chinese
community party, always talked about serving the people. Now Hu
Jintao is talking about managing the people. This formulation
marks a major departure from standard Communist rhetoric.
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The purpose of this societal management, according to Hu, is to
“maximize harmonious factors and minimize non-harmonious
ones.” In other words, those who adhere to the Party line are to
be encouraged, while those who depart from it are to be crushed.
I suppose there are many “non-harmonious” factors languishing in
jail as we speak today being minimized, sometimes unto death.

The following day, the very day, in fact, slated for the demonstra-
tions, the Politburo member in charge of national public security
weighed in. Zhou Yongkang called on the Party not just to serve
the people, but to manage the people as well, and announced spe-
cific ways in which this new “management” scrutiny would be car-
ried out.

He announced a national database containing information on ev-
eryone in the country, including specific groups of people which is
code for people are religious, minorities, political dissidents, other
people who question the Party’s actions in anyway.

Second, with strong leadership from the Party, cyberspace was to
be brought under even stricter government control with strict en-
forcement of anti-sedition laws. Third, foreign non-governmental
organizations in China will be subjected to a “dual system of super-
vision.” I think this speaks to All Girls Allowed’s problems in
China where they are now being supervised out of business in ef-
fect.

This can only mean that all of these organizations, even foreign
organizations that are simply there to do charitable work and have
no interest in politics whatsoever, will be subjected to heightened
scrutiny by several different Chinese Government agencies and
perhaps closed down.

Fourth, an early warning system will be put in place to alert the
authorities to social grievances, so as to allow them to defuse prob-
lems before they deteriorate into outright social unrest. Now, I
would point out here that none of this is really new. It’s an elabo-
ration. It’s a deepening of what has gone before.

I mean, the Ministry of State Security already has compiled ex-
tensive files on Chinese who have in the past questioned this or
that government policy. The Chinese Government’s monitoring and
control of the Internet has been growing for years. Foreign organi-
zations have always been viewed with suspicion, and Chinese citi-
zens have always been monitored by Party-run social monitoring
networks.

The amount of resources, the amount of money going into these
actions is increasing at an enormous rate. Big Brother in China is
getting ever bigger, not as we hoped 20 years ago ever smaller as
civil society grew.

Even by the time of the Olympic Games in 2008, we saw a five-
tiered social monitoring network. It included camera surveillance
in public areas. It included Internet surveillance, regular police pa-
trols on the streets, monitoring by peers in the workplace, and
monitoring by neighborhood committees. Of course, this wasn’t cre-
ated in 2008 for the Olympics. Some of these things had existed
from the founding of the People’s Republic of China, the neighbor-
hood committees, for example, reporting on your fellow workers in
the workforce.
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This is not an over-reaction on the part of the regime to the so-
called Jasmine Revolution. This is a misinterpretation of what hap-
pened. The government wasn’t reacting to events at all. It was an-
ticipating them. All of its actions were taken in advance of any
major public demonstrations and are more properly characterized
as a kind of preemptive suppression.

Now, we in the Population Research Institute have carried out
investigations in China over the years as you know, Mr. Chairman.
I want to talk about a couple of things that have come to light in
our recent visits to China.

Well in advance of any unrest in the Arab world, the Chinese
Government was tightening controls on civil society, especially in
the last year or 2. Two examples. The intensifying persecution of
Christians is one. As some of you may know, the Chinese Govern-
ment has now reasserted control over the Catholic Church in China
and has installed an illicit bishop as the head of the church organi-
zation run by the Chinese Government in China.

It has also actually put a man, Ma Yinglin, who has been excom-
municated by the Vatican as the head of the Catholic Bishop Con-
ference in China. Now an official non-Catholic is in charge of the
Catholic Bishops in China. I don’t think you can get more heavy-
handed than that. That violates the unspoken concordant that we
saw between the Vatican and the People’s Republic of China over
the last several years in a way that probably means there is no
going back.

