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MR. SCOTT BATES:  Welcome to the Center for National Policy.  My name is Scott Bates.  I’m vice president of the center.  On Behalf of our President Tim Roemer and our Chairman Peter Kovler, thank you for being here today.  

All Olympic games are, of course, highly politically charged and sensitive in some regions of the world.  How could they not be?  Well, this is the observation of University of Chicago anthropologist John MacAloon.  "A brief review of recent history proves this to be the rule, rather than the exception.  The Olympics have proven to be an irresistible stage for the political agendas of both governments and their detractors alike."  

In 1968, student protests in Mexico City in the days preceding the Olympics were put down with lethal force and to this day, we do not know the number, but hundreds of students were, in fact, killed.  These were the same Olympics where Americans Tommie Smith and John Carlos gave the Black Power salute during the playing of the “Star-Spangled Banner” and the U.S. Olympic Committee immediately removed them from Mexico City.  

In 1972, a Palestinian terrorist group, Black September, seized the world stage with its abduction of members of the Israeli Olympic team and tragically, nine members of the team were killed.  

In 1980, the United States and a couple of dozen of its allies boycotted the Moscow Olympics due to the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan.  And in 1984, the Soviets returned the favor and 15 nations boycotted the Los Angeles Olympics because of quote, “chauvinistic sentiments and anti-Soviet hysteria being whipped up in the United States.”  Well, there were a lot of Rambo movies and Rocky movies back then in the ‘80s, so I think the Soviets had a point.  

In 1988, the Seoul Olympics served as a rallying cry for democratic forces in that country.  And in fact, the military government stepped down before the Olympics took place, just months before the taking place of the Olympics.  And the pinnacle of politicization of the Olympic Games occurred in 1936, when a totalitarian regime, craving international recognition and status, turned the games into a festival of propaganda and glorification of the (state?). 

And now we come to the Beijing Olympics.  From the streets of Paris to the mountains of Tibet, politics has not been absent from this Olympiad.  Many wish that politics were not part of this Olympics.  I personally received this note from the Chinese Embassy here in Washington.  They were invited to speak here today, but took a pass on that.  

I’d like to share the note with you and I’ll read the statement verbatim from First Secretary Shao Zheng.  And he said – I quote, “The Chinese side is deeply concerned over the event on the so-called politics of the Beijing Olympics being held on July 1st.  The Olympics is a great sports event celebrating the Olympic spirit.  It should by no means be politicized.  Any attempt to undermine the Olympic Games, or link it to other matters, will only hurt the feelings of the athletes and sports fans from around the world,” end quote.  

This is truly an honorable sentiment.  There’s no doubt about that.  Unfortunately, it appears this memo did not reach the highest Communist Party official in Tibet, Mr. Zhang Qingli, who just days ago proclaimed – and I quote – “We will certainly be able to totally smash the (splittist?) schemes of the Dalai Lama clique and safeguard the civility of Tibet and national security, so as to continue the success of the Olympic Games,” end quote.  Well, this statement was made at a ceremony marking the arrival of the Olympic torch in Tibet.  

In response to these comments, the International Olympic Committee took a fairly unprecedented step and sent a letter to the Beijing Olympic Organizing Committee, and I’ll quote from that letter from the International Olympic Committee.  “The IOC regrets that political statements were made during the closing ceremonies of the Torch Relay.”  

The IOC said that they had written to the Beijing organizing committee, quote, “to remind them of the need to separate sport and politics and to ask their support in making sure that such situations do not rise again.”  And so it appears that there is, in fact, some politics surrounding the Beijing Olympics.  

Some months ago, the Center for National Policy hosted an event on Capitol Hill, featuring the co-chairs of the Congressional China Caucus.  Those members of Congress suggested that linking human rights issues with the summer Olympics would be a mistake.  Today, we will hear perhaps another view.  

