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Hong Kong greets Olympic torch with cheers and controlled protest  
 
International Herald Tribune 
By Keith Bradsher 
2 May 2008  

HONG KONG – Thousands of mainland Chinese and Hong Kong residents cheered the Olympic 
torch through the streets of Hong Kong on Friday during the largely peaceful first leg of its three-
month trip through China. 

A small crowd jeered, threw a few eggs and physically blocked a march by about 20 
demonstrators who tried to follow the torch relay while calling for human rights and democracy 
in China. The police shielded the protesters as they walked to a nearby park and later finished 
their march by a different route. 

Lee Cheuk-yan, the vice chairman of the march's organizers, the Hong Kong Alliance in Support 
of Patriotic Democratic Movements of China, said that many of those jeering appeared to be 
young people from mainland China. 

Many Chinese youth are fiercely nationalistic these days, partly because of government urging 
and often one-sided reporting by state-controlled media. They have been quick to take offense at 
the protests against China's human rights record and policies in Tibet that have disrupted the 
torch's journey in Paris, London and other cities, often seeing this as an effort to sabotage the 
Beijing Olympics in August. 

Yao Yanying, a 21-year-old university student from Guangzhou with a Chinese flag stuck to her 
cheek, waved another Chinese flag with a group of 20 classmates and said that a student group 
had brought them across the border for the torch relay. "We so want the Olympic Games to be a 
success, especially after the unhappy incidents abroad," she said. 

Thursday was a public holiday in mainland China as well as in Hong Kong, and many mainland 
residents are taking long weekends here. 

A Hong Kong university student who tried to wrap herself in a Tibetan flag, in protest at the 
recent Chinese crackdown on unrest in Tibet, ended up in an argument with a defender of China 
and both were bundled away for safety reasons by the police, who did not file charges. 

But another 20 or so local activists at a less crowded section of the torch relay route were able to 
call for China to respect human rights with fairly little harassment by nearby spectators. 

Yuki Lau, a 26-year-old Hong Kong office worker who watched the second small group of 
activists, said that she mostly disagreed with their timing. "Today, we really should concentrate 
on celebration and support of the Olympic activities in Hong Kong," she said. 

A separate Olympic torch event, organized by Dream for Darfur, a human rights group, also came 
to Hong Kong on Friday, the first time that the official and unofficial torch relays have come to 
the same city. 
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Mia Farrow, the Hollywood actress who is chairwoman of Dream for Darfur's advisory board, 
lighted a torch in front of the Hong Kong government's headquarters and demanded that the 
Chinese government put more pressure on its allies in Sudan to stop widespread killings and other 
human rights abuses in the Darfur region of Sudan. 

Farrow's efforts drew a large crowd of journalists and numerous television cameras in part 
because the Hong Kong government had blocked a half dozen other human rights activists from 
entering the territory earlier this week. Those activists were forced to fly back to the countries 
from which they had arrived. 

Hong Kong immigration officials interviewed Farrow when she arrived at the airport here 
Thursday and admitted her after she assured them that she had no plans to disrupt the official 
Olympic torch relay. 

During a speech at the Foreign Correspondents' Club before the torch lighting, Farrow criticized 
the Chinese government for its ties to Sudan. She cited China's payment of $2 billion for oil from 
Sudan last year, money the Sudanese government is said to have spent to a considerable extent on 
weapons, many of them from China. 

"We ask, 'How can China host the Olympic Games at home while underwriting genocide in 
Darfur?' " she said. 

But Farrow also acknowledged that Beijing officials had started to put some pressure on Sudan's 
government at the United Nations and through direct diplomatic pressure. 

In a move that could turn Darfur into a continuing problem this summer for China, Farrow 
announced that during the first week of the Olympics, she would be broadcasting a live television 
program from a camp in eastern Chad that struggles to provide food and shelter for refugees from 
Darfur. 

Farrow said that she was contacting prominent singers and musicians and was asking each of 
them to donate a video performance of one of their songs. 

Dream for Darfur will ask viewers to change television channels during commercial breaks in 
August, switching from Olympic events to Farrow's protest in Chad. Farrow also called for world 
leaders to boycott the opening ceremonies in Beijing but not the athletic events. 

Farrow reserved her toughest criticism for corporate sponsors of the Olympics, saying that almost 
none of them had done anything to pressure China about Darfur. She named General Electric, 
Visa, Volkswagen, Samsung and Coca-Cola. 

She said that Coca-Cola had also sponsored the 1936 Games in Berlin and asserted that the 
company had planned to sponsor the 1940 Winter Games in Germany until they were cancelled. 

Kenth Kaerhoeg, a Coca-Cola spokesman who attended Farrow's speech, said the company was 
donating $5 million for assistance in Darfur. But Jill Savitt, the executive director of Dream for 
Darfur, said that little of the money had been disbursed and that it would be hard to do so. 
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Farrow's own unofficial torch relay protests genocide around the world. Since August, when she 
started in Darfur, she has also taken the torch to Rwanda, Germany, Armenia and Cambodia. 

