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			Chapter One

			Obama Bows to the Reds

			Some say the world will end in fire, Some say in ice. From what I’ve tasted of desire I hold with those who favor fire.

			—Robert Frost

			It was a typically cold winter day in Washington, D.C. A strong gale whipped up whitecaps on the icy Potomac river and battered the marble monuments near the banks. The draft whistled through the trees and shot through the National Mall like a wind tunnel as a few snowflakes fluttered to the frozen ground. The thousands who came to watch the ceremony of the official changing of administrations huddled together in a vain attempt to keep warm. However, what cast the worst chill on America that blustery day was not the weather but the results of the recent election: the most left-wing politician in the history of presidential politics was moving into the White House.

			At high noon on Wednesday, the 20th of January, 2009, the newly elected president walked out of the Capitol building and onto the steps of the west porch overlooking the crowd on the mall. He put his left hand on Abraham Lincoln’s copy of the Bible, raised his right, and stated, “I, Barack Hussein Obama, do solemnly swear that I will execute the office of president of the United States faithfully, and will to the best of my ability preserve, protect and defend the Constitution of the United States.”1

			Since that moment, the forty-fourth president of the United States has spent every day undermining the power, economy, security, and prestige of America and making a mockery of his oath of office. Presaging the mistake-prone amateurishness of the Obama presidency, even the oath had to be repeated because of gaffes made during the official inauguration; some words were said out of order, so Chief Justice John Roberts trekked to the White House the next day to re-do the oath to allay any fears that Obama was not legally the chief executive of the government.2 And so it has been: controversy and doubt about the direction of the country from day one.

			[image: Picture 5]

			The forty-fourth president of the United States has spent every day undermining the power, economy, security, and prestige of America.
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			There were signs foreshadowing trouble to come in Obama’s inaugural address. Reflecting his radical roots as a community organizer who counted Weather Underground terrorist Bill Ayers as a mentor, the novice president intoned, “Every so often, the oath is taken amidst gathering clouds and raging storms.”3 As he uttered these words, a squall was indeed rising up to hammer America, and its origin was the People’s Republic of China (PRC). Whether the new administration admitted it or not, America was facing down a red storm from a rising communist powerhouse.

			For forty years, cadres in Beijing have been diligently building a more modern state. By the time Barack was unpacking pictures of Michelle for his Oval Office desk, the Chinese reds were within striking distance of becoming the largest economy in the world. While America was mired in recession, the PRC economy was growing at 10 percent per year, a feverish pace it had maintained for two decades. China’s rulers had poured this massive wealth into hi-tech industries and weapons programs to arm an increasingly ferocious military. For America to maintain its position as the world’s preeminent power, it needed to dramatically cut government spending to liberate private enterprise from the yoke of taxes and regulations so the economy could grow and create jobs. Obama was the wrong man at the wrong time, and the chief beneficiary of his profligacy has been our communist competitor in the Far East.

			Under Obama’s presidency, America is indisputably in decline—and Obama seems to welcome this outcome. During the 2008 presidential campaign, he declared, “We can’t drive our SUVs and eat as much as we want and keep our homes on 72 degrees at all times . . . and then just expect that other countries are going to say OK.” As a Washington Times editorial pointed out in exasperation, “He has yet to explain why he thinks the American people need to ask permission from other countries to maintain a high standard of living.”4

			Regardless, that standard of living is coming to an end, as is American independence. In Obama’s view, the United States is simply one nation among many, and there is nothing particularly unique about it except for its special need to atone for its alleged historic arrogance. On his November 2010 state visit to India, the president complained that during his lifetime, “The U.S. was such an enormously dominant economic power . . . that we always met the rest of the world economically on our terms.”5 He has made sure that is no longer the case.

			In 2008, gross U.S. public debt was 69 percent of the year’s economic output. In 2011, it was poised to surpass 100 percent. This means the national debt will be bigger than everything built, bought, sold, leased, and serviced in the whole country for an entire year. We have dug a hole so deep that even the world’s most productive economy can’t get out of it. It’s the excessive debt accumulated through Obama government spending that put the nation in this dire condition. As former Federal Reserve Chairman Alan Greenspan observed in early 2011, “I conclude that the current government activism is hampering what should be a broad-based robust economic recovery.”6 In other words, Big Government is keeping the economy down—and it’s dragging with it America’s predominant position in the world.

			The government’s unsustainable spending was bad enough under President George W. Bush, but Obama matched Bush’s spending spree and then dramatically ramped it up, increasing the national debt by an astounding $4 trillion in just two-and-a-half years (compared to a rise of $4.9 trillion for the entire eight years of the Bush presidency).7 And under Obama, this program of government profligacy and ruinous debt is by design, as is its result: a debilitated, humbled, and shackled America more dependent on foreign nations.

			While running our own economy into the ground, the Obama administration has sucked up to the Chinese reds. Ignoring the precedent of the Bush White House protesting China’s human rights record, Obama acquiesced to Chinese demands and honored President Hu with a full-fledged state dinner in January 2011. First Lady Michelle Obama wore a grotesquely modern, flashy red gown, apparently oblivious to—or maybe supportive of—the fact that the color red is symbolic of communism, and she was hosting the leader of the largest Communist nation in history. Regarding this red pandering by the administration during Hu’s visit, the liberal Washington Post reported, the color was a prominent theme among Hu’s hosts: “Mrs. Obama wore red gloves, President Obama wore a red tie, and [daughter] Sasha wore red pants for President Hu’s arrival, and Hillary Clinton wore a red jacket to lunch.”8

			Of course, the red also could represent all the blood of innocents spilled at Hu Jintao’s command, or the tens of millions murdered by the Maoist government during its sixty-plus years in power. Under either interpretation, it was completely inappropriate for the first family to honor such a dishonorable history by wearing the color of the Chinese Communist Party (CCP), but such callousness is par for the course for this crowd—as is unnecessary and outrageous public kowtowing to communist thugs.

			Hu had come to expect such deference from the leader of the free world—at least, in this White House. The most embarrassing and telling sign of President Obama’s obsequiousness toward the CCP leader was when Obama bent over and gave a full bow to Hu at the Nuclear Security Summit in Washington in 2010. Dr. Lillian Glass dissected Obama’s gesture on her Body Language blog: “The Chinese leader’s body language is in marked contrast to Obama’s where Hu is leaning away from Obama and looking directly at him as a visible sign of personal power as Obama bows and gazes downward in a subservient gesture.” Dr. Glass continued, “The Chinese leader does not return the bow. In fact the leader looks very superior to Obama as he doesn’t bow back . . . . The Chinese leader does not bow back in the least as his posture is ramrod straight and appears in a completely upright body position. It clearly shows that the Chinese leader is the one in the power position.”9
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			America is indisputably in decline—and Obama seems to welcome this outcome.
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			Obama has awkwardly bowed to numerous foreign leaders and officials, including the Emperor of Japan, the King of Saudi Arabia, the Queen of England and her husband Prince Philip, the president of Ukraine, and on and on, including some mid-level bureaucrats in China. In fact, Barack’s navel inspection isn’t limited to foreigners. He bowed to New Jersey Governor Chris Christie and, in a separate incident, to the blushing mayor of Tampa, Florida, who looked quite embarrassed by the president’s show of fealty to a civic manager.