Mr. Harry Wu was born in Shanghai and studied at the Geology Institute in Beijing.  In 1956, he was arrested for criticizing the Communist Party and for speaking out against the Soviet invasion of Hungary.  In 1960, Mr. Wu was branded a “counter-revolutionary rightist” and sent to laogai, prison camp, labor camp, which is in Chinese known as “re-education through labor.”  He was imprisoned for 19 years, beaten, tortured, and nearly starved to death.  

Mr. Wu was released in 1979 and went to the United States, where he resumed his academic career at Berkeley.  In 1992, Harry Wu resigned his academic post and became a full- time human rights activist.  He established the Laogai Research Foundation.  And in 1995 when, as a U.S. citizen, Mr. Wu entered China, he was arrested and held by the Chinese government for 66 days.  He was sentenced to 15 years, but luckily for us, an international campaign helped release him.  

Mr. Wu is currently director of the China Information Center, a nonprofit whose goal is to bring balanced and credible information about China to the world.  

Today, Mr. Wu will present his insights on why the Olympics are important to the PRC and what we can expect in the days ahead.  And after Mr. Wu’s presentation, I will be happy to take questions from the floor from anyone and everyone.  And again, thank you for coming here and most especially, thank you, Mr. Wu.  (Applause.)  

MR. HARRY WU:  First of all, I’d like to apologize again because I thought this is a part of George Washington University.  That’s why I was looking for the space there and – (unintelligible) – minutes.  I’m sorry about it.  

Olympic is a temporary issue – for politics, yes, maybe including President Bush.  They like to see the Olympic Games happen in China.  And for many businessmen, yes, they want to see the Olympic Games over here because of business interests.  And I only see that – (unintelligible) – and no one tried to do so.  For human rights issue, I do not think Chinese qualify for the human rights.  

Unfortunately, today in the United States, the media do not really focus on Chinese human rights.  So the majority of America do not quite understand what is the current situation today in China.  They just – as a tourist, as a businessman, whatever – they went over there and they saw the Great Wall.  They saw the – (unintelligible) – and even can live in Beijing, just like in San Francisco or whatever.  So they come back and say, “Well, we didn’t see that Chinese forbidding the religious freedom and we didn’t see the labor camps,” whatever. 

Let me – (unintelligible) – symbolize what’s the human rights issue in China.  The first issue is the so-called “population control.”  What is that?  In China, every woman, whatever is the married status, you are not free to give a birth, okay?  You need a permit from the government and then you can make love, and then you can pregnant and have a baby.  And after the first baby, that’s it – no more.  

Today, they have new regulation for some people – it’s a few of them regulate this as this – how to control population, force abortion, force sterilization.  Every day, the whole country is aborting a woman pregnancy.  And every American in the United States that when you vote for the congressmen or whatever, hey, what is your view about abortion?  So Americans – (unintelligible).  They can speak very good Chinese.  They visit China many times and tell us it's horrible.  But the standing is different.  In America, they’re standing inside and in China, they’re on the other side.  

Millions of abortions everyday in China and many women were sterilized.  I remember when Clinton as the president – and I learned that Mr. (Schuck?), he proposed Clinton, “Well, we have to put human rights issues, including the birth control and so-called one-child policy in the policy,” and Clinton denied it.  When today's State Department reports this human rights issue every year, a few things they're talking about population control.  

Well, the Americans are very controversial.  They like to have more Chinese because of the labor force, good for the products from the United States, but they don’t want to see the – too many Chinese become a population problem – anyway, just – (unintelligible).  

Second problem about human rights issue, China is one-party ruling country.  The Communist Party rules it.  Today, the economic system is very different.  Capitalism occupied almost every area – (unintelligible).  But the Chinese Communists, since – (unintelligible) – have a basic policy.  The religious is (obvious?).  Forget it.  For the first 30 years in China, entirely in this country, no churches, no temples, or the temples for the visiting for the – (inaudible).  

