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5CHINA’S “INFORMATION PIGSTY” 

The Chinese government’s insistance on
restricting access to information effectively
treats the people of China as no better than
animals.

Author’s note:This article is based on comments I made at UCLA and Berkeley
in December 2004. I began expanding the comments into an article, completing
it about four months later on March 10,2005.This is coincidentally the same
amount of time I used to write my “Denunciation of the Central Propaganda
Department.”1The materials and facts used here may not be entirely accurate or
representative, and the conclusion is not comprehensive, so I hope readers will feel
free to give me feedback.The central government’s plan is to build a harmonious
society, but China’s information fortress (or as I term it, information pigsty) is
the least harmonious of phenomena, and in fact is the root of all China’s social
discord.We cannot shirk our responsibility to contribute to building a harmo-
nious society.

The information quarantine implemented in China is a source
of particular anguish to me.What is the reason for this infor-
mation quarantine? The purpose, plainly, is to deceive the
people and keep them forever at the lowest end of the food
chain through ignorance and weakness.The famous 18th cen-
tury German philosopher Johann Gottlieb Fichte once con-
demned the authorities’ deception of the people,
characterizing their attitude this way: “‘As long as I live at
least, the men round me shall not become wiser or better . . .
I will not become more enlightened,—I will not become
nobler. Darkness and perversion are my elements, and I will
summon all my powers together that I may not be dislodged
from them’ . . . Coldly and craftily, as the enemy of mankind
pictured to us in the Bible, these foes of man have calculated
and devised their schemes; and explored the holiest depths to
discover a point at which to assail humanity, so that they might
crush it in the bud; and they have found it.”2

When I think about it, the only way that I could accomplish
such a ruthless deed would be to imagine the people as noth-
ing more than creatures for slaughter, such as pigs or sheep.
But they are not pigs or sheep! They are people just like us,
with the same ancestors. Every year you so affectedly perform
your ceremony to the Yellow Emperor, and pronounce us all

his descendents, but is this the way blood relatives should treat
each other? 

The food chain is eternal, and the masses are eternally
lower than rulers on the food chain, but the context can vary
greatly. Life was certainly different for those lower on the food
chain than Xia Jie or Yin Zhou3 than for those under the Yellow
Emperor.The sentiments of the subjects of the Sui Emperor
were certainly different from those of the Tang Emperor,4 just
as the lives of the people of Uganda are completely different
from those of Switzerland.That’s why I’m not bothering with a
polite expression such as “information quarantine” or “infor-
mation fortress,” but prefer to call a spade a spade with the
expression “information pigsty.” If some people find this
offensive, that’s their own problem.

What kinds of stones are used to build China’s information
pigsty? There are many stones, some large and some small, of
all shapes and without number, as many as you can contem-
plate. China’s information pigsty has at least two rings of stone,
just as in ancient times cities had inner and outer walls, or as in
the past the tombs of the wealthy included an inner and outer
coffin.The outer coffin of China’s information pigsty is the
fortification that separates the Chinese people from the outside
world. By the outside world I refer, in fact, to the West rather
than to Africa or Latin America. International connections are
effectively connections to the West, and so-called globalization
as actually Westernization, but in China it cannot be expressed
this way. Otherwise aren’t we elevating the prestige of the West
at our own expense, and admitting that we must learn from
Western capitalism and imperialism? Then it becomes logically
impossible to speak of the superiority of our socialism.

The outer ring of stinking stones enclosing 
China’s information pigsty
The outer wall of the pigsty that separates China from the West
is made up of several large stones. The first stone is that pre-
venting Western journalists from freely entering China. In the
20-odd years immediately following the founding of the
People’s Republic of China, there were virtually no Western
reporters within China’s boundaries.Without the presence of
Western journalists, no one was aware of the suffering to
which China’s people were being subjected. Similarly, shielded
from Western information, the people of China had no idea
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what the West was like; they only knew that non-Chinese lived
in a state of distress from which only we could rescue them. In
reality, in the 50s, 60s and 70s, while China was closed off
from the West, the upper levels of China’s leadership could still
smoke Western cigarettes, drink Western alcohol, and dress
their women up in Western fashion.This is clear from scattered
historical references. Reading The Past is Not Like Smoke,5 I see that
at the time that Luo Longji6 was condemned as a rightist, he
was smoking Western cigars, not because he had studied over-
seas, but because he was head of the Ministry of Forestry.