Farrow arrived in Hong Kong from New York on Thursday afternoon and flew back to New York 
on Friday afternoon, enduring 32 hours in the air for the sake of 28 hours in Hong Kong. Pointing 
during an interview to her only luggage, a red knapsack, Farrow said that she was flying economy 
class and that her pillow occupied most of the knapsack. 

But the pillow did not help much - she was only able to sleep two hours in Hong Kong because of 
jet lag. 

 
Beyond the "genocide Olympics"; Business and human rights 
 
The Economist 
26 April 2008 
 
New York – As the row over corporate sponsorship of the Beijing Olympics shows, firms are 
increasingly expected to take a lead in promoting human rights 
 
BY THE standards of any previous boss of Coca-Cola, Neville Isdell is remarkably enlightened. 
Under his leadership, the soft-drinks giant has adopted a strategy of extending access to water 
supplies in the developing world, especially in Africa, where Mr Isdell spent 26 years. It is an 
active member of several organisations committed to promoting human rights, including the 
United Nations Global Compact and the Business Leaders Initiative on Human Rights. Even so, 
Mr Isdell now finds himself accused by human-rights activists of "complicity" with one of the 
world's most prominent human-rights abusers—the government of China. 
 
No doubt sponsoring this summer's Beijing Olympics once seemed like a good idea to Coca-Cola 
and a gaggle of other big companies such as General Electric, Johnson & Johnson, Kodak, 
McDonald's and Samsung. The marketing benefits of the Olympics are believed to be huge, 
which is why Coca-Cola has been doing it continuously for 80 years, as Mr Isdell pointed out in a 
recent article in the Financial Times. 
 
Yet by branding the Beijing games the "genocide Olympics", after the Chinese government 
turned a blind eye to the Sudanese government's atrocities in Darfur, human-rights activists are 
threatening to lay waste to the $1 billion or so that sponsors have paid—and turn what they hoped 
would be an association with a joyous celebration of sport into a tricky exercise in reputational 
damage limitation. Firms that criticise China publicly over human rights risk antagonising not just 
its government, but also its people—a billion-odd potential customers. Recent protests in China 
against Carrefour, a French retailer, in response to pro-Tibet demonstrations in France, highlight 
the dangers, and may explain why Mr Isdell's article focused on Coca-Cola's work in Darfur, and 
said nothing about the recent bloodshed in Tibet. 
 
To be fair, Coca-Cola is doing some good things in Darfur, from providing immediate relief on 
the ground to meeting other "stakeholders" to try to figure out solutions to the crisis. But is this 
enough to buy Coca-Cola the right to remain silent in public about China? As Mr Isdell puts it, 
"rather than make public statements, we have chosen a more direct and, in our view, more 
effective route to help address the staggering human suffering in Darfur." Not good enough, 
retorts Human Rights Watch (HRW), along with other campaigning NGOs. According to Arvind 
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Ganesan, director of HRW's business and human rights programme, the Olympic sponsors' 
"silence on abuses in the run-up to the Beijing games makes their claims to support human rights 
especially disingenuous." 
 
It is tempting to dismiss this as yet another example of the old divide between political activists 
who favour protest and business realists who favour "constructive engagement", which has 
cropped up dozens of times—not least during the debate over sanctions against apartheid South 
Africa. Business leaders still like to point out that Nelson Mandela later thanked some of the 
multinational firms that defied sanctions and stayed in South Africa to do what they could to help 
bring about change. Peter Mandelson, the European Union's trade commissioner, argues that 
antagonising the Chinese government over the Olympics would drive the final nail into the coffin 
of the Doha trade negotiations. 
 
Yet in many ways the battle over the Olympics paints a false picture of the current relationship 
between business and human-rights activists. What is striking today is how often activists, big 
firms and governments are now in agreement about the importance of human rights, and are 
working together to advance them. 
 
This new consensus is reflected by the lack of serious opposition to a new report by John Ruggie, 
the UN Special Representative on Human Rights, which proposes a new framework that states 
clearly that firms have a responsibility actively to respect human rights. If this is adopted by the 
Human Rights Council in June, as seems likely, it will be the first time that the UN human-rights 
machinery has taken a substantive position on companies' responsibilities. Among other things, 
Mr. Ruggie says his report makes it clear that firms should include human rights in their due 
diligence, and that rich-country agencies that provide finance to firms operating or exporting 
overseas, especially in conflict zones, should be required to take human rights into account. 
 
Mr. Ruggie hopes that the result will be greater clarity over the duties of firms and governments, 
and a better balance between protecting the legitimate interests of investors with the needs of host 
states to discharge their human-rights obligations. In recent years many deals have been struck 
between multinationals and governments that agree to indemnify the company against the cost of 
any legal changes in the country—including those that improve human rights. Such contracts 
have been enforced by independent arbitrators, and can be a disincentive to governments to 
improve human rights. One European mining firm is seeking compensation from South Africa's 
government because it is required to hire a certain number of black workers under the country's 
"black economic empowerment" law. 
 
