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U.S. GOVERNMENT :

President Obama and the Dalai Lama: There has been much recent media coverage of the September 13-14 visit of
President’s Obama’s senior advisor, Valerie Jarrett and Under Secretary of State Maria Otero including Beijing reaction,
analysis/opinion pieces and news reports, some of which are :

Beijing reaction:

[People’s Daily Online] Meetings with the Dalai Lama should be deterred, not deferred: “The news that Obama has
quietly postponed an audience with the Dalai Lama until after his first official visit to China in November seemed to have
proved yet another flip-flap on its China policy, and sent the bilateral relations on the mend plummeting again, ......... On
the surface of it, this was a wise tactic, avoiding an awkward situation vis-a-vas China. In essence, however, the wishful
thinking of White House would backfire, as China takes meetings with the political monk at any time for any reason as a
blatant interference in China's internal affairs.” http://english.people.com.cn/90002/96417/6766015.html

Analysis/ Opinion Pieces:

[The Washington Post] A cold shoulder to Liberty: By Michael Gerson: “This October, on a scheduled visit to the
United States, the Dalai Lama will not be welcomed at the White House. ....... Yet between the gold medal and the cold
shoulder, a large diplomatic signal is being sent. It is not that Obama is completely unwilling to anger the Chinese. This
month he imposed a 35 percent tariff on tire imports from China, leading to talk of a trade war. The head of the United
Steelworkers said the president was willing to "put himself in the line of fire for the jobs of U.S. workers." But Obama is
clearly less willing to put himself in the diplomatic line of fire for other, less tangibly political reasons.”
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2009/09/22/AR2009092203006.html

[Wall Street Journal] Shunning Tibet (Editorial): “By delaying his meeting with the Dalai Lama, Mr. Obama is only
rewarding that choleric behavior and giving Beijing more leeway to protest whenever he does work up the nerve to meet
the Dalai Lama. It also sends a message to other democracies that it's acceptable to cave to Chinese pressure. Also missing
from this picture is any understanding of why the Dalai Lama's cause is so important to both Chinese and U.S. interests.
The Dalai Lama advocates the same human freedoms on which the U.S. was founded: Democracy and the right to exercise
basic civil liberties, including freedom of worship. China won't be a stable and prosperous country until it respects these
freedoms. And a peaceful China is in everyone's interests.”
http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052970203917304574416310279608876.htmI?mod=googlenews wsj

[New Straits Times] Keeping China appeased, but at a cost to Tibet: By Frank Ching “...he (Obama) will have to
show that his desire not to provoke China before his Beijing visit is worthwhile. That means he will not only have to raise
the Tibet issue during his talks in China but also have to show that he made progress, especially on the Tibet issue, during
his visit. Otherwise, he will be widely condemned for sacrificing the interests of Tibetans for other gains. Of course, future
events may show that this was a wise tactic. But, on the face of it, Obama stands to lose more than he may gain. He has
made a pre-emptive concession to China and it remains to be seen whether he will have anything to show for it.
http://www.nst.com.my/Current News/NST/articles/20090924092111/Article/index html

UNITED KINGDOM:

British Foreign Office Minister Ivan Lewis comments on China and Tibet: The British Foreign Office
Minister Ivan Lewis who visited China and Tibet earlier in September says that the summits in New York and Pittsburg
have shown that China is pivotal to the biggest foreign policy challenges faced today, and that is why UK has launched a
strategy for engaging with China. While China’s development is remarkable, he said, “economic progress alone cannot
transform a country. Respect for human rights is essential if development is to be sustainable and fair. ... This human
rights deficit features prominently in our dialogue with China.” While he saw that China’s modernization had brought
economic development to Tibet, he left Lhasa with many unanswered questions. He said that he was told that China’s door
to dialogue with the representatives of the Dalai Lama remains open. ”
http://www.guardian.co.uk/commentisfree/2009/sep/28/china-human-rights-tibet
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