With reform and opening,Western journalists were
allowed to enter China. But not all Western media were
allowed to establish bureaus in China; rather, a political selec-
tion process was employed to decide which ones were
allowed in. It was impossible to exclude media with great
international influence, such as The New York Times and Reuters,
but otherwise only those with a relatively “friendly” attitude
were allowed in. So-called “friendly” media were in fact those
that emphasized commercial value over journalistic ethics, or
perhaps more accurately, those that allowed commercial con-
siderations to influence journalistic ethics.Their first consid-
eration was to expand their reach into China, and if achieving
this goal required becoming a yes-man of Chinese official-
dom to a certain extent, they were willing to be yes-men.
Overseas Chinese media wishing to enter China have all had
to cross this barrier of conscience.The Hong Kong media are
the most typical example; those willing to lick the smelly feet
of Chinese officialdom are allowed free access to the Chinese
market, while those that maintain a critical attitude are barred
from entry.

Voice of America (VOA) was grudgingly allowed to open a
bureau in China, but Radio Free Asia (RFA) has not been
granted permission. One RFA reporter, originally from South-
ern China, was blacklisted after writing a lengthy story on
China that criticized an official from the Foreign Affairs Min-
istry.When the reporter’s father was gravely ill, he applied for
permission to enter China to visit him, and petty-minded offi-
cials saw their opportunity for revenge.After tormenting the
reporter for a week, they finally let him in, but by the time he
reached home, his father had already breathed his last.

The first consideration of “friendly”
media was to expand their reach into
China, and if that required becoming a
yes-man, they were willing to do it.

This case not only violates the most basic journalistic cul-
ture, in which a reporter, whether in China or elsewhere, is not
meant to serve as a megaphone, but also betrays the most tra-
ditional filial ethics of the Chinese people. But this bunch
couldn’t care less.The rules of human civilization are no more
than a dog’s fart to them, and traditional values are worthless.
They are not only the enemies of human civilization, but of
their own national culture.Anything that can be held ransom,
from the vast reaches of our national territory to enormous

commercial orders to traditional filial values, can be hijacked
by them for some evil purpose.

Permitting foreign journalists to enter China is just the first
step in the long march, with many tribulations lying ahead.
The second stone in the outer wall of China’s information pigsty
is the stipulation that once foreign journalists are in China, they
have to maintain a record of their reporting activity and apply
for permission in advance. Journalists stationed in Beijing can-
not simply roam around the city at will, but must apply to the
relevant authorities before carrying out any reporting activities.
If they wish to leave the city, they must do so in the company of
a foreign affairs functionary. In a word, according to regula-
tions, there is no leeway in reporting activities.

Is permission required even for spot reporting? Of course.
This regulation is obviously unrealistic, and a lot of news,
especially local news, cannot be covered if permission is
required, and for that reason foreign reporters don’t actually
adhere strictly to the rules. For the most part, in the case of
superficial reporting that isn’t too time-sensitive, they’ll write
up their logs and apply for permission as required; but if they
wish to pry below the surface, they have to feel their way along
and break the rules. Reason would dictate that if the rules are
unrealistic, they should be changed as soon as possible. But if
we change the rules, then how can we continue to function as
bureaucrats and make our obstructive existence known? 

A Japanese journalist told me that not long ago he went to
Ruijin, Jiangxi Province, after following all the rules and sub-
mitting his application to the Ruijin external affairs officials for
approval. Ultimately, however, the Ruijin officials seized on this
opportunity to satisfy their greed, and the reporter was
obliged to pay them 8,000 yuan for five days’ reporting. Every
day three officials accompanied that reporter in his work, forc-
ing him to stay within the city limits, and preventing him from
going to the countryside.