The adoption of a UN standard is likely to trigger a new spurt of activity in defining best practice, 
much of it involving collaboration between businesses and NGOs. This will build on much good 
work in recent years, which began after Royal Dutch Shell, an oil giant, was embroiled in the 
scandal surrounding the death of Ken Saro-Wiwa, a Nigerian activist and writer, in 1995. Among 
other things, a campaign by Global Witness, an NGO, resulted in the Kimberley Process, which 
attempts to keep "conflict diamonds" off the market; another collaboration led to a code of 
practice requiring firms to oversee the human-rights compliance of those responsible for ensuring 
their security in dangerous places, including government soldiers. 
 
The Global Compact, which obliges signatories to uphold certain basic standards, has also been 
extremely popular. Over 3,000 companies have signed up, including several in China, where a 
summit was held in 2005. Though weakly policed, the compact has some teeth: 335 firms were 
struck off its list of signatories in 2006. 
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Chinese firms are slowly becoming more sensitive to human rights, says Sir Mark Moody-Stuart, 
chairman of Anglo American, a mining giant, and a veteran advocate of businesses promoting 
human rights. Rather than criticism, says Sir Mark, Chinese bosses respond far better to patient 
explanations that older multinationals became supporters of human rights because they learnt to 
their cost that when those rights are ignored, bad things happen. "I tell them that there is now a 
whole culture of multi-stakeholder designed initiatives that are helpful, and can stop you getting 
into trouble in five years' time," he says. Despite the Chinese government's many failings, its 
promotion of the "harmonious society" is taken seriously by Chinese bosses, says Sir Mark. 
Invoke this term, he says, and they get the message. 
 
 
Mia Farrow: IOC Flunks Human Rights 
 
Associated Press 
By Eddie Pells 
15 April 2008 
 
CHICAGO—The activist group, Dream for Darfur, is putting final touches on its report card on 
the human rights record of the International Olympic Committee. The group's most high-profile 
spokeswoman, Mia Farrow, already has issued her grade. 

"Personally, I flunk them," Farrow said Monday. "The definition of failure is 'the omission of 
expected or required action.' They flunk. They chose Beijing to be their host. How can China host 
the Olympic Games at home while underwriting genocide in Sudan?" 

The suffering in the Darfur region of Sudan is a sad, confusing issue that doesn't lend itself to 
sound bites or quick, easy answers. The United Nations estimates more than 200,000 have been 
killed and about 2.5 million displaced in the conflict. 

Because of China's oil connections to the African country, however, Farrow and Dream for 
Darfur have found an exceptional opportunity maybe the best they'll have to shine a light on the 
issue. 

Their latest publicity blitz came Monday night, not by accident, at a private club across the street 
from where the U.S. Olympic Committee is hosting its biggest pre-games gathering. More than 
450 credentialed media and about 120 athletes are scheduled to attend through Wednesday. 

The group is scheduled to issue its report card Wednesday. It will criticize the IOC for being 
"inept in addressing China's human rights abuses and ongoing role in the Darfur genocide," 
according to a news release. 

The report card is much like one the organization issued earlier criticizing Olympic sponsors. 

The USOC media summit was supposed to be a time for writers and TV crews to gather feature 
material for stories they'll be telling in the lead-up to the Beijing Games in August. It has been 
that, but on the first day of the summit, athletes were buffeted by questions about China's role in 
the world, the troubles in Tibet and Darfur and environmental degradation. 

"Our story has now moved from the policy pages to the business pages and now it's moving into 
the sports pages," said Dream for Darfur's executive director, Jill Savitt. "I don't know if people 
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understand why we care so much about this particular moment. We've got a genocide being 
called a genocide as it's going on at this very moment. And we're going to have one going on at 
the Olympics." 

Farrow said she is encouraged by the publicity the Olympics have generated for her cause. 

She's seen editorials she's co-written with her son, Ronan, garner attention instead of "falling into 
the dark hole where all our pieces usually fall." 

She's watched multiple protests along the torch relay route though largely over China's policies in 
Tibet, not Darfur with some hope, knowing it is taking people out of their comfort zones. "We see 
this sputtering torch passing through nations, and the burden it's placed on athletes, sponsors and 
individuals," she said. 

She's witnessed what she calls "the biggest civic reaction to an African atrocity since Apartheid." 

But, Farrow says, "it hasn't been enough to produce the political will to actually do something." 

She believes real results must come on the ground. Four years after the U.N. Security Council 
first took up the issue of Darfur, U.N. and African Union peacekeepers are finally heading to the 
region. But the Sudanese government, which has long resisted such a force, continues to delay the 
full deployment. 