			Although many liberals wave off Obama’s penchant for bowing as a protocol mistake or a well-intentioned but badly executed attempt to be mannerly, these gestures have real consequences in the world of international diplomacy—they make the president look weak while unmistakably signaling U.S. national subservience. The president of the United States has plenty of experts to instruct him how to behave properly. It’s obvious Obama is doing this on purpose, and it’s a serious matter. As Dr. Glass concluded, “The bottom line, perception wise, is that when a president of a powerful country bows to other heads of state or those in a lesser political position like the husband of a queen, a governor of a state or the mayor of a city, it makes him appear weak as a leader . . . . There is nothing humorous about a president of one of the most powerful countries in the world being perceived as weak, under any circumstances.”10

			U.S. weakness under the Obama presidency is not lost on the Chinese, who are pressing their political, economic, business, and military advantages in every conceivable way. The communists view their rivalry with us as a matter of survival; having witnessed America challenge and bury the Soviet Union, they worry that Washington has a similar end-game in store for them. “As seen from Beijing, Washington is a dangerous, crusading, liberal, quasi-imperialist power that will not rest until it imposes its views and its way of life on the entire planet,” explains Princeton professor Aaron L. Friedberg, a former advisor to Vice President Dick Cheney.11

			That’s why the Chinese regime is hell-bent on rapidly building up the power of the People’s Liberation Army—this is a life or death struggle against the Yankee imperialists. That’s also why the Chinese are pursuing economic expansion and business competition with warlike zest—because for them, this is a real battle, a zero-sum game that one side will ultimately win and the other will lose. Viewing the Washington-Beijing relationship as a multi-front war, the PRC is dedicated to asserting its strength in every realm and to winning on all fronts. Consequently, the United States is confronted with the Chinese stealing technology, ripping off patents and trademarks, manipulating and even counterfeiting U.S. currency, breaking trade laws, misrepresenting military spending, selling toxic toys to American kids, dispatching armies of foreign agents to influence U.S. politicians, testing U.S. resolve on sensitive diplomatic issues, purchasing stakes in our banks, nurturing U.S. commercial dependency on Chinese business, building a blue-water navy, expanding its nuclear arsenal, and hacking our computer networks. All is fair in love and war, and this is war. And China is winning.

			The cadres in Beijing must have enjoyed a particularly good chuckle when Obama officials talked optimistically about future collaboration in a joint U.S.–China space program. “Many of us, including the president, including myself, including [NASA Administrator Charles] Bolden, believe that it’s not too soon to have preliminary conversations about what involving China in that sort of cooperation might entail,” White House science advisor John Holdren said while addressing the prospect of a joint U.S.–China mission to Mars. “If China is going to be, by 2030, the biggest economy in the world . . . it could certainly be to our benefit to share the costs of such an expensive venture with them and with others.”12

			China is winning.

			What Holdren conveniently left unsaid is that America is so broke it can no longer afford a space program and that, since the shuttle program was scuttled in July 2011, the United States cannot even send astronauts into space unless they hitch a ride with another country. Notice as well that Holdren accepted the supposed inevitability of America’s decline, implying there is nothing we can do to prevent the PRC’s economy from surpassing our own.

			Washington being lost in space is a fitting metaphor for our entire relationship with Beijing: America is becoming meeker, China is becoming stronger, and if we don’t radically change course, in the future the United States will rely on the communists for everything from purchasing our debt to putting men in space. The Obama administration looks at this as a fait accompli—and a deserving one at that, given all our supposed past sins.

			President Obama is placing us in a dangerous position vis-à-vis China, but not everyone in official Washington is blind to the threat. For example, spread around the capital city is a network of anti-Beijing hardliners called the Blue Team, which refers to the code name PRC officials give to their enemies in war games.13 This group is not an official organ of government but an informal collection of conservative policy experts, government aides, and scholars—many of whom prefer their identities remain secret—who advocate through both official and unofficial channels a tough stance against China.14

			The team’s general outlook is that the PRC is not a benign giant simply trying to develop its economy and mind its own business; it is, instead, a new Evil Empire that must be challenged on every front. This view doesn’t sit well with many Democratic politicos as well as a large chunk of the GOP, which opposes a strident position because it will impede trade and business dealings. For the Blue Team, though, making the Middle Kingdom wealthier is just pouring fuel on the fire that could consume us. Confrontation is inevitable; the world isn’t big enough for both powers to be on top, the team believes, so America must employ every course of action to contain Beijing.

			The Blue Team’s influence peaked early in the George W. Bush administration, when Republicans controlled the presidency and both houses of Congress, and the number of hawks in town was at an all-time high. However, Democrats taking over Capitol Hill and the White House clipped the Blue Team’s wings, and they haven’t been heard from recently. Beijing’s manhandling of the Obama administration indicates the Blue Team needs to ramp up its operation again. Although China is successfully challenging the United States across the board, its ultimate victory is by no means assured. But at a time when our nation’s leaders refuse to even put up a fight, it’s crucial to have a battle-ready team waiting in the wings. As the line of the old Simon and Garfunkle tune puts it, “Where have you gone, Joe DiMaggio, our nation turns its lonely eyes to you.”

			Ronald Reagan, the greatest president of the twentieth century, liked to refer to the United States as “the shining city upon a hill.” That’s because, as George W. Bush explained when he was running for president, “Our nation is chosen by God and commissioned by history to be a model to the world.”15 America is great because it is good, and our best days and greatest glories always lie ahead. That’s the belief of an optimistic, hopeful nation. Or at least it used to be.

			In his inaugural address, President Obama broached the subject of American decline. In a rebuke to the ostensible militarism of the George W. Bush administration, Obama lectured that “our security emanates from the justness of our cause, the force of our example, the tempering qualities of humility and restraint.” Or put another way, U.S. security depends not on boldness and power but on servility and reserve. That’s fitting because Obama’s policies have tempered our security by restraining our power through—if not humility—national humiliation, particularly through crippling indebtedness. Every major policy pursued by the forty-fourth president has made the United States weaker and in so doing has strengthened those aiming to do us harm.

			This book will investigate the evil of the Maoist regime in Beijing and expose how Barack Obama has accelerated American decline and hastened Chinese global ascendency by genuflecting to the policy priorities—and physically bowing to the blood-soaked leader—of the People’s Republic of China.