We also looked into the one-child policy on our recent visits to
China and we’ve already heard some heart-wrenching stories today
about particular instances of that. Our investigation was focused
on what are called model birth county programs which are run by
the U.N. Population Fund.

We have visited over the last many months six different counties
which were identified by the United Nations Population Fund as
model birth control counties where the UNFPA told us that targets
and quotas had been lifted, that women were free to voluntarily se-
lect the timing and spacing of their pregnancies, and that abortion
is not promoted as a method of family planning.

We found in those counties all the abuses that you mentioned in
your opening remarks and that have been brought up here on a
couple of occasions already. Let me just speak to a couple of points
that haven’t come up yet. We visited Fengning Manchu Autono-
mous County, Hebei province. That’s a county right near the border
with what we used to call Manchuria. It’s a U.N. Population Fund
Model Birth Control County. Many of its residents are of Manchu
decent, hence its designation as a Manchu Autonomous County.

From the beginning of the one-child policy the Chinese Govern-
ment has maintained that the policy does not apply to minorities
like the Manchus, like the Uyghurs, like the Tibetans. In fact, the
UNFPA, of course, has repeated those claims on many occasions.

We interviewed a number of Manchus who assured us that the
one-child policy was being just as rigorously enforced on them, this
minority, in this U.N. Population Fund Model Birth Control Coun-
ty. It was being enforced in the same way with targets and quotas
and coercive sterilizations and, if need be, coercive abortions that
it was being enforced everywhere else. The Chinese Government’s
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claim that all minorities are exempt from the one-child policy,
which the UNFPA has at various times repeated, seemed simply
not to be true, at least in this county.

The other thing I would like to talk about in conclusion is child
abduction, child trafficking, and the one-child policy. We visited a
county in Guangxi Province, Lipu County, which is not very far
from the border with Hunan Province to the north. This is another
U.N. Population Fund Model Birth Control County. We were told
by local officials, “At the present time, if you don’t pay the fine,
they come and abduct the baby you just gave birth to and give it
to someone else.”

We have all just read in the last couple of weeks that this prac-
tice of child abduction has been reported in the Caixin Century
magazine where authorities in the Southern Province of Hunan,
just north of where we conducted our investigation, are looking into
a report that population control officials seized 16 babies born in
violation of strict family planning rules, sent them to state-run or-
phanages which then in turn sold them abroad for adoption. They
quoted an individual saying, “Before 1997 they usually punished us
by tearing down our houses for breaching the one-child policy but
after 2000 they began to confiscate our children.”

This is the same kind of thing that we found, Mr. Chairman,
that they are not tearing down homes so much as collecting huge
fines from parents. If they can’t pay the fine, then the babies are
taken away, abducted. The orphanage pays the population control
officials a couple thousand renminbi for each child.

Then, of course, they in turn collect $3,000 to $5,000 for each
child adopted overseas, money that is paid by the adoptive parents.
It’s worth noting that these two reports, our report and the report
from China, came from the same general area of China and oc-
curred at neighboring provinces.

Local officials, of course, have denied that they abduct children.
They deny that they traffick in babies but it is well known that
China’s “job responsibility system” requires them to rigorously en-
force the one-child policy and that their success or failure in this
area determines future promotions or demotions.

Abducting and selling an illegal child or baby would not only en-
able an official to eliminate a potential black mark on his record,
it will allow him to make a profit at the same time. In this way
the one-child policy through its system of perverse and inhumane
rewards and punishments rewards officials for violating the funda-
mental rights of parents to decide for themselves the number and
spacing of their children.

Child trafficking has occurred in other countries that offer chil-
dren for adoption in Cambodia, Nepal, Vietnam where the abuses
are so rampant that the U.S. has put a moratorium on adoptions.
I have always encouraged adoptions from China arguing that every
baby adopted from China is a life saved but, Mr. Chairman, it may
be time to consider a similar moratorium on adoptions from China.
Thank you.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Mosher follows:]
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Introduction

The revolution in Tunisia and, later, Egypt sparked hope in the hearts of Chinese democracy and
human rights activists. They saw how online connectivity enabled people to overcome fear,
rapidly organize, and bloodlessly, or nearly so, bring down a tyrannical regime within a few
weeks. But when they attempted, rightly, to emulate this model they found that the Chinese
government had preempted key elements of their plan and suppressed others.