More recently, about a month before our conversation, this
same reporter wanted to go to Kaifeng, Henan Province to
view the remains of Liu Shaoqi—he’d heard a new memorial
hall had just opened there, and he wanted to see it. Once he
reached Zhengzhou, the provincial external affairs office told
him that the memorial hall hadn’t opened yet, so he couldn’t
go. He thought that since he was already almost there, rather
than go back empty-handed, he would visit Kaifeng as a tourist
and have a look at the memorial hall even though it wasn’t
open. Once he reached Kaifeng, he found that the memorial
hall actually had opened. How could a respectable provincial
bureau have acted so deceitfully?

Clearly, life is troublesome and exasperating for those for-
eign media allowed to operate bureaus in China.Article 19 of
the Universal Declaration of Human Rights states, “Everyone
has the right to freedom of opinion and expression; this right
includes freedom to hold opinions without interference and to
seek, receive and impart information and ideas through any
media and regardless of frontiers.” Foreign reporters who want
to act “regardless of frontiers” may do so in the U.S., but in
China—sorry, not possible.

Another problem related to foreign reporters and foreign
media is that foreign media bureaus in China are not allowed
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to hire Chinese as actual journalists.They can only work as
assistants, and have no right to carry out reportage.

The third stone in the wall is the division of China into open
regions and closed regions. Foreign journalists can enter open
regions, but foreigners, including ethnic Chinese foreign
nationals, cannot enter closed regions. Places such as Beijing’s
Wangfujing and Shanghai’s Nanjing Road are naturally open
areas, and the AIDS villages of Henan Province are naturally
closed.Those parts of China where an entire family must share
a single pair of trousers, where there is not even spare cloth to
swaddle a new-born infant, are closed to foreigners.We know
that the poorest and most backward places are precisely the
places that the outside world needs to know about, care about,
and do something about. But the needs of these people are
trumped by the need for face of those in power, however much
this shameful and stupid behavior ultimately damages China’s
credibility.

The “One Country Two Systems” concept originated by
Deng Xiaoping has been called a great idea, but is in fact our
national disgrace.We implement “two systems” all over the
place; isn’t the disparity between the cities and rural areas
another example of “one country two systems”? Open regions
versus closed regions also qualify as “one country two sys-

tems.”The difference between Hong Kong and Macau and the
mainland is only a matter of degree, and any China-born fool
can think of many more examples. In poor, backward regions,
you powder and rouge your face when you go out in public,
but in private you use clods of earth to wipe your ass. If you
have two different ways of dealing with your own body, a con-
cept such as “one country two systems” is very mundane and
not great at all.

The fourth stone that separates China from the outside world
is the jamming of foreign radio transmissions. Before the
opening and reform period, all radio stations outside of
China’s borders, including Europe, the U.S.,Taiwan and Hong
Kong, were considered “hostile broadcasters.”A mainland Chi-
nese listening to such a broadcast was labeled as “furtively lis-
tening to a hostile broadcast,” a fearsome crime indeed,
equivalent to “serving as an agent of the U.S. or Chiang Kai-
shek,” the pronouncement of which made one’s blood run
cold.After reform and opening, this label was removed, and
people listening to such broadcasts were no longer prosecuted,
but jamming technologies made the transmissions very diffi-
cult to hear.

The more I consider this tactic, the more reprehensible and
odious I find it.The Chinese who jam the foreign radio trans-
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Off limits: Migrants sort recyclable materials in a Guangzhou dump. Photo: Reuters
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missions are the same kind of people as those who listen to
them; they are all Chinese adults who are allowed to carry out
legal activities, and have the same capacity for objective dis-
cernment, so on what basis are the latter banned from listen-
ing to the broadcasts? What right do you have to decide who
can listen and who cannot? Are you smarter than they are? If
not, then there’s only one reason, which is that you are the
rulers and they are the ruled.What is the relationship between
the rulers and the ruled? Is it that of not allowing them free
access to information? If that is the case, aren’t you just enclos-
ing them in a pen like pigs or sheep meant to provide you with
meat to eat and milk to drink? If that is the relationship, can’t
you see how barbaric, backward and benighted this kind of
rule is in this day and age, and that if you don’t abandon it, it
will eventually be obliterated?