			Throughout this book, there will be questions at the end of the chapters, included by the publisher to promote dialogue about the issues addressed.

			To answer them, please post your thoughts on

			www.washingtontimes.com/opinion/decker/bookclub/.

			In this chapter, Decker and Triplett write:

			“The chief beneficiary of Obama’s profligacy has been our communist competitor in the Far East.”

			Do you agree that out of everyone, China has benefited the most from our extravagant spending? Why or why not?

			Click here to share your thoughts.

		

		
		

	


	
		
			Chapter Two

			“The New China”

			Communism is not love. Communism is a hammer which we use to crush the enemy.

			—Mao Zedong

			On Christmas Day 2009, Liu Xiaobo was shackled, thrown into a windowless van at gunpoint, and carted away to serve out an eleven-year sentence in a dank Chinese prison. Today his health is failing, and he has been denied family visits that are common to inmates even in the People’s Republic. He is not heard from for months at a time, sparking persistent rumors that he may be dead.1 His crime? Subversion of state power.

			To be found guilty of this serious charge, the frail, bookish, bespectacled literature professor didn’t release poisonous gas on a Beijing subway car, blow up a military recruiting center, or plot to fly an airliner into a government office building. Instead, he committed the crime of speaking out for freedom in a communist land where dissent is considered treasonous. As George Orwell wrote, “In times of universal deceit, telling the truth will be a revolutionary act.” It’s a lesson Liu is learning the hard way while doing hard time.

			There’s nothing too out of the ordinary about this wretched plight in the Middle Kingdom. In fact, there would be no reason for anybody in the outside world to know about Liu except that the Nobel Committee in Oslo, Norway, awarded him the 2010 Nobel Peace Prize for his nonviolent activism on behalf of Chinese political reform. The Chinese Communist Party took this honor for one of its citizens badly. “Liu Xiaobo is a criminal who has been sentenced by Chinese judicial departments for violating Chinese law,” fumed the PRC’s Foreign Ministry.2

			That’s incendiary rhetoric directed at a man whose chief act of disloyalty to the regime was co-authoring a manifesto, “Charter 08,” that advocates an independent judiciary, the popular vote, and the historic American principle of no taxation without representation. “It was released on December 10, 2008, the anniversary of the [United Nations’] Universal Declaration of Human Rights, and emulates the Charter 77 written by Czech dissidents including Vaclav Havel, that called for an end to Soviet repression,” explains Peter Foster of the London Daily Telegraph. “Originally the document was signed by 302 academics, lawyers and prominent people, but now has more than 12,000 signatures.”3

			China’s Nobel Laureate had spent plenty of time behind prison walls before his 2009 sentence, including three years of hard labor for demanding the release of imprisoned protesters after the 1989 Tiananmen Square crackdown and a couple more years for supporting the democracy movement. Most recently, authorities put his wife under house arrest and full-time surveillance. The Nobel awards ceremony in Oslo brought an onslaught of repressive actions from Beijing, with communist cadres rounding up dozens of dissidents and enforcing a blackout of foreign news inside China, while the Foreign Ministry exerted a full-court diplomatic press that convinced eighteen other nations to boycott the occasion. The paragons of national virtue that caved in to Beijing’s demand and boycotted the Nobel festivities were Afghanistan, Colombia, Cuba, Egypt, Iran, Iraq, Kazakhstan, Morocco, Pakistan, the Philippines, Russia, Saudi Arabia, Serbia, Sudan, Tunisia, Ukraine, Venezuela, and Vietnam.

			Hoping to rally its people behind the red flag, Beijing has used Liu’s Nobel prize as an excuse to pump out propaganda warning Chinese citizens about a U.S.-led Western plot to embarrass and humiliate China. “Awarding the Nobel Peace Prize to Liu Xiaobo once again reflects the strong attempts of Western countries to intervene in the political process in China,” complained an editorial in People’s Daily, an official newspaper of the communist government. “It is a well-planned event, premeditated and long organized by Western countries, and is part of a series of actions by the U.S., its allies and companies to undermine China.”4
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			Our president has nary a bad word to say about the butchers in Beijing.
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			If only that were true. Unfortunately, our president has nary a bad word to say about the butchers in Beijing. Barack Obama—himself one of the most undeserving recipients of the Nobel Peace Prize ever—has stubbornly and repeatedly refused to meet with prominent Chinese dissidents and human rights leaders. With Secretary of State Hillary Clinton more concerned about protecting the U.S.–China trade relationship than about protecting human rights, the Obama administration has barely made a peep about the plight of the president’s fellow Nobel Laureate as he suffers in his Chinese prison cell.

			The “New China” Myth

			According to a fashionable theory, what we see in Beijing today is “the New China”—a gradually emerging, modern, progressive society that will eventually bring the communist state in line with the rest of the civilized world. Give it time, and everything in China will be all right, the logic goes. There are some challenges (mostly economic) and occasionally a setback (usually a violent crackdown on peaceful protesters, but the authorities had no choice, wink, wink), but today’s Communist Party leaders are not really communists at all. They have to talk the talk occasionally for the sake of tradition and to keep the old hardliners on board, but behind the scenes, they want to be just like us. That’s the line.

			This convenient dogma has been central to America’s engagement with Beijing since President Richard Nixon flew there in 1972 to toast mass murderer Mao Zedong and officially open U.S. relations with communist China after two decades of isolation. “We both realized that a bridge of understanding that spans almost 12,000 miles and 22 years of hostility can’t be built in one week of discussions,” Nixon said shortly after meeting with Chinese leaders. “But we have agreed to begin to build that bridge, recognizing that our work will require years of patient effort.”5

			This perspective still motivates U.S. policy toward the PRC today. Supposedly, we need to “engage” China to keep it moving in the right direction. By trading with the communists and making them rich, we’ll eventually convince them of the virtues of a free capitalist society. So long as we help the Chinese people become wealthier and acquire more economic rights, they eventually will demand more political rights from their government. That’s the basic reasoning—and it’s an expensive gamble because if the dice come up snake eyes, we will have enriched our enemy, increased a brutal regime’s power to persecute its own people, and underwritten the expansion of a belligerent military force.

			For the past half-century, U.S. foreign policy has focused on bribing rather than isolating our rivals. Trade is the central component of this effort to purchase lasting and meaningful relationships, especially with communist China. And trade we have—American consumers buy more stuff from China than any other nation. In fact, in 2010 alone, we imported $365 billion worth of products from the PRC.6 Since 1985, we have paid more than a whopping $3 trillion for Chinese imports. In 2010, the trade imbalance with Beijing was $273 billion in the communists’ favor. Over the 26-year period between 1985 and 2010, America’s trade imbalance with Red China was $2.4 trillion.