It is clear that the government's response to the call for a Chinese “Jasmine revolution” was not
ad hoc, but was a continuation of an ongoing campaign to suppress all expressions of civil
society, including religious and ethnic affiliations, that could conceivably—at least in the minds of
conspiratorially minded senior Communist Party officials—pose a threat to the power, wealth and
privileges that they currently enjoy. The neo-Red Guards who dominate the upper reaches of the
Party and government, because of their Maoist “education” in deadly power politics during their
formative years, seem much more likely to brutally confront dissent than to compromise with it.

China’s Aborted Jasmine Revolution

1 will only briefly summarize recent events in China, not only because there are others testifying
here today who will ably do so, but because it seems to me only the latest chapter in Beijing’s
long and increasingly sophisticated campaign to quell all manner of dissent.

The revolutions in the Middle East, especially the successful and largely bloodless outcomes in
Tunisia and Egypt encouraged Chinese human rights activists to go and do likewise. Tunisia,
which had languished in the grip of a dictator for 23 years, was especially instructive in illustrating
how modern means of communications enabled the mobilization of tens of thousands of people
who took to the streets, overcame fear through sheer numbers, avoided a Tiananmen-style
massacre, and were successful in overthrowing the regime in 18 days.

It is not surprising that Chinese dissidents sought to follow this same formula in China. Sometime
in mid-February—the exact date depends upon what news source you rely upon--the first call for
a Jasmine Revolution for China appeared. In any case, on Saturday, February 19™, the
organizers released a very specific plan for the following day. The plan named 13 Chinese cities
and gathering places, directed participants to appear at 2p.m. on Sunday, February 20" at13
locations in as many cities. It even outlined specific slogans for them to shout, to wit:

“We want food, we want work, we want housing, we want fairness, we want justice, start political
reform, end one-party dictatorship, bring in freedom of the press, long live freedom, long live
democracy."

The regime responded quickly—so quickly, in fact, that it is clear in retrospect that contingency
plans for just such an event had long been in place, dating back to at least the 2008 Olympics,
and probably first devised, in their most rudimentary form, in the aftermath of the Tiananmen
Massacre itself.

Pre-emptive suppression

Even before the first calls for a Jasmine Revolution for China were voiced, Chinese President Hu
Jintao, as the Commander-in-Chief of the PLA and the Chairman of the Chinese Communist
Party, had issued a directive to the military to be prepared for contingencies. The directive,
issued on February 10, specifically instructed Party cells within the military to study a document
entitled Regulation Governing the Works of the Party Committees in the Military, whose
ostensible purpose is to strengthen the Party’s control over the military. According to an
explanatory note, “Each one of the 33 articles in the regulation centers on ensuring the absolute
control of the party over the military.”
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In urging the military to study the regulation at that time, Hu was anticipating that the unrest in the
Arab world might potentially spread to China. If circumstances required him to send in the
military to put down demonstrations, he wanted his commanders ready to follow orders—
whatever those might be. Was Hu concerned that some military commanders might refuse to
enforce orders to fire on unarmed demonstrators, as they did initially in Beijing 22 years ago?
Was Hu concerned that the military might shift allegiances in the event of a conflict and prove to
be, as happened in Tunisia and Egypt, the most potent opposition weapon in overthrowing the
current regime? Probably both. The document pointedly reminds the military that all its members
owe their allegiance first and foremost to the party, and then to socialism, then to the state and,
finally, to the people. If the Party finds itself in a major confrontation with the people, this
prioritization intimates, the military is to support the Party at all costs, even to the point of
shedding blood.