Now, Farrow says, most citizens are not any safer than they were six months or a year ago. 

Fighting has raged in Darfur since 2003, when ethnic African tribesman took up arms, 
complaining of decades of neglect and discrimination by the Sudanese Arab-dominated 
government. 

Khartoum is accused of unleashing janjaweed militia forces to commit atrocities against ethnic 
African communities in the fight with rebel groups charges the government denies. 

The Dream for Darfur report card will be the next in a series of events to publicize the issue, 
culminating during the first week of the Olympics with Farrow's live broadcast from refugee 
camps in Chad, near the Darfur border. 

One of the actress' biggest fears, however, is that once the Olympics end, any progress she makes 
will erode once the world's attention is diverted elsewhere. 

"This is a time to push, and after that point, I really don't know," she said. "Do we leave Darfur to 
their own fate? I won't leave them. I have friends there, and those are people who renew my own 
fragile modicum of hope."
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Darfur Issue May Entangle Beijing Olympics Sponsors 
The Wall Street Journal 
By Geoffrey A. Fowler and Suzanne Vranica 
14 February 2008 
 
This summer's Olympic Games are six months away, but activists trying to end Sudan's attacks in Darfur 
have already scored one victory related to the Games and they are looking for more. That could put 
pressure on Olympic corporate sponsors to respond in some way. 
 
On Tuesday, movie director Steven Spielberg withdrew as an artistic adviser for the Beijing Games' 
opening and closing ceremonies, citing China's ties to the Sudan government. Meanwhile, athletes are 
becoming central to the coalition of celebrities and human-rights activists trying to capture the Olympic 
spotlight to protest Darfur. In the last month alone, more than 50 athletes have joined Team Darfur, an 
organization of past and present Olympians who have pledged to use the Games to highlight what they 
see as genocide in Darfur. Many of the group's 235 members train while wearing Team Darfur's 
trademark red, green and black sweatbands. 
 
Branding specialists say that if enough athletes and other activists band together and put pressure on 
advertisers and sponsors, marketers could begin to rethink their commitments. "If Steven Spielberg has 
put this on the front burner and turned the heat up, there could be a ripple effect for sponsors," says Rita 
Rodriguez, chief executive of Brand Union in the U.S., a branding firm owned by WPP Group PLC. 
 
So far, major U.S. companies including General Motors Corp., McDonald's Corp and Eastman Kodak Co. 
say they aren't altering their marketing plans at the Games because of the Darfur backlash. "The political 
issues relating to the Beijing Summer Games haven't changed our plans," says Ryndee Carney, a 
spokeswoman for GM. The car maker will "continue to monitor the situation and react if we think we 
need to," she adds. 
 
But there is a sense among some marketers and media buyers that the Darfur issue isn't about to die down 
and that Olympic marketers will be forced to deal with it in one way or another. At least one major 
public-relations firm was busy yesterday providing advice to Olympic sponsors and advertisers. While the 
firm was telling marketers to "keep quiet" on the issue if at all possible, it was also advising them to 
develop a position on Darfur. One executive at the firm says he is likely to tell marketers to also pay 
attention to internal dynamics at their companies, including employee opinions. 
 
China is under pressure over Darfur because it has large investments in Sudan and activists believe it 
should do more to persuade Sudan to end the attacks in Darfur. The Beijing Organizing Committee of the 
Olympic Games, or Bocog, haven't commented on the Darfur issue or Mr. Spielberg's resignation. (State-
controlled Chinese media, waiting for a statement from Beijing, have also largely ignored the news.) In 
the past, Bocog has condemned efforts to connect political causes with the Games. 
 
For companies, the attraction of being an Olympic sponsor is great. The opening ceremonies are expected 
to be the first TV sporting event watched live around the world by more than a billion people. In addition, 
multinational brands are using the event as an opportunity to build credibility with the booming Chinese 
consumer market, which is playing an increasingly important role in their global sales. 
 
There are various ways to market at the Olympics, from spending several million dollars on ad time 
during the broadcast to paying hundreds of millions for multiyear sponsorships of the entire event. Coca-
Cola Co. and McDonald's are among those sponsoring the International Olympic Committee world-wide, 
which is the most high-profile marketing opportunity. GM struck a deal with the U.S. Olympic 
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Committee in 1997 that gives it ad time during broadcasts in the U.S. and the right to use the Olympic 
rings in GM ads. The value of the 10-year deal was estimated at as much as $1 billion. 
 
Political activists say that with athletes and now Mr. Spielberg on their side, they're already making 
corporate sponsors their next target. Last November, the New York-based activist group Olympic Dream 
for Darfur released a report grading 19 Olympic corporate sponsors on their attempts to influence the 
Chinese government. It gave passing grades to only a few. Now it is planning a series of protests at the 
headquarters of Olympic sponsors and encouraging supporters to turn off the TV during their ads. 
 