			The supposed political payoff for this trade hasn’t materialized, as the Chinese government is more authoritarian than ever. The Marxists know the Land of the Free is hooked on their cheap goods, and that we’ll ignore a lot of ugliness on their side of the Pacific so long as the junk keeps flowing here.
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			Despite increased trade with the West, China’s government is more authoritarian than ever.
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			The bridge to China envisioned by Nixon forty years ago has turned out to be more like an underground tunnel dug right into America’s bank vault. Of course, U.S.–China ties do bring some benefits for American consumers, who can save money on their shopping trips to K-Mart. However, these ties weren’t supposed to be about commerce, but about building a relationship that would spread our political ideas to the Chinese people and ultimately to the communist authorities. That hasn’t worked as planned. The Chinese people are less free and more shackled by the communist yoke now than at any time in the past twenty years.

			“The Chinese use two brush strokes to write the word crisis. One brush stroke stands for danger; the other for opportunity. In a crisis, be aware of the danger—but recognize the opportunity,” Nixon once said. American policymakers have embraced the opportunity of engaging with the PRC but gotten into the comfortable habit of forgetting there is any danger involved. The big question about our multi-trillion dollar engagement with China is whether it’s achieving the original goal of establishing a trustworthy alliance and helping to build a better society for the Chinese people trapped behind the Bamboo Curtain. Across the board, on every meaningful indicator, the answer is no. By every measure, as we make China richer, it is becoming correspondingly less free.

			Consider for example:

			
					Has freedom of religion or freedom of conscience taken root? No.

			

			Communist authorities arrest and torture bishops, priests, and believers of all stripes for following dictates of faith that are antithetical to Marxist atheism.

			
					Has the Chinese regime allowed for freedom of the press? No.

			

			There were more journalists under arrest in PRC prisons in 2010 than at any time in recent memory. Communist China is the second least free nation in the world when it comes to reporters’ freedom to cover news without fear of violent reprisal.

			
					Does the regime respect freedom of speech and allow the Chinese people to voice their aspirations and concerns about the direction of their country? No.

			

			Police detain teachers and arrest bloggers, while everyday Chinese workers simply disappear for expressing opinions that contradict the Communist Party line.

			
					Does the regime respect freedom of assembly? No.

			

			Farmers, students, factory workers, and white-collar professionals alike are rounded up or mowed down if they dare to join together in mass movements to protest the regime’s policies. Authorities today typically rely on less obvious methods than rolling over protesters with tanks as they did in Tiananmen Square in 1989, but their basic modus operandi for dealing with dissidents has not changed: might is still right. If the head of a nail is sticking up, they beat it down with Mao’s hammer.

			
					Does the regime recognize property rights? No.

			

			Beijing uses China’s billionaires and growing middle class as props to show the outside world that the PRC is nourishing an opportunity society, but the reality is much grimmer. The government picks the nation’s winners and losers; no one thrives without the tacit approval—and usually the active backing—of their communist overlords. Authorities can confiscate wealth in the blink of an eye without pretext. Millions of farmers have been tossed off their land to make way for development projects with little or no compensation, and forced evictions of urban dwellers leave countless everyday people without permanent homes.

			
					Does the regime respect the right to life? No.

			

			This most fundamental human right is perhaps the most precarious of all. China still enforces the barbarous One Child Policy, meaning communist bureaucrats force pregnant mothers to have abortions if they have exceeded their allotted one child or if women get pregnant outside the government’s reproduction schedule. The state coerces other women into undergoing sterilization to prevent “unlawful” reproduction. Life outside the womb isn’t any safer. Thousands of Chinese are executed every year for transgressions as minor as stealing food to survive. As described later in this chapter, the organs of executed inmates are harvested for transplants in the lucrative global market. Refusing to recognize the most basic right to life, the communist regime unsurprisingly tramples upon every other right as well.

			All these rights—which are guaranteed by the U.S. Constitution and largely taken for granted in the Western world—are suppressed with violence by the Chinese Communist Party. Traditionally, Americans have believed these rights are not granted by the government but are held in common by all people as a natural condition of existence. Refusing to recognize them or abusing them nullifies the social contract between the government and the governed. By definition, a regime that suppresses the rights of the people and rules without the consent of the governed is a tyranny.

			If America’s relationship with the PRC is indeed geared toward making China more like America, the experiment is failing spectacularly. Rather than becoming a benevolent empire that uses its power and influence to safeguard life, liberty, property, and the pursuit of happiness among its own people and around the world, Red China begets national policies based on lying, cheating, stealing, and killing for the sake of the regime’s self-aggrandizement. The adage “better dead then red” was popular during the Cold War; today’s cadres in Beijing are more than willing to oblige, copiously doling out death to their own dissidents.

			The Bamboo Prison

			Dissent is not allowed in the PRC, period. The most innocuous of murmurs or innocent complaints about the system can get the most harmless Chinese citizen into life-threatening trouble. Complain about unreliable electricity in your apartment building and you could be out of a job. Try to get your little emperor moved to a different school and you could be out of your apartment. Sign a student petition demanding more say in school administration and you could get kicked out of university. Speak up for better working conditions and you might disappear to an undisclosed location, never to be seen again. Write essays on the need for political reform—God forbid on a foreign website—and you will likely be jailed and even tortured. Join a protest march calling for freedom for Tibet or democracy in China and you could be shot down in the streets.

			From the smallest detail of everyday home life to the most fundamental questions about the proper role and function of government, the Communist Party violently rejects criticism no matter how constructive or humbly delivered. The regime views a gripe as inherently unpatriotic because it suggests something is wrong with the nation founded by the great Mao Zedong.

			One particularly painful example involves a human rights lawyer who was beaten so badly by police in 2002 that she is permanently crippled and wheelchair-bound. Ni Yulan made the unforgivable mistake of offering legal aid to the persecuted Falun Gong spiritual movement and documenting the forced evictions and demolition of homes in Beijing. For Ni’s efforts, the government destroyed her family’s home and looted all their possessions. She and her husband were forcibly confined to a hotel for months with no electricity or water until they were rearrested on April 7, 2011.7 Ni’s jailers won’t let her use a wheelchair or crutches, so she’s forced to drag herself around on the dirty, concrete prison floor.
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			Dissent is not allowed in the PRC, period.
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			The same week Ni and her husband were arrested, authorities took into custody the father of a baby poisoned by contaminated milk formula. Zhao Lianhai, a former health inspector, had previously been sentenced to two years in prison for helping expose—and leading a parents’ justice group related to—a melamine chemical poisoning outbreak that sickened at least 300,000 children and killed numerous infants. His conviction was for the vague, treasonous act of “provoking quarrels and making trouble.”8