Then on February 19"-the same day that the dissidents issued a detailed plan for peaceful
demonstrations in 13 major cities—Hu Jintao held a meeting of top officials to combat the
perceived threat of unrest. According to the officials Xinhua News Agency, the meeting not only
included all nine members of the CCP's powerful Politburo Standing Committee, but also
provincial heads, ministry chiefs and senior military officials.

Such a high-level meeting could not have been organized overnight, suggesting again the
preemptive nature of the Chinese government's response to the upheavals in the Arab world and
to their possible spread to China. Hu referred to “new changes in domestic and foreign
situations” and to the need for senior CCP cadres to adopt a unified response from the outset.
The divisions in the top leadership that had for a time blunted the response of the CCP to the
Tiananmen demonstrations were to be avoided.

In his surprisingly blunt address, Hu stressed that the Chinese Communist Party must strengthen
its “management of society” in order to stay in power.

Hu defined the “management of society” to be “managing the people as well as serving them.”
This formulation marks a major departure from standard Communist rhetoric, first devised by Mao
Zedong, that the CCP exists to serve the people. The purpose of this societal management,
according to Hu, is to “maximize harmonious factors and minimize non-harmonious ones.” In
other words, those who adhere to the Party line are to be encouraged, while those who depart
from it are to be crushed.

Hu went on to outline specific ways in which the “management of society” could be strengthened.
These included heightened control over cyberspace, specifically better monitoring and control
over Internet-transmitted information and improved guidance of public opinion over the Internet.
He also called for the establishment of a national database of migrant workers and of “specific
groups of people,” which is communist parlance for political dissidents, religious leaders, and
other questionable groups, so that these groups could be better “managed.”

The following day—the very day, in fact, slated for the demonstrations—the Politburo member in
charge of national public security weighed in. Echoing Hu Jintao, Zhou Yongkang called on the
Party not just to serve the people, but to manage the people as well, and announced specific
ways in which this “management” would be carried out. First, a national database containing
information on everyone in the country, with a special focus on Hu's “specific groups of people,”
would be set up. Second, with strong leadership from the Party, cyberspace was to be brought
under strict government control with strict enforcement of anti-sedition laws. Third, foreign non-
governmental organizations in China will be subjected to a “dual system of supervision,” which
can only mean that they will be subjected to heightened scrutiny by several different Chinese
government agencies. Fourth, an early warning system will be put in place to alert the authorities
to social grievances, so as to allow them to defuse problems before they deteriorate into outright
social unrest.
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None of this is really new, but rather merely an elaboration and deepening of what has gone
before. The Ministry of State Security already has extensive files on Chinese who have in the
past questioned this or that government policy. The Chinese government’s monitoring and
control of the Internet has been growing for years. Foreign organizations have always been
viewed with suspicion, and Chinese citizens have always been monitored by Party-run social
monitoring networks.

Take social-monitoring networks, for example. From the beginning of the People’s Republic of
China, the state has kept an eye on the masses by means of regular police patrols on the streets,
mutual monitoring by peers in the workplace, and surveillance by neighborhood committees.

By the time of the Olympic Games, this three-tiered system had morphed into what China’s Public
Security Minister, Meng Jianzhu, called a five-tiered social-monitoring network, which included:
Camera surveillance in public areas and Internet surveillance, as well as regular police patrols on
the streets, mutual monitoring by peers in the workplace and monitoring by neighborhood
committees. This was not, as has sometimes been reported, an ad hoc system created in 2008 to
ensure security during the Olympic Games and the subsequent Shanghai Expo but an
elaboration of what has been a constant feature of life in the PRC from the beginning. Those who
argue that China’s economic reforms would lead to political liberalization need to take note.