The athletes play a more complicated role in the Darfur movement than celebrities or political activists. 
When athletes act like activists, it can come with some serious costs and compromises. After spending 
much of their lives training for the Games, Olympians can't easily pull out of them. But former UCLA 
water-polo player Brad Greiner, a creator of Team Darfur, says that won't be necessary. "We are not 
advocating a boycott at all," he says. "We think that the athletes have the most power if they are in 
Beijing speaking." 
 
It's also difficult for athletes to put pressure on corporate Olympic sponsors because many of them rely on 
the sponsors to pay for their training and expenses. Some high-level athletes have been on the fence about 
joining Team Darfur, says Mr. Greiner, partially out of concern for their endorsements. 
 
Last week, the British Olympic Association said it would forbid its athletes from speaking about 
politically sensitive issues in Beijing. After an uproar ensued, the association earlier this week said it 
would review the policy. Belgium and New Zealand have had similar controversies. 
 
So far, the U.S. team hasn't employed such language in its contracts, say the athletes. Nonetheless, 
Section 51 of the Olympic Charter, which applies to all participants, says: "No kind of demonstration or 
political, religious or racial propaganda is permitted in any Olympic sites, venues or other areas." 
 
At the 1968 Summer Games in Mexico City, American athletes Tommie Smith and John Carlos were 
kicked off the team after standing on the podium with their fists -- clad in black gloves -- pointed to the 
sky, in a statement of solidarity with the civil rights movement. 
 
Jennie Finch, star pitcher for the U.S. softball team, is one of the most high-profile members of Team 
Darfur. She joined the movement about a month and a half ago at the suggestion of a teammate, but hasn't 
yet told her sponsors, which include Bank of America, glove and bat maker Mizuno and Bolle sunglasses. 
"We all have personal opinions, so I'm confident that they'll be behind me 100%," she says. "They're not 
sponsoring my decision to join Team Darfur. They're sponsoring me for the athlete I am and the person I 
am." 
 
Ms. Finch, who is taking part in her second Olympics, says she isn't planning to take up the cause 
publicly once the Games begin. "I think once I'm there playing, my main priority will be to bring home 
the gold. But I think we can use the platform of being an Olympian to raise awareness" of Darfur. 
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Spielberg snubs Beijing Olympics over Darfur crisis 
The Independent 
By James Macintyre 
13 February 2008  

The film director Steven Spielberg has pulled out of his role as an "artistic adviser" to the 2008 Summer 
Olympics in Beijing over the Chinese government's refusal to pressurise Sudan into ending the 
humanitarian crisis in Darfur. 

"I find that my conscience will not allow me to continue business as usual," Spielberg said in a statement 
last night. "At this point, my time and energy must be spent not on Olympic ceremonies but on doing all I 
can to help bring an end to the unspeakable crimes against humanity that continue to be committed in 
Darfur." 

China buys about two-thirds of Sudan's oil exports while selling weapons to the Sudanese government 
and, according to critics, providing cover for Khartoum at the UN Security Council.  

Some 200,000 people are believed to have died and 2.5 million have been driven from their homes in the 
Sudanese conflict, which began in 2003. The government in Khartoum and allied Arab militias are widely 
blamed for massacres of Darfur's black African population.  

Britain and the US have labelled the violence there as genocide, and Gordon Brown has described the 
conflict as "one of the great tragedies of our time". 

Spielberg's move follows criticism of his decision to assist the Games and comes 10 months after he 
wrote to the Chinese President, Hu Jintao, adding his voice to those objecting to China's involvement with 
Sudan over the Darfur crisis.  

Spielberg, who asked to meet Mr Hu and received no response, said then he had "only recently come to 
understand fully the extent of China's involvement in the region and its strategic and supportive 
relationship with the Sudanese government". 

Since then, the Oscar-winning director has come under pressure from human rights campaigners, as well 
as the actress Mia Farrow, whose campaigning led to Spielberg's letter. Last week, Farrow said: "It has 
been nearly a year since Mr Spielberg contacted President Hu about Beijing's role in the Darfur genocide. 
Given the deteriorating situation on the ground, we hope that Mr Spielberg will waste no more time – and 
officially distance himself from the Games." 

The director's decision follows a separate letter sent to Mr Hu earlier yesterday, signed by nine Nobel 
Peace Prize laureates urging China to pressure Sudan into stopping the atrocities. 

The letter stated: "As the primary economic, military and political partner of the government of Sudan, 
and as a permanent member of the UN Security Council, China has both the opportunity and the 
responsibility to contribute to a just peace in Darfur."  

It was released to coincide with a day of events highlighting the conflict by the Save Darfur Coalition. 
The letter, delivered to Chinese embassies and missions six months before the Games on 8-24 August, 
was signed by US politicians and Olympic medallists. 