			Also in April 2011, police at the Beijing airport arrested Ai Weiwei, an internationally renowned avant-garde artist and outspoken critic of China’s censorship policies, for “surprising speech,” “surprising behavior,” being “stubborn and unruly,” and for unspecified financial irregularities.9 The last of these is common code used when the communists want to detain a so-called troublemaker but don’t have enough to hold him even by the PRC’s loose legal standards.10 “Ai Weiwei chooses to have a different attitude from ordinary people toward the law,” an editorial in a communist newspaper ominously stated. “However, the law will not concede before ‘mavericks’ just because of Western media criticism.”11

			Like many other oppressive regimes, Beijing became particularly nervous during the people power uprisings that began in early 2011 and overthrew Zine El Abidine Ben Ali in Tunisia, Hosni Mubarak in Egypt, and threatened to topple other authoritarian governments across the Middle East and beyond. With Chinese activists calling for a “Jasmine Revolution” at home, the regime arrested dozens of human rights lawyers and advocates in a desperate attempt to snuff out any incipient unrest. When public demonstrations were planned in thirteen Chinese cities in February 2011, police set up a dragnet to catch anyone who might take to the streets, whether they were civil rights lawyers, students, homemakers, or dispossessed farmers. Communist leaders were so paranoid over any concentration of people that they cancelled Shanghai’s 2011 St. Patrick’s Day Parade.12

			The authorities apparently regard green beer as a threat, but not as much of a threat as the internet. Throughout 2011, Chinese censors blocked the word “jasmine” from search engines, chat rooms, and websites, and obstructed Twitter, Facebook, and other social networking sites deemed dangerous tools for spreading a counterrevolution.13 In the Jasmine crackdowns, police arrested hundreds at organized protests and detained thousands as “precautionary measures,” while an unknown number of citizens simply disappeared. “This shows just how nervous and how insecure the Chinese government is,” explained Wang Songlian of the Hong Kong-based Chinese Human Rights Defenders.14

			Keeping a lid on so much bubbling discontent requires a vast system of jails, gulags, and forced labor camps. China has a reported 1.5 to 2 million inmates in this system, which is a difficult number to verify given that it comes from Chinese government reports. These tend to be unreliable for many reasons, primarily because if no one knows how many prisoners there are, it’s easier for communist authorities to launch a cover up when they die in custody. There are various causes of these deaths, including outright murder by the authorities. In Hunan province, for example, a detainee was beaten to death during questioning about a robbery in 2009. In March of that year, two police officers were prosecuted for torturing to death a 19-year-old while trying to force a confession for a murder the department was anxious to solve.

			During preparations for the 2008 Beijing Olympics, police frequently rounded up the homeless, handicapped, and mentally disabled off the streets because the regime did not want foreigners to think Chinese people were weak. The body of one mentally retarded child was unceremoniously dumped at the front door of his mother’s house after he had gone missing while walking home from school; it turns out police officers beat the boy to death after picking him up in a dragnet to clear the streets of undesirables before the arrival of the International Olympic Committee. Many of the defenseless innocents caught up in these police sweeps were never seen again. These unexplained disappearances, combined with the hushed-up deaths of numerous construction workers involved in the rushed building of Olympic sports facilities, led some PRC critics to dub the Beijing games the bloodiest Olympics ever.15 Prison officials employ various excuses to escape blame, the most frequent being that a deceased or disappeared victim was never held at a particular facility even if witnesses saw the victim entering it. Even when a corpse is unaccounted for, there is no check on police power in the police state.

			In a particularly offensive example of jailer callousness, authorities in Yunnan province claimed 24-year-old Li Qiaoming died while playing hide and seek (known as “eluding the cat” in China) with other inmates.16 He was playfully blindfolded, they claimed, but amidst all the merriment he accidentally ran into a wall and died. It’s all fun and games in PRC prisons, you see. The family of the deceased—a farmer who was arrested for illegally chopping down trees—took the story public when their son’s body was released and showed multiple signs of abuse or torture.

			After the scandal went viral, the prison backpedaled and insisted other prisoners had killed the young man, though there is no proof to back up this second version of events. Still, if true, it would not be a unique case, as prisoner-on-prisoner violence is an everyday fact of life in Chinese jails. In many instances, jail officials unofficially deputize the most brutish inmates as guards to forcefully keep the rest of the prison population in check. When the rough stuff goes too far, the corrections facility can deny involvement and wave it off as unavoidable friction among bored, frustrated jailbirds.

			The official explanation of the “hide and seek” murder shows that communists regard the death of prisoners as, quite literally, a joke. Authorities further demonstrate their contempt for the dignity of the frightened and persecuted masses by the sugar-coated figure of speech police use to summon a citizen for an interrogation: “Why don’t you come in for a cup of tea?”17 How lovely.

			The Penal Meat Market

			Capitol punishment in the PRC is a uniquely dubious practice because the Chinese Communist Party leads the world in state-sanctioned executions. In 2009, 714 people were put to death in eighteen countries, according to Amnesty International.18 The Iranian mullahs were responsible for more than half of this head count by executing 388 that year. Red China, however, is not even included in Amnesty International’s report because the number of executions there is a state secret.

			Estimates vary, but most human-rights activists put the number of Chinese officially put to death by the state every year at somewhere between 4,000 and 10,000, far surpassing the total from the rest of the world combined for many years. “China used the death penalty in 2010 against thousands of people for a wide range of crimes that include non-violent offenses and after proceedings that did not meet international fair trial standards,” Amnesty International reported in March 2011.19 “On average, China secretly executes around 22 prisoners every day,” Amnesty International UK Director Kate Allen said in 2008. That works out to more than 8,000 executions per year. By comparison, the United States executed fifty-two inmates in 2009, all for violent crimes.

			The PRC’s zealous use of capital punishment appears even more barbaric when one considers the glaring defects of the Chinese judicial system: people are executed for minor offenses; there are no checks on the judiciary; there is typically no right to appeal; and the condemned are executed immediately following a verdict, usually by a single bullet shot to the back of the head while kneeling in a field.