The Preemptive Strike

As these policy pronouncements were being made, the Chinese authorities were already
preemptively moving to suppress dissent by arresting human rights lawyers, shutting university
students in their campuses, banning the use of keywords on mobile phone messages, and by
deploying an overwhelming police presence. The China Support Network reported that some
dissidents were taken away, while others were placed under house arrest. According to the Hong
Kong Information Center for Human Rights and Democracy, over 100 people were detained in
this way. Other dissidents were warned against attending any of the demonstrations, and
questioned about their possible role in organizing them. The word "jasmine" was blocked by
Internet filters. According to the Associated Press, service was suspended in Beijing for multi-
recipient text messages. The 13 protest sites were cordoned off by hundreds of plain clothes and
uniformed police. On the day of the planned demonstrations, small crowds gathered in Beijing
and Shanghai. In the other cities the massive police presence seemed the only response to the
Internet calls for protests.

Some foreign observers have called these moves on the part of the regime an “over-reaction” to
events. This is a misinterpretation of what happened. The government wasn’t reacting to events
at all, but rather anticipating them. These actions were all taken in advance of any major public
demonstrations, and are more properly characterized as a kind of “preemptive suppression.” The
speed and thoroughness of the Chinese government’s action suggests years of planning and
preparation for just such a potential mass uprising, as much as it does the determination of those
in power to squelch all dissent using all of the manifold tools of “social management” at their
disposal.

This interpretation is also supported by the speed at which the Chinese government went on the
offensive, attacking websites overseas that carry information about, or in any way encourage, a
Chinese-style Jasmine Revolution. Online calls for a “Jasmine revolution” in China apparently
first appeared at the web site Boxun.com. A few days later, Boxun announced that it would no
longer carry Jasmine-related information, because of actions taken by the Chinese government
against their servers, and threats made against their staff and their families. In response, a
federation of dissident websites announced in early March that they would carry such material.
The eight web sites of the federation are:

Jasmine on Facebook: facebook.com/chinarevolution
China Affairs: chinaaffairs.org
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Huang Hua Gang magazine: huanghuagang.org
Fire of Liberty: fireofliberty.org

Wolfax: wolfax.com

Future China Forum: bbs.futurechinafourm.org
Chinese Human Rights: CNRights.com

China Support Network: chinasupport.net

These web sites in turn have experienced cyber attacks emanating from Beijing. By March 11,
the Future China Forum website was down, and attempts to access CNRights.com returned a
blank page. The front page at wolfax.com is not served until the user solves a “captcha” puzzle.
The other five sites remained up. The pro-Jasmine web sites continue to experience denial-of-
service attacks. Organizer Tang Baiqiao praised the enthusiastic response to date, and vowed
that all obstacles will be overcome until a Chinese revolution successfully establishes democracy
in that land.
(http://www.chinauncensored.com/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=332:web-
presence-of-chinese-jasmine-revolution-under-attack&catid=25:real-china&ltemid=77)

Actions Prior to the Jasmine Revolution

Well in advance of any unrest in the Arab world, the Chinese government was tightening controls
on civil society using its five-tiered social monitoring network. This can be seen from the
increased persecution of Christians in China, including the Catholic Church and the House
Church Movement, as well as in the continuing vigorous enforcement of the most intrusive and
barbaric population control program the world has ever seen.

The Intensifying Persecution of Christians

In the case of the Catholic Church, the Chinese government over the past couple of years has
moved away from an accommodative stance to a more dictatorial one.

On November 20"‘, the Chinese Communist Party broke its tacit agreement with the Vatican not
to attempt to ordain bishops without papal approval. The incident occurred in the county town of
Pingquan in northern Hebei province, where a Father Joseph Guo Jincai was installed as the
“Bishop” of the Diocese of Chengde.

Attempting to give a semblance of legitimacy to the illicit proceedings, the government went to
great lengths to assemble as many bishops as possible to conduct the ordination. Days before
the event, a number of North China bishops in communion with Pope Benedict XVI were placed
under house arrest, then taken under guard to the Pingquan church. Eight laid hands on Father
Guo during the sham ordination, reported the Asian church news agency UCA News, though with
what mental reservations we can only imagine. Others, like Bishop John Liu Jinghe of Tangshan,
refused to attend despite all the pressure, and the government has since announced that he has
been removed from his post—an act comparable to that of attempting to install an illicit bishop.