The poorest and most backward places are
precisely the places that the outside world
needs to know about, care about, and do
something about.

The fifth stone in the wall of China’s information pigsty sepa-
rating China from the West is the blocking of satellite signals.
The State Administration of Radio, Film & Television at one time
issued written instructions that only hotels rated four stars or
above and officials at the departmental grade or above were per-
mitted access to overseas satellite television transmissions.The
equality of all persons extends all areas; all are equal before the
law and all have equal right to access information. Equality
before the law has been proclaimed for so long that we seldom
see law applied differently according to rank or location, but
equal access to information is still a novel concept, and retains
remnants of the deeply ingrained rank mentality.

The sixth stone is the blocking of Internet access. I’m not
clear on how many specific means are used to obstruct Inter-
net access, but I know of at least four: 1) the erection of shields
against certain foreign Web sites so they can’t be viewed; 2) the
use of filters to block access to certain content on a given Web
site; 3) the random closure of certain domestic Web sites, such
as Peking University’s “Yita Hutu” discussion board not long
ago; and 4) the routine interference with e-mail. In the U.S., all
Web sites can be freely accessed, and a search under any term
will bring results—a “brave new world” indeed! Could it be
that China is naturally disposed to operate as it does? I don’t
believe it. China will change—China must and can change.

On December 21, 2004, RFA reported, “Beijing warned
students not to discuss politics on overseas Web sites.”The
report went on:

A history student at Peking University, after logging onto
overseas Chinese Web sites a number of times, received a
warning from a teacher who oversees the university Web site.

The student said he was not previously acquainted with
that teacher, but during the previous month, that teacher had
called him by name and warned him, “Don’t think you can

A Breach in the Pigsty Wall

BY ZHAO DAGONG

Zhao Dagong reflects on the significance
of dissident mainland writers being includ-
ed among winners of the Human Rights
Press Awards in Hong Kong in June.

It is natural for a Hong Kong journalist or writer to
receive the Human Rights Press Award. It is not even
unusual for a foreign journalist to win this reward. But
for this award, sponsored by the Hong Kong Journalists
Association, the Hong Kong Foreign Correspondent’s
Club and Amnesty International’s Hong Kong section, to
be presented to a mainland dissident writer carries a sig-
nificance that extends to autocratic mainland China.1

I feel deeply honored to have received one of the
10th Annual Human Rights Press Awards in the com-
pany of Mr. Liu Xiaobo, Mr. Zhang Yu in Sweden and
other such writers.When I ascended the podium to
receive the award from Hong Kong Legislative Coun-
cilor Tong Ka-wah, when I heard the enthusiastic
applause from the audience, when the camera flashes
exploded repeatedly in my eyes, I was very moved.At
the time I thought, this is not an honor for me person-
ally; it is an honor for the thousands and ten thousands
of Chinese writers who continue struggle to make a liv-
ing for the sake of democracy and freedom.

Mr. Zhang Yu heads up the Independent Chinese PEN
Center, and I am a member of the organization’s pris-
oner committee. Like other members of the committee,
we are constantly concerned with the situations of Chi-
nese writers in prison. In the course of going out and
collecting information about these cases, and in con-
stantly talking with the family members of those in
prison, we have come to a deep feeling of responsibility
to severely condemn the persecution of the Chinese
Communist authorities’ “literary inquisition.”We feel
obliged to call on the whole world to be concerned with
the steadily deteriorating situation of human rights in
China, to rescue these writers from their imprisonment
and to help improve their living conditions in prison.

The article that Zhang Yu and I wrote, “Zhongguo guanya
zuojia shijie zhi guan [China takes first place for detaining
writers],” was published in the November 2004 issue of
Hong Kong’s Open Magazine.The article revealed the evil
persecution carried out by the Chinese authorities
against writers, and categorized the kinds of writers in
prison, while at the same time using numbers and
charts to show the misfortune encountered by dissident
writers in prison. In that same issue of Open Magazine,
there was a series of feature articles by other writers
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get away with writing whatever you like on the Internet,
because a student’s every move on campus is monitored.” He
also made it clear that the student shouldn’t concern himself
with politics, and should not endanger his future on a whim.