			The Chinese prefer the single-shot method of execution because it causes minimal tissue damage and preserves the condition of the person’s organs. This is crucial because the butchers in Beijing make a tidy profit by carving up executed prisoners and selling their body parts for organ transplants. By some estimates, as many as two-thirds of the PRC’s thousands of annually executed prisoners are used as involuntary organ donors. With prices for human organs skyrocketing amidst rising demand and static global supply, Chinese authorities face perverse economic incentives to escalate their use of capital punishment.
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			“If you want a heart, kidneys, unlined skin . . . we will shoot a prisoner to order,” said two Chinese organ traders.
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			According to an eye-opening exposé in the Sunday Telegraph of London, jail officials routinely inspect prisoners’ physical attributes in conjunction with a list of patients willing to pay substantial amounts of money for organs. “If you want a heart, kidneys, unlined skin . . . we will shoot a prisoner to order,” two Chinese organ traders told dissident human rights activist Harry Wu during an undercover sting in New York’s San Carlos Hotel in 1998.20 The businessmen were carrying a body-parts price menu, contracts, and authorization papers from a PRC government prosecutor who was in a position to indict individuals to meet the demand for organs. “One prisoner, during his seven-year jail term, told how he saw numerous prisoners being medically prepared for organ removal,” reported the Telegraph. “On the night before the execution, the prison staff would take blood samples.”21 The savage reality is that the Chinese Communist Party uses the state penal system as a profit-making meat market.

			When the cadres don’t kill you, they drive you crazy. In the PRC, authorities use mental institutions as jails for political dissidents, a tactic previously perfected in the Soviet Union. Hidden deep inside the Middle Kingdom are dozens of secret hospitals for the criminally insane called Ankang, which stands for “peace and health.” Those who question the government or belong to suspicious organizations are considered unhealthy threats to national peace, so according to the communists, locking them away in Ankang furthers the cause of stability.

			From the communist perspective, two of the most dangerous signs of mental illness are religious belief and political pluralism. “Thousands of political and religious dissenters—including urban dissidents, exposers of official corruption, persistent complainants and petitioners, and unconventional religious sectarians—have in recent decades been forcibly and unjustifiably incarcerated in mental asylums,” explained Robin Munro in the Asian Wall Street Journal.22 In the 1960s and 1970s, for example, as many as 70 percent of those given psychiatric evaluations for alleged criminal behavior were detained for political reasons. In many instances, after these politicized checkups, those deemed criminally insane and a danger to society were put on debilitating medicines and even given electric-shock therapy to “cure” them—in other words, their brains were medicated and zapped until the zombies could no longer think, let alone question authority.

			The communist state doesn’t bother to hide the system of using mental hospitals as penal institutions. These secret asylums for political prisoners are operated by the regime’s main police power, the Ministry of Public Security.

			Pandaroo Courts

			The PRC, lacking any objective rule of law and maintaining a notoriously corrupt court system, is characterized by official lawlessness. There are no strict standards for what qualifies as admissible evidence, so anything goes in court, especially self-incriminating testimony. Even former PRC Vice Minister of Justice Duan Zhengkun has bemoaned the lack of checks and balances and absence of any independent oversight of the regime’s courts and prisons. “Detention houses should not be managed by public-security departments,” he told China Daily, “because they make the arrests and sometimes torture the accused to force them to confess.”23

			In March 2011, the Party Committee of the Ministry of Public Safety acknowledged the epidemic of police violence by issuing an order to clean up—or at least do a better job of covering up—savage interrogation techniques because of growing public attention to the “unnatural death of personnel involved in cases.”24 Merely issuing a bureaucratic press release, however, does not mean anything will change. As Hong Kong-based writer Kent Ewing summarized the systemic conflict of interest in Red China’s penal system, “With security forces currently empowered to arrest, interrogate and imprison—as well as to investigate any alleged abuses that may occur during this multifaceted process—there should be little wonder that the system has failed to protect the rights of the accused.” There is no transparency in the judicial process because it is not in the interests of the state, which is all that matters.

			Because the courts’ raison d’etre is to instill fear in the people and keep them in their place, there is institutional value in inequitable justice. Put another way, the charge is always bigger than the crime. Rejecting the Western ethical principle of the punishment fitting the crime, the Chinese regime believes if the authorities really throw the book at ’em, it will send a signal to others. That message was definitely received when a farmer in Henan province was sentenced to life in prison for evading highway tolls while driving a delivery truck.25

			Breaking the law—no matter how minor that law is—is a threat to the state that must be handled harshly, as the toll evader discovered. The only value the state appreciates is stability, which is the single mission of the law—not justice, fairness, or due process. As Joshua Rosenzweig of the human-rights group the Duihua Foundation puts it, the law is not a shield that protects the people but a weapon wielded by the government.26 There are no protections provided by the law, only fear of it. This is essential for imposing conformity and obedience.

			The judiciary is a crucial component of the communists’ grip on power. Simply put, the court system is the means by which the Communist Party achieves its primary goal, which is maintaining power. This is consistent with ancient Chinese practice under the emperors, when the law was always subsidiary to the political system that existed at that time. It’s what University of Miami Professor June Teufel Dreyer calls rule by law rather than rule of law. “There is no effective way to enforce constitutional rights, since the courts are not empowered to do so, and the Standing Committee of the National People’s Congress, which is empowered to do so, has thus far not chosen to exercise its authority,” she explains.27 This leaves the mass of 1.3 billion Chinese citizens officially voiceless in their own government.

			China watchers generally agree that communist hardliners have been solidifying their power base in recent years, in part by using courts as an arm of the internal security apparatus. In the late 1990s, international legal scholars believed Beijing was taking steps in the right direction to develop a modern, independent judiciary and a more objective legal code that would offer the people some protections against government abuses. That positive outlook has eroded as the rule of law has moved in the opposite direction, with a rising number of compulsory detentions and forced confessions, long sentences to hard labor for crimes of conscience or political dissent, and a never-ending body count piled up by thousands of executions every year.

			In hundreds of thousands of cases, the courts are circumvented altogether, as PRC law allows alleged troublemakers to be condemned for up to four years of “reeducation through labor” without going through the judiciary system. This means there is no public charge, no official prosecution, no open court deliberation, and no opportunity for an individual to defend himself; instead, he just disappears one day to some hellhole to be beaten into submission through back-breaking, around-the-clock manual labor. In April 2011, a retiree was carted off to two years of “reeducation through labor” with no trial for taking photos of a police crackdown at a pro-democracy rally. The same man had already spent thirty months at hard labor for protesting forced evictions.28 Like organ harvesting, forced labor is a lucrative business, and many Chinese companies use prisoners to manufacture products for export.