Hong Kong Cardinal Joseph Zen Ze-kiun, who attended the pope's creation of 24 new cardinals
at the Vatican Nov. 20, said he was saddened that some bishops had been forced to participate
in “Bishop” Guo's ordination. When Beijing last carried out illicit ordinations, Cardinal Zen told me
that the attending bishops, “were not there not there by choice, and most contacted the Holy See
as soon as they could to apologize and ask forgiveness for their actions.”

It was a bizarre parody of an ordination in other ways as well. A good many of those present were
government officials and plainclothes police. The laity in the congregation were subdued, which
may have had something to do with the fact that the church was surrounded by about a hundred
uniformed and plainclothes police, that cameras were banned in the church, and that mobile
phones were electronically jammed.
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| visited this area last year, and | have no doubt that the laity and the priests are strong in their
faith and loyal to the Pope. Still, it would be dangerous for them to in any way protest Beijing’s
heavy-handed actions. One Pingchuan Catholic did offer a veiled protest to UCA News by saying
"After all, Guo's reputation among the local faithful is not bad.” In Chinese, saying someone or
something is “not bad” is tantamount to damning it with faint praise. Note also his omission of the
ersatz bishop’s new title. In a country where titles are extremely important, such lapses do not
happen by chance. It suggests some skepticism as to Guo’s legitimacy.

Why would Beijing proceed with actions that Jesuit Father Federico Lombardi, Vatican
spokesman, had criticized in a statement released on November 18" “as grave violations of
freedom of religion and freedom of conscience. ... [and] as illicit and damaging to the
constructive relations that have been developing in recent times between the People's Republic
of China and the Holy See."

It seems to me to be part and parcel of the gradual tightening of social controls that we have seen
over the past few years. One reason why the government suddenly elevated Father Guo to a
bishopric without a papal mandate became crystal clear two weeks after his illicit ordination when
on December 8" he was unanimously elected the secretary general of the Bishops Conference of
the Catholic Church in China (BCCCC). Since this position is reserved for a bishop, and since
Beijing wanted someone they could control, Beijing decided to elevate Guo, with or without
Rome’s approval

As secretary general, Guo will be based in Beijing and will run the day-to-day operations of the
Bishops Conference. Note that, unlike bishop’s conferences elsewhere, the BCCCC is what is
called in Chinese Communist parlance a front organization. Like its sister organization, the
Chinese Catholic Patriotic Association (CCPA), the Bishops Conference is for all intents and
purposes run by the Chinese Communist Party. This is why neither organization is recognized by
the Vatican.

Guo has a long history of collaboration with the party. Previously, he served as vice secretary-
general of the Chinese Catholic Patriotic Association. Pope Benedict’s letter to Chinese
Catholics of 2007 indicates that holding the CCPA position was incompatible with Church
doctrine. He was also appointed to the National People's Congress, China's rubber-stamp
parliament, as a “Catholic representative.” All in all, an impressively meteoric rise for a young
man only ordained in 1992.

| am not suggesting that Guo is an underground member of the Chinese Communist Party,
although it would be surprising if the Chinese Ministry of State Security, like the former Soviet
KGB, did not have some agents posing as priests. More likely, he has merely proven a willing
accomplice to CCP longstanding desire to create a schismatic church in China answerable not to
Rome but to Beijing. This, after all, was the reason the Patriotic Association was set up in 1957.

His election took place at the recently concluded Eighth National Congress of Catholic
Representatives, which was as carefully choreographed as a Broadway musical. Aside from the
45 bishops present, there were 268 carefully selected and vetted priests, nuns and laypersons.
The Party had done its work well. There was only one candidate for each position, and the
voting, which was by a show of hands, was nearly unanimous.