Selected Press Coverage – Dream for Darfur 17 
�

In his statement last night, Spielberg said China "should be doing more to end the continuing human 
suffering [in Darfur]". "I have made repeated efforts to encourage the Chinese government to use its 
unique influence to bring safety and stability to the Darfur region of Sudan," he added. "After careful 
consideration, I have decided to formally announce the end of my involvement as one of the overseas 
artistic advisors to the opening and closing ceremonies of the Beijing Olympic Games." 

Spielberg is one of Hollywood's most celebrated and prolific directors, having made populist and more 
serious blockbuster films ranging from Jaws to Schindler's List – the portrayal of the Holocaust that 
earned him a Best Director Oscar. He says he was sent a contract for his involvement in the Olympics last 
year but that he left the document unsigned. 

 
China’s Genocide Olympics 
 
The New York Times 
By Nicholas D. Kristof 
24 January 2008 

The Beijing Olympics this summer were supposed to be China’s coming-out party, celebrating the end of 
nearly two centuries of weakness, poverty and humiliation.  Instead, China’s leaders are tarnishing their 
own Olympiad by abetting genocide in Darfur and in effect undermining the U.N. military deployment 
there. The result is a growing international campaign to brand these “The Genocide Olympics.” 

This is not a boycott of the Olympics. But expect Darfur-related protests at Chinese Embassies, as well as 
banners and armbands among both athletes and spectators. There’s a growing recognition that perhaps the 
best way of averting hundreds of thousands more deaths in Sudan is to use the leverage of the Olympics 
to shame China into more responsible behavior. 

The central problem is that in exchange for access to Sudanese oil, Beijing is financing, diplomatically 
protecting and supplying the arms for the first genocide of the 21st century. China is the largest arms 
supplier to Sudan, officially selling $83 million in weapons, aircraft and spare parts to Sudan in 2005, 
according to Amnesty International USA. That is the latest year for which figures are available. 

China provided Sudan with A-5 Fantan bomber aircraft, helicopter gunships, K-8 military training/attack 
aircraft and light weapons used in Sudan’s proxy invasion of Chad last year. China also uses the threat of 
its veto on the Security Council to block U.N. action against Sudan so that there is a growing risk of a 
catastrophic humiliation for the U.N. itself. 

Sudan feels confident enough with Chinese backing that on Jan. 7, the Sudanese military ambushed a 
clearly marked U.N. convoy of peacekeepers in Darfur. Sudan claimed the attack was a mistake, but 
diplomats and U.N. professionals are confident that this was a deliberate attack ordered by the Sudanese 
leaders to put the U.N. in its place.  

Sudan has already barred units from Sweden, Norway, Nepal, Thailand and other countries from joining 
the U.N. force. It has banned night flights, dithered on a status-of-forces agreement, held up 
communications equipment and refused to allow the U.N. to bring in foreign helicopters. The growing 
fear is that the U.N. force will be humiliated in Sudan as it was in Rwanda and Bosnia, causing enormous 
damage to international peacekeeping.  
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Another possible sign of Sudan’s confidence: an American diplomat, John Granville, was ambushed and 
murdered in Khartoum early this month. Many in the diplomatic and intelligence community believe that 
such an assassination could not happen in Khartoum unless elements of the government were involved.  
Chinese officials argue that they are engaging in quiet diplomacy with Sudan’s leaders and that this is the 
best way to seek a solution in Darfur. They note that Sudan has other backers, and that China’s influence 
is limited. 

It is true that since the start of the “Genocide Olympics” campaign (www.dreamfordarfur.org) a year ago, 
China has been more helpful, and it’s only because of Chinese pressure on Khartoum that U.N. 
peacekeepers were admitted to Darfur at all. But the basic reality is that China continues to side with 
Sudan — it backed Sudan again after it ambushed the U.N. peacekeepers — and Sudan feels protected 
enough that it goes on thumbing its nose at the international community.  Just a few days ago, Sudan 
appointed Musa Hilal, a founding leader of the Arab militia known as the janjaweed, to a position in the 
central government. This is the man who was once quoted as having expressed gratitude for “the 
necessary weapons and ammunition to exterminate the African tribes in Darfur.” 

Other countries also must do much more, but China is crucial. If Beijing were to suspend all transfers of 
arms and spare parts to Sudan until a peace deal is reached in Darfur, then that would change the 
dynamic. President Omar al-Bashir of Sudan would be terrified — especially since he is now preparing to 
resume war with South Sudan — and would realize that China is no longer willing to let its Olympics be 
stained by Darfuri blood.  

Without his Chinese shield, Mr. Bashir would be more likely to make concessions to Darfur rebels and 
negotiate seriously with them, and he would no longer have political cover to resume war against South 
Sudan. That would make long-term peace more likely in Darfur and also in South Sudan.  

I’m a great fan of China’s achievements, and I’ve often defended Beijing from unfair protectionist 
rhetoric spouted by American politicians. But those of us who admire China’s accomplishments find it 
difficult to give credit when Beijing simultaneously underwrites the ultimate crime of genocide.  China 
deserves an international celebration to mark its historic re-emergence as a major power. But so long as 
China insists on providing arms to sustain a slaughter based on tribe and skin color, this will remain, 
sadly, The Genocide Olympics.  