			Although not found guilty through the court system, untold masses of Chinese are sentenced to forced labor of a different kind. It is routine for children as young as nine years old and for the mentally handicapped to be sold to sweatshops where they work around the clock in slave-like conditions. Tragically, child labor is most common in toy factories. Other workers initially take jobs voluntarily but then are padlocked in dormitories and forced to work up to eighteen hours a day in a subhuman environment for as little as fifty cents an hour. Some common items found in Western homes that were made in such factories include Apple iPods, Bluetooth accessories, Ikea products, and Marks & Spencer clothing.29 Some of the makers of these products have since cleaned up their act, but many have not. Irrespective of particular offenders, almost all Chinese merchandise sold to Americans is made in conditions that would be illegal here. Whether its people are surrounded by prison walls or not, the PRC’s labor market is one giant gulag imprisoning millions of workers.
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			Child labor is most common in toy factories.
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			Rough justice is particularly prevalent in Xinjiang province, where the communist government is trying to suppress unrelenting ethnic unrest among the Muslim Uighurs who dominate the region. In March 2011, Bilik, the editor of a pro-Uighur website, was sentenced in secret to seven years in prison for allegedly fomenting ethnic tension and violence during a 2009 uprising in the provincial capital of Urumqi. Part of a major sweep of Uighur reporters, Bilik’s prosecution occurred during a sustained campaign to censor information about the regime’s crackdown in Xinjiang. In July 2010, it was reported, “Uighurbiz website manager Gheyrat Niyaz was sentenced to 15 years in prison; Nijat Azat, manager of the Shabnam website, was sentenced to 10 years; Dilixiati Paerhati, manager of Diyarim, was given a five-year term; and Nureli (who goes by one name), manager of Salkin, was sentenced to three years,” according to the Committee to Protect Journalists.30

			Beijing takes a particularly hard line against purveyors of internet news sources because authorities have difficulty controlling that medium. Make wayward action on the internet extraordinarily painful and you will get less of it, the official thinking goes.

			Crucifying Believers

			Like clockwork, the Chinese regime ramped up persecution of the country’s Catholics during Lent 2011. Every holy season, Beijing and local cadres bulldoze churches and round up Christians to remind them that there are severe consequences to faith in the officially atheist People’s Republic. Christmas, for example, is a particularly popular time to arrest priests. For millions of suffering Chinese trying to worship freely, martyrdom at the hands of the state isn’t a relic of past ages; it’s a fact of everyday life.31 The 2011 Lenten crackdown was instigated by the death on Ash Wednesday of 95-year-old Bishop Andrew Hao Jinli of Xiwanzi, who had shepherded believers in the underground church in the rural northeastern province of Hebei. Ordained in 1943, Bishop Hao led an increasingly precarious life after Maoists took over China in 1949, outlawed church connections to Rome, and eventually established the communist-run Patriotic Catholic Association in 1957. Refusing to renounce his beliefs or his loyalty to the papacy, the bishop endured decades of prison, torture, and forced labor camps. Upon his death, security forces mobilized to block his flock from paying last respects or attending his funeral.

			Hao’s story parallels that of many Christians in the Middle Kingdom. For example, in March 2009, Julius Jia Zhiguo, a Catholic bishop who also administers to the underground faithful in Hebei, was arrested while Vatican officials met in Rome to discuss a new document defending China’s persecuted Christians. The previous month, another underground bishop, Leo Yao Liang, was released after serving several years in jail for consecrating a church without government permission. In August 2004, eight priests and two seminarians were arrested in Hebei, with two being sentenced to “a period of re-education through forced labor.” In the late 1990s, two bishops disappeared and several dozen clerics were imprisoned in that diocese alone. Bishop Cosmas Shi Enxiang, who was arrested in 2001 at age eighty-six, spent more than thirty years in communist prisons and labor camps, an experience all too familiar to Chinese Catholics.

			The fates of these clerics reflect the rocky relationship between Beijing and the Vatican. In late 2010, the Patriotic Church consecrated a bishop without consent from the Holy See and elected an outlaw not approved by the pope to head the Chinese Catholic Bishops Association. Breaking with recent practice, these moves plunged relations to their worst point in many years between two organizations responsible, in their own ways, for over a billion souls each. “In China, Christ is living out his Passion,” Pope Benedict XVI stated in May 2011. “Although there is an increasing number from this country who open themselves to Christ, there are many others who ignore and persecute them.”32

			In a strongly worded 2007 letter to Chinese Catholics about religious persecution in their country, the pope warned, “The solution to existing problems cannot be pursued via an ongoing conflict with the legitimate civil authorities; at the same time, though, compliance with those authorities is not acceptable when they interfere unduly in matters regarding the faith and discipline of the Church.”33 Critics condemned the Holy Father for openly endorsing defiance against the oppressive PRC regime, with some claiming he had endangered his own flock in China. Benedict retorted that it is more important to give public witness to the faith than to be safe, adding that although it should not be rashly sought out, the blood of martyrs nourishes the belief of the multitudes and gives them strength to face their public torments.

			The Roman Catholic Church isn’t the only faith community targeted by Beijing. According to ChinaAid, a Christian group that monitors religious intolerance in the PRC, persecution of Chinese Christians has increased for five years straight. An annual study released on March 31, 2011, by ChinaAid reports that the number of Chinese detained for religious reasons skyrocketed 43 percent in 2010.34 In early March 2011, for example, police broke into a house church in central Shaanxi province, confiscated Bibles, and arrested all twelve Christians worshipping peacefully behind closed doors. On March 7, 2011, a Domestic Security Protection Squad in Henan province raided another house church, took away Bibles, and arrested the praying Christians, accusing them of belonging to an illegal cult. On March 4, 2011, paramilitary forces from Jiangsu province detained Pastor Shi Enhao, vice president of the Chinese House Church Alliance.

			In late February 2011, a group of colleagues at a radio station in Hubei province were arrested and beaten for establishing an illegal place of worship by holding a discussion about Christianity during their break at work. On April 10, 2011, Beijing police raided a site and arrested 200 Protestants for attempting to hold worship services in a public space without permission.35 The congregation was evicted from their previous meeting place because they are an unapproved Christian organization and are thus illegal. Their pastor Yuan Ling was put under house arrest. Shouwang, Beijing’s largest independent Evangelical church, has a congregation of 1,000, approximately half of whom are under house arrest. And so it goes day after day, week after week, month after month, year after year in “the New China.”

			On March 25, 2011, Christian writer Liu Xianbin was sentenced to ten years in prison for treason by the Suining Intermediate People’s Court in Sichuan province. His crime was writing about human rights abuses in China for overseas publications; the indictment charged that he slandered the CCP by referring to communist government as “autocratic rule.” Imagine that. “Mr. Liu, 43, is one of the original signers of Charter 08, the document calling for democracy and constitutional reform drafted by 2011 Nobel Peace Prize laureate Liu Xiaobo,” reports ChinaAid. In the late 1990s, he received a 13-year prison sentence for “inciting subversion of state power,” an anti-sedition law instituted by Beijing fiat in 1997 that is so vague it can ensnare anyone for just about anything. The law is particularly dangerous to religious adherents because the legal standard for prosecution is partly subjective, taking into account things like whether an individual is sufficiently loyal to the state. In an officially atheist nation, belonging to a church or believing in God is, in and of itself, considered subversive.