Those few who abstained from voting for the Party-approved candidates will undoubtedly have to
account to their Party handlers for their actions. But their problems are minor compared to those
of Bishop Joseph Li Liangui of Cangzhou, who went missing rather than participate in this
charade. His whereabouts are still unknown. After ordaining Father Guo, Beijing in December
chose a man the Vatican had excommunicated, Ma Yinglin, to head the country's Catholic
bishops.
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The increased scrutiny and control of the Catholic Church in China over the past two years is of a
piece with the larger crackdown on home churches that is underway in China. People of all
Christian faiths often meet in people’s homes because of a shortage of churches, which the
government is reluctant to give permission to build. Such meetings are being subjected to an
ever greater degree of scrutiny, with meetings often invaded and participants arrested. This will
have a chilling effect on evangelization, since many parishes send out missionaries to meet in
peoples’ homes and share the Gospel. If the Chinese Communist Party is not trying to drive
Chinese Catholics back into the catacombs, it is trying to keep them corralled in the state
churches, discouraging them from sharing their beliefs with others.

The One-Child Policy, Minorities, and Child Abduction

Beijing continues to vigorously pursue its infamous one-child policy, ignoring the massive human
rights abuses that this entails, and the labor shortages that it has produced.

Over the past two years, PRI's investigative teams have spent a total of two weeks in China
visiting UNFPA Model Birth Control Counties. During this period, the teams spent over 80 hours
interviewing several dozen witnesses to, or victims of, China’s coercive one-child policy. Over 30
hours of testimonies were recorded on audiotape, and approximately 5 hours of testimonies were
recorded on videotape. Additional photographic evidence of birth control directives was obtained.

The term Model Birth Control Counties originated with the UNFPA, which in 1998 formally
communicated to the U.S. House of Representatives that it had reached an agreement with the
Chinese government to take over the management of birth control (jihua shengyu, in Chinese)
programs in 32 counties. In these Model Birth Control Counties, the UNFPA assured the
Congress that the program would be "fully voluntary” and untainted by coercion. UNFPA also
made even more specific guarantees. It stated that in these counties that (1) targets and quotas
have been lifted, (2) "women are free to voluntarily select the timing and spacing of their
pregnancies", and (3) abortion is not promoted as a method of family planning." Several years
later, maintaining that the original program had been a success, the UNFPA added another 40
counties to the list of model birth control counties, bringing the total to 72.

The goal of PRI's independent investigative teams was to carry out an in-depth analysis of
several UNFPA “model birth control county” programs. We deliberately limited our recent visits to
counties that had been included on the original 1998 list, where the UNFPA would have had more
than a decade to end abuses and bring the birth control programs into line with generally
accepted international standards of human and parental rights.

The county programs selected for investigation were:

Fengning Manchu Autonomous County, Hebei province.
Luan County, Hebei province.

Wenshui County, Shanxi province.

Sihui County, Guangdong province.

Lipu County, Guangxi province.

Our complete report will be published shortly. Here | summarize two important findings of our
research. First, contrary to the claims of the Chinese government, minorities appear not to be
exempt from the one-child policy. Second, the extraordinary police powers given to the
population cadres have resulted in numerous abuses, including the abduction and selling of
“illegal” children.

Minorities Are Not Exempt from the One-Child Policy
Fengning Autonomous Manchu County, in northern Hebei Province near what used to be called

Manchuria, is officially designated as a UNFPA “Model Birth Control County.” Many of its
residents are of Manchu descent, hence its designation as a “Manchu Autonomous County.”
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From the beginning of the one-child policy, the Chinese government has maintained that the
policy does not apply to minorities like the Manchus, the Uyghurs, and the Tibetans. Members of
such groups, instead of being restricted to one child, are supposedly allowed to have two or even
three. The rationale is obvious: Imposing a one-child policy on a minority group would shrink its
numbers over time, and could even prove genocidal. The outside world has generally bought into
this generous-sounding claim."