I was baptized as a Catholic in 1950 and all the foreign should – all foreign priests expelled.  And almost – I want to say maybe 95, 99 percent Chinese priests sent to the Shanghai Province at the labor camps.  They were Catholic priests.  And then in 1980, the  Chinese said, “Well, we have a new policy.”  As Deng Xiaoping said, “We don’t care what's the color of the cat.  If the cat can catch the mouse, it's a good cat, so whatever, black or white, we don’t care," because the production’s so bad.  The country had no money.  

Okay.  So Deng Xiaoping changed the policy, and allowed the capitalists to come back.  The first Taiwanese – (unintelligible) – and then American and Europe, the review to Communist economy.  So today, the economy system in China is pretty capitalistic.  

So the political situation – well, you can say a lot of change, but basically, it's a one-party ruled country.  The party ruling the whole government, the whole country, the whole society, control dominion.  You cannot print a book in China; they cannot set up a printing house.  They can set up a school for American children, but not for Chinese basically, okay?  And all these TV stations, local radio stations, newspaper, whatever is – (unintelligible) – and the propaganda – (unintelligible).  That is policy change.  

Well, there’s a lot of people who tried to set up some printing, whatever, crafted.  You can buy; you can spend the money.  But by rule, by regulation, by policy, not allowed.  And the Chinese said, “Okay, we have to have the foreigners to see that we have religion.”  So since 1980 until today, China set up – majority set up a kind of church, so-called “patriarchal church.”  The Communist Party have a department, Religious Affairs Department to handle the policy.  
So basically, the government spent a lot of money reviewing the churches, set up a seminary looking for the monks, looking for the priests.  I can show you a story.  In 1983, I was in China.  I met a middle-level official from the State Department.  He said, why you want to review the church?  He said, well, first of all, the people need it.  After the Cultural Revolution, the people did not really trust the Communist Party.  The people still need something.  Secondly, he said, well, we found foreigners that care about it.  Thirdly, they said, well, if the people involved are religious, they are quite morally stable and it would not involve any crime.  

Peichang (ph) Church is dominated by the government.  The government spent big money.  But the first thing, before you say love the God, you have to love the country first.  In China, the country and the state and the government, the party, you cannot separate them.  Today, many priests, many monks, they are quite independent.  In 1983, I met someone saying, it was very difficult for looking some people who intend to become priest, become a nun, become whatever.  China had to do a very hard job finding people to – (unintelligible) – for them as independent priests.  

Number three, our – (unintelligible) – this country knows no freedom of press.  The government really can handle the people in this side or that side, because all the media is controlled by the government.  It’s real funny.  Today, you can see the website.  China also comes from the website, Alibaba, and Yahoo – (unintelligible).  

Number four, no freedom of association.  China today, you can set up an association – I want you to have association about the pigeon.  Yes, you can do it without a party leadership.  But they’ll only allow you to organize a pigeon association in your city.  You cannot have it nationwide.  Naturally, these so-called women association, news association, workers association, farmer association – (unintelligible) – associations, whatever, if the hand, the white glove covered by the Communist Party, not independent at all.  

The last question is the country still has labor camps, laogai camp.  In 1993, I talked to Washington Post what I want.  I want to see laogai become a word in the dictionary, just as 1974, Alexander Solzhenitsyn said gulag; later, it was a word in a dictionary.  I think the – (unintelligible) – it would take 10 years to demonstrate laogai became a word.  Laogai is a meaning that the gulag is in China.  

Of course, they need a gulag; of course, they have a gulag.  For the ruling, they need it.  How to keep the people quiet?  That is the important way.  Not only put the people in the gulag, but also tell the people, say, if you disagree with me, you will go to the gulag.  But today, the people in the laogai, the number, you cannot compare it with the – (unintelligible) – but anyway, the Communist China, they need them.  Even one person, if he disagrees with the government, he’s put into jail, that’s it.  There’s no democracy.  Laogai and democracy are incompatible.  Thank you.  

(END)