 
Darfur Group Grades Olympic Companies 
 
The Wall Street Journal 
By Mei Fong 
27 November 2007   
 
 
BEIJING – New York-based group Olympic Dream for Darfur plans to unveil a report today grading 19 
Olympic sponsors and suppliers on their response to the crisis in Sudan, one more signal of the increasing 
politicization of the Beijing 2008 Olympic Games as China's activities abroad face greater scrutiny 
 
Over the past six months, Darfur activists have lobbied these companies to use their influence with the 
International Olympic Committee and the Chinese authorities to pressure Khartoum to reduce the conflict 
in Sudan, where a four-year-long clash between government forces and rebels has resulted in widespread 
killings and displacement of millions of people. 
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China has been linked to the issue because of its close economic and political ties to Sudan. Recently, 
China has also been similarly criticized for its close ties to the Myanmar regime, which used force to 
quell civilian unrest. 
 
In such cases, activists have attempted to pressure China by using the Olympics, an occasion that Beijing 
hopes will showcase the nation's accomplishments. 
 
The Darfur group has awarded points to Olympic sponsors and suppliers if they appeared to demonstrate 
interest in the issue and took action, such as by lobbying, or donating to humanitarian organizations. Only 
six companies out of the 19 received passing grades, by the group's reckoning, and none fared well in the 
report. 
 
General Electric Co. fared best, with a "C+" grading. The company has received points for its $2 million 
contribution to humanitarian causes in Darfur, for speaking to the International Olympic Committee about 
the situation, and for "appearing to understand the situation," according to the report.  Adidas AG and 
McDonald's Corp., both received "C" grades for efforts to discuss the issue with the German foreign 
ministry and the IOC respectively. 
 
Three companies, Coca-Cola Co., Johnson & Johnson and United Parcel Service Inc., were awarded "D" 
grades for responding to the group's overtures. In Coca-Cola's case, the company donated $750,000 to the 
Red Cross and Red Crescent for Darfur humanitarian causes. The beverage giant also said it plans to hold 
a series of forums engaging stakeholders on doing business in zones of conflict, with the first on Sudan to 
be held before the end of the year, Coca-Cola spokeswoman Christina Lau said. 
 
The Darfur debate puts the IOC in a delicate position. "It is not our role to politicize the Games, no matter 
where they may be held," IOC spokeswoman Giselle Davies wrote in an e-mail. Nonetheless, the IOC 
feels the Beijing Games may help focus greater positive international attention on Darfur, she said. 
 
The IOC hasn't been apolitical in the past. During the 1964 Tokyo Games, for example, South Africa was 
banned because of apartheid.  In the Darfur group's report, the majority of the companies, ranging from 
beer giant Anheuser-Busch Cos. to car sponsor Volkswagen AG were awarded failing grades for not 
addressing the issue "in any meaningful way," said Jill Savitt, the group's director. 
 
Three of the sponsors who failed -- French software company Atos Origin SA, Samsung Electronics Co. 
and Matsushita Electric Industrial Co., which owns the Panasonic brand -- didn't respond to the group's 
overtures at all, the report said.  Atos and Matsushita said they didn't think it was appropriate for them to 
comment on political matters related to the Olympic Games.  
A Samsung spokeswoman said the company wasn't certain who the Darfur group had contacted within the 
organization. 
 
Aside from Lenovo, the Darfur group said it didn't contact Chinese sponsors and suppliers, largely 
because of language difficulties.  Almost all the companies said they believed that the Olympic Games 
would be a catalyst for more constructive dialogue between China and the rest of the world. 
 
Companies that had received more favorable ratings on the report downplayed their roles as lobbyists. GE 
spokeswoman Deidre Latour said the company spoke to the IOC on a variety of issues, of which the 
Darfur issue was just one. 
 
Adidas's global director of social and environmental affairs, Frank Henke, who described the nature of the 
company's discussions on Darfur as "fact-finding, not lobbying," said, "I think they are exaggerating a 
little bit." 
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Echoing many of the sponsors, GE's Ms. Latour said she thought the Darfur resolution should be 
conducted at United Nations level. "It's not an Olympics issue," she said.  In the past, Beijing has resisted 
pressure to improve its human-rights record both domestically and abroad. But the coming Summer 
Games have prompted China's leaders to respond to criticism, particularly over the country's handling of 
Darfur.  
 
This month, the government, which buys two-thirds of Sudan's crude-oil output, sent a small peace-
keeping unit to Darfur. In May, China appointed Liu Guijin, a senior diplomat, as special envoy to Darfur. 
It has also committed 40 million yuan, or about $5 million, in aid to Darfur, according Chu Maoming, 
spokesman for the Chinese embassy in Washington D.C. 
 