The student thought nothing of it at the time, and contin-
ued to log onto overseas Chinese Web sites.As a result, a
teacher raised his name in class, and soon afterward, after he
once again logged onto an overseas Chinese Web site, he was
called into the university’s indoctrination center, where an
instructor sternly warned him and threatened him with
expulsion if he didn’t mend his ways.7

This article makes clear that policing remains an important
tactic in barring access to the Internet. Most frightening is that
every webmaster, perhaps even every instructor involved in
operating a university Web site, deliberately or passively acqui-
esces to this policing responsibility, and thereby becomes the
backstage monitor and controller of other people’s spiritual
world.Turning webmasters into Web monitors is similar to
turning news reporters into news censors.

The seventh stone in the pigsty wall is the customs office,
which prevents people from bringing sensitive printed materi-
als into China.The last time that I went back to China from the
U.S., there was an electronic screen at customs displaying nec-
essary information. I didn’t see anything regarding printed
materials—if there was anything, it wasn’t displayed very
prominently—but in my personal experience, it’s printed
materials that they’re most concerned about.Again I have to
ask this question: what qualifies you to decide what books I
can and cannot read? The reasoning in Marx’s Critique of the Latest
Prussian Censorship Instruction suggests that you are demonstrably
more intelligent than I am, or better able to discern beauty
from ugliness.8 May I ask if you can make that claim?

What qualifies the customs office to
decide what books I can and cannot read?

When Peking University first established its journalism and
communications department, a group of veteran journalism
scholars from Taiwan donated some books and papers. By any
normal judgment, this should have been considered a kind
gesture, but the warped view of mainland officialdom twisted
it into something sinister, and the books were held by customs
for half a year before being delivered to their final destination.
You customs officials, after looking through each and every
book, did you find anything harmful in them? Maybe you did-
n’t even look at them, but just let them sit, figuring that the
longer they were held, the more serious your inspection of
them would appear.The government constantly talks about
improving our national image, but in reality, every action of
our official organs works to ruin our national image.

On March 10, I received 20 sample copies of Peasant Retrospec-
tive [Huiwang Nongmin], a book of mine published by Hong
Kong’s Ming Pao Publishing.The books had been packed in a
very sturdy cardboard box, but a big hole had been ripped in
it. Clearly, someone had rifled through the books. It’s worth
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detailing the status of imprisoned writers such as
Ouyang Yi, Zhao Yan, Gao Qinrong and Qing Shuijun,2

and an overview on freedom of expression In China.
One reporter asked me what special significance there

is in a mainland dissident writer winning a Human
Rights Press Award in Hong Kong. I replied that the sig-
nificance was three-fold: first, it demonstrates that Hong
Kong is a free society, that Hong Kong residents have
freedom of expression, and that Hong Kong people hope
that the Chinese authorities will genuinely honor their
commitment to “one country two systems.” Secondly,
showing concern for China’s human rights situation will
also preserve Hong Kong’s freedom and rule of law in
the long term. Only if China carries through with politi-
cal reform can Hong Kong society preserve its stability;
conversely, if the human rights situation on the mainland
continues to deteriorate, it will be difficult to guarantee
that Hong Kong will be able to continue on its course of
democratization, or even retain the freedoms that Hong
Kong people now enjoy.Thirdly, through this award
Hong Kong’s commentators have expressed their support
for China’s dissident writers and encourage them to per-
sist in exercising their freedom to write and publish.

Another reporter asked me if winning this award
would subject me to more official persecution. I replied
that this was a possibility, but that those of us who dare
to write and dare to attack Chinese Communist auto-
cratic rule are already psychologically prepared to face
whatever intimidation and persecution comes our way.

I hope that next year’s awards will also include main-
land dissident writers.This will embolden mainland dis-
sident writers to continue disseminating human rights
values, and awaken the Chinese people to lead China to a
more democratic and free society.