			These crackdowns are occurring daily in every part of China and across all socio-economic classes, demonstrating that faith is not deemed an authentic part of life in the red-lacquer prison Mao built. As longtime foreign correspondent for TIME magazine and Christian advocate David Aikman explains in his book Jesus in Beijing, “China’s long record of intolerance to all religious groups is part of the original Marxist-Leninist worldview that insists on dictating not just all politics, but all of society.”36

			In an interview with us, Aikman elaborated on developments since his study was published in 2003. “China’s current Christian protest is, in effect, the Chinese first civil rights campaign since the formation of the People’s Republic in 1949,” he explained. “It is not political—in fact China’s Christians have made it plain that they are in no way endorsing the objectives of the ‘Jasmine Revolution,’ nor are they trying to overthrow the government and party, as Falun Gong explicitly wanted to do. The civil-rights component is whether the Chinese Communist Party is willing to live with the presence in society of any organization that it doesn’t control. The answer at present seems to be a resounding no.”
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			In an officially atheist nation, belonging to a church or believing in God is, in and of itself, considered subversive.
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			On December 1, 2010, the Politburo of the Chinese Communist Party officially branded the community of house churches in the entire country a cult, and thus outside the law. In effect, “China’s top leaders signed off on what could become the nation’s most savage campaign against Christians since the 1966–1976 Cultural Revolution,” Aikman declares.37 Comparing Beijing’s current “Operation Deterrence” to the worst period of repression in the late Roman Empire, he calls the current PRC leadership “China’s Diocletian,” referring to the Roman emperor who unleashed the legions on Christians in 303 AD.

			Interestingly, the percentage of Romans who were said to be Christian at the time—about 10 percent—is the same number that is estimated to be Christian in contemporary China. And clearly, that is too many for Beijing. “In the short run, the sheer power of the Chinese state will suppress demonstrations,” Aikman told us. “But with China’s Christian population broadly estimated by quite secular outside observers as at least 80 million (and by some Chinese Communist sources as 130 million), it will be a long struggle.”

			Communist anxiety over small religious communities is unsurprising in light of China’s official paranoia about any movement or association state authorities do not directly command. Beijing can have soldiers patrol the streets, put spies in pews, have junior Marxists taking notes in the classroom, micromanage newspapers, pick and choose corporate executives, and try to censor the internet, but it’s impossible to control all the people all the time—especially in a fragile, diverse nation of 1.3 billion citizens. With 75 million members in the Chinese Communist Party, there are a lot of fingers to plug leaks—but every time they do, a new one seems to break out elsewhere.

			Terrified of Tibetan Monks

			After arising at the crack of dawn on March 17, 2011, a young Buddhist monk named Phuntsog Jarutsang had a spoonful of rice for breakfast and meditated on the coming day. After a peaceful morning of contemplation, the 21-year-old straightened his saffron robe, walked through the monastery he called home, and ventured out into the streets of Kirti, in Sichuan province in western China. At 4:00 p.m., sitting on the pavement in the lotus position, he doused himself with fuel and set himself on fire. As a crowd gathered, police rushed to the scene and put out the flames, but then—for good measure—the officers kicked and beat the charred monk, who died ten hours later. Phuntsog’s self-immolation was a desperate plea of protest against the PRC’s 60-year occupation of Tibet.38

			March is typically a heated time in China for protesting the regime’s Tibet policies. At least two major confrontations have occurred over the years during that month, when anniversaries spawn annual protests to honor the memory of victims killed in crackdowns by the People’s Liberation Army. Three years before Phuntsog set himself ablaze, security forces gunned down at least twenty-two protesters in what the government calls “the March 14 Riots,” which have become a yearly event for expressing dissatisfaction with the regime.39 Many of the victims were Buddhist monks making a public stand for their occupied nation. In 1959, less than a decade after PLA tanks rolled into the mountainous land, the communist military hammered protesting Tibetans, killing over 87,000. Amidst the violence, the Dalai Lama—the traditional spiritual and temporal head of all Tibetans—fled his homeland. He and his successors have lived atop a government in exile ever since.

			Over the years, the communists have worked hard to keep the Tibetans down. In October 2009, the PRC executed at least two Tibetan protesters accused of having led the so-called March 14 rebellion the previous year in the Tibetan capital of Lhasa, a bout of unrest that quickly spread to other parts of the country.40 The two protestors’ deaths were really just drops in the bucket—over its six decades of military occupation, Chinese authorities have liquidated more than one million Tibetans. Less overtly barbarous, Beijing has also pursued a resettlement policy to move scores of ethnic Han—the ethnic majority who largely control the PRC—into Tibetan lands to water down the local culture and eventually make the regions more like the rest of China. The cultural flood offends many Tibetans as much as the presence of troops because they see their heritage being eroded one settler at a time.

			Hu Jintao, the current general secretary of the Communist Party and as such the president of the People’s Republic, has a lot of Tibetan blood on his hands. In March 1989, Hu declared martial law and ordered PLA troops to fire on a crowd of peaceful protesters led by shaved-headed, Saffron-robed monks. As many as 700 innocents were killed for marching in what would be considered a normal assembly that could happen any old day of the week in Washington, D.C. Hu’s cold calculation to pull the trigger was partly motivated by Han racial hatred of Tibetan ethnicity. As the Communist Party secretary in Tibet at the time of the massacre, Hu related to British journalist Jonathan Mirsky that he “loathed Tibet’s climate and Tibetans’ ‘lack of culture.’ He kept his family in Beijing and visited Lhasa as infrequently as he could.”41 This is the man whom President Obama feted at a lavish state dinner at the White House during which poached Maine lobster was served alongside dry-aged ribeye steaks and $399 bottles of Cabernet Sauvignon.

			Despite years of imprisonment, torture, and the killing of pro-Tibet dissidents, the Dalai Lama—winner of the 1989 Nobel Peace Price—has stuck to his guns, at least proverbial ones. Tibetans can accept nothing less than self-government. “My position is clear: autonomy. The international community supports us because we use peaceful means to call for our country’s autonomy,” he reiterated after the Kirti monk’s suicide.

			Peacefully speaking out for freedom and independence from communism does not seem to impress President Obama any more than it does Beijing bureaucrats. When the unassuming Buddhist spiritual leader visited the White House in February 2010, he didn’t receive the warm welcome later extended to Hu. Instead, wary of China’s feigned outrage whenever any world leader meets with the Dalai Lama, Obama’s handlers forced the human rights advocate to sneak out the back door and leave via an alley where garbage bags are tossed. This disgraceful treatment was Obama’s way of telling Beijing, Look, I have to meet with the old man to appease my Hollywood donors, but don’t worry—I’m on your side. Hu Jintao is sure to remember such acquiescence the next time he has to decide whether to mow down more unarmed civilians.
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“These searing revelations will have you calling for impeachment.”
—Tony Blankley, bestselling author of The West's Last Chance
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