In a letter published in April in The Wall Street Journal, Mr. Chu said China's economic ties with Sudan 
have benefited the Sudanese people. "To blame China for the problem in Darfur not only attacks the 
wrong target, but is also most irresponsible," he wrote. 
 
So far, the biggest success of the Darfur activists appears to have been in swaying investors. Over the past 
year, pressure from such groups has prompted some U.S. colleges and investment funds to divest billions 
of dollars from companies linked to Sudan. 
 
But Olympic sponsors may prove harder work. Despite paying for a significant portion of next year's 
Games running costs, many sponsors claim they don't have much influence with the Chinese government.  
The Beijing Olympics have set records in sponsorship fees, with some sponsors paying more than $100 
million, because many companies are eager to use the opportunity to tap China's booming markets, as 
well as to make vital connections within the Chinese government. 
 
The Darfur group's Ms. Savitt said the group plans to step up activities as the Games approach, with 
planned demonstrations outside sponsors' headquarters, a consumer write-in campaign, and possibly even 
ads aimed at sponsors and the IOC. The group also plans to follow the Olympic torch relay, which will 
step off in Athens this March. 
 
Ellen Freudenheim, who conducted research for the Darfur report, said the group hadn't demanded much 
from sponsors, merely that "they raise the issue." "Olympic sponsorship should mean something. If you 
bask yourself in the halo of the Olympics, you have responsibilities." 
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Symbolic Torch Relay Aims to Shine Light on China, Darfur and Death 

The Washington Post 
By Nora Boustany 
15 August 2007 
 
Lighting a torch at historic sites of genocide, a group of activists, actors and athletes is hoping to press 
China, as host of the 2008 Olympic Games, to use its influence with the government in Khartoum to stop 
the killing and displacement of civilians in the Darfur region of western Sudan. 
 
"We actually think it is inconsistent for an Olympic host to be complicit in an ongoing genocide," said Jill 
Savitt, a human rights activist who conceived of the "Olympic Dream for Darfur" campaign. 
 
The symbolic torch relay began Aug. 8, two miles from Darfur's border with eastern Chad, the same day 
the official Olympic torch relay began in Athens. The activists kept the Darfur relay secret to avoid 
problems in the Darfur border area. 
 
The group is scheduled to light a flame this morning in the Rwandan capital, Kigali, and to march along 
the route where, in 1994, about 2,500 Tutsis were massacred between a high school and a rubbish dump. 
 
The group is being led by actress Mia Farrow and, besides Savitt, includes basketball player Ira Newble 
of the Cleveland Cavaliers; Eric Reeves, a Smith College professor and Sudan expert; and Ruth 
Messinger, president of the American Jewish World Service. 
 
Human rights campaigners accuse Sudanese President Omar Hassan al-Bashir's government of abetting 
and financing abuses by its armed forces and an allied Arab militia, the Janjaweed, and they accuse China 
of shielding Khartoum from international sanctions. China is a major purchaser of Sudanese oil. 
 
"By lighting a flame on the Darfur border, we inject hope across eastern Chad and now Rwanda," Farrow 
said. "If we have the support of those communities who should know better, we will get the strength and 
inspiration to protect those places." 
 
Speaking by telephone from Kigali yesterday, Farrow described the Darfurian refugees she met last week 
in Chad, saying, "They are grieving. One lifetime is not enough time to recover. Their tarps are old and 
leaking. People there told us they long to go home. They listen to the BBC twice a day. Some have had 
their college education severed, yet they want what we want. Their dreams have been put on hold and 
their hopes extinguished." 
 
"China has unrivaled leverage with oil revenue it brings into Sudan and arms sales, so it can play a 
diplomatic role other than Khartoum's protector," Savitt, the activist, said yesterday by telephone from 
Kigali. "China will be sensitive to pressure and we want to say, 'China, please bring the Olympic dream to 
Darfur.' " 
 
Farrow said she had received thousands of e-mails from China with eloquent appeals for an end to the 
suffering of Darfurians. One individual, signing his e-mail as "China's Everyman," expressed solidarity 
with Darfurians and said the Chinese wanted their government to lead the way in addressing the crisis. 
 
The group is also coordinating a torch relay in 25 U.S. states from September through December. 
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Savitt said that when she met with China's ambassador to Washington last June, he was concerned the 
campaign would lead to a boycott of the Beijing Olympics. She made it clear to Ambassador Zhou 
Wenzhong that a boycott was not the group's aim, she said. 
 
"Olympic Dream for Darfur is not a boycott campaign, nor does it support a boycott of the Olympics," 
said a press release put out by the organizers. "Our campaign believes that the sports arena is the best 
forum for countries to 'do battle.' " Organizers say they hope the torch campaign will galvanize a global 
anti-genocide movement. 
 
From Africa, some of the activists will take the torch to Armenia, Bosnia, Germany and Cambodia. 
 
 