PRI conducted interviews with several dozen Manchus and Han Chinese. We conclude from
these interviews that the one child policy is just as rigorously enforced in this UNFPA county as in
other non-UNFPA counties. Moreover, we conclude that the same childbearing regulations that
are enforced on the Han Chinese are also enforced on the Manchu minority. For example, we
interviewed a Manchu dairyman who, despite being a member of a minority group, was only
allowed to have one child:

PRI: “Do you have any children?”

Manchu man: “We have one child, a son. He is in school right now.”
PRI: “Would you like to have more children?”

Manchu man: “Of course we would like to,” he shrugged. “But that is not
allowed.”

PRI: “What happens if you have an illegal child?”

Manchu man: “It depends on your income, but it can run into the tens of
thousands of Chinese Yuan.”

PRI: “And you are Manchus?

Manchu man: “Yes, we are.”

The Chinese government claim that all minorities are exempt from the one-child policy, which the
UNFPA has at various times repeated, is false. This is relevant because that UNFPA is also
helping to fund “family planning” services not just in Fengning but in other minority regions as
well." This provides, inter alia, yet more evidence that the UNFPA’s claims that it is a moderating
force in China do not accord with the reality of its complicity in coercion.

Child Abduction, Child Trafficking, and the One-Child Policy

It is well known that those who violate the one-child policy have sometimes been subjected to
coerced abortions or, if they have already given birth, have been forced to pay punitive fines and
have been sterilized. But it has also recently come to our attention that Chinese villagers who
cannot afford to pay these fines have their “illegal” children abducted and sold by Chinese
population control officials.

The birth control regulations posted in one town warned that those who violate the one-child
policy shall be contracepted or sterilized:

Under the direction of the birth control bureaucracy and the technical personnel
(assigned thereto), those married women of childbearing age who have already had one
child shall be given an IUD; those couples that have already had a second or higher
order child shall be sterilized. (Italics added.)

This sterilization directive was confirmed in conversation with villagers. One woman, a Chinese
minority, told us that the consequence of having a third child would be that the government
“would take measures to sterilize you.”

The fines now imposed on violators of the one-child policy are, by any standards, enormous. In
one UNFPA “Model Birth Control County,” we photographed a billboard of birth control
regulations that warned:
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Those who illegally reproduce ... will be assessed, when their illegal behavior is
discovered, a "social compensation fee" based on a unit calculated from a year’s salary
for urban dwellers and based on a year’s income after expenses for rural dwellers;

Those who illegally give birth to one child, will be assessed a fine 3 to 5 times their
annual income; those who illegally give birth to a second child will be assessed a fine
from 5 to 7 times their annual income; those who illegally give birth to a third child will be
assessed a fine from 7 to 9 times their annual income; those who give birth to 4 or more
illegal children will be assessed a fine extrapolated from the above schedule of multiples;
Those who illegally take in a child, have an extramarital birth, have an out of wedlock
birth, both parties involved will be assessed a “social compensation fee" according to the
above schedule of (income) multiples.

That these fines were actually imposed was clear from our discussions with ordinary Chinese.
We were told again and again that violators are fined “tens of thousands of renminbi,” or "20,000
or 30,000 renminbi." These are enormous sums of money by Chinese standards. One woman
reported that she and her husband had been forced to take out a 10-year loan to pay the 25,000
renminbi fine that had been assessed for each of her two illegal daughters. To pay off this “child
mortgage,” her husband had been forced to go to work in the city.

When we asked what would happen if a couple couldn’t afford to pay the fine, we were told that
offenders would be visited by population control officials who would “seal off” their homes, and
possibly even destroy them, as punishment for non-payment.

In Lipu county, another UNFPA Model Birth Control County, located in northern Guangxi
province, we were told by a village officials that “At the present time, if you don’t pay the fine, they
come and abduct the baby you just gave birth to and give it to someone else."

This practice of child abduction has recently been confirmed by the Chinese government.
Acco