Translated by Stacy Mosher

This article was originally published in Chinese in HRIC’s
monthly online journal, Ren Yu Renquan: http://www.
renyurenquan.org/ryrq_article.adp?article_id=296.

NOTES
1. For a full list of the award recipients, see Amnesty International

Hong Kong, http://www.amnesty.org.hk/materials/pressawards

05_judges.htm.

2. Dissident writer Ouyang Yi was sentenced to two years in prison

in March 2004 on charges of incitement to subvert state power.

Zhao Yan, a researcher for the Beijing bureau of The New York Times,

was detained in September 2004 on suspicion of having leaked

news of Jiang Zemin’s impending resignation from the Central

Military Commission. He is currently awaiting trial. Gao Qinrong,

a reporter with the official Xinhua News Agency, was detained in

December 1998 and sentenced to 12 years in prison on charges

of bribery and embezzlement.Veteran journalist Huang Jinqiu

was detained in September 2003 and sentenced to 12 in prison

on charges of incitement to subvert state power.
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mentioning that the hole had not been cut with a knife, but
rather had been torn by hand.This would have required con-
siderable strength—even a wild beast, not to mention a per-
son, would have difficulty creating such a hole.

Using a knife would have been much easier, so why didn’t
they use a knife? I think it was out of fear.The Constitution
states that citizens have the right to free access to the mail, so
the inspectors didn’t dare cut the box open with a knife, but
how else could they satisfy their curiosity? As a compromise
between the Constitution and their curiosity, they ripped the
box open by hand to make it look like the box had been dam-
aged through rough handling in transit. Being aware of proper
human behavior but acting like a wild beast is comparable to a
drug addict who is unable to break his habit even though he
knows it is harmful.

When I went through customs, the customs officers had to
see what was in my computer; when they detained Yu Jie and
Liu Xiaobo,9 they copied the contents of their computers.Why
are you so curious about people’s spiritual lives? Since you’re
so curious, why don’t you go the whole way and cut a hole in
everyone’s skull so you can have a clear view? What officials of
any respectable country would act so contemptibly?

The eighth stone is the strict control of subscriptions to
overseas publications. University libraries should be the most
well-stocked repositories of information, but in actuality they
contain only an extremely limited number of overseas publica-
tions. Even at Peking University, considered China’s best uni-
versity, the number of overseas publications is lamentably
small. In the periodicals room there are only about ten publica-
tions from Hong Kong or Taiwan. Ming Pao Monthly and Open Mag-
azine are not there, nor are publications such as Dongxiang.10 I’m
sure that other university libraries have even fewer overseas
publications, and technical institutes more than likely have no
foreign publications at all.

In China there are strict regulations controlling what
bureaucratic grade is authorized to subscribe to what kind of
overseas publication. Ordinary people are not allowed overseas
subscriptions of any kind. In 1996 I went to work for Zhongguo
Wenhua Bao [China Cultural Daily], and the newspaper’s library
subscribed to Ming Pao Monthly. In 1997 I found the subscription
had been discontinued.When I asked why, the manager said
that since Hong Kong’s return to Chinese sovereignty, sub-
scriptions to Ming Pao Monthly were restricted to a higher
bureaucratic level; our newspaper, a departmental grade unit,
didn’t qualify for a subscription, as only ministry grade units
qualified. I asked why this was so, and the manager said that
the opinions expressed in Ming Pao Monthly regarding Hong
Kong’s return to Chinese sovereignty were not acceptable on
the mainland, so its readership was being more tightly
restricted.The more restricted the readership, the smaller the
circulation and the more limited the publication’s influence. I
believe this is an accurate explanation. Up until I left the news-
paper in 2001, I never saw another copy of Ming Pao Monthly.

Chinese university journalism students, whether at the
undergraduate or graduate level, have virtually no opportunity
to see what major overseas newspapers look like. In early
2004, a French journalist based in Beijing said he would pass

on copies of his English newspapers to me after he had read
them, so my students could have a look at some of the world’s
great newspapers. I readily agreed. But after he had mailed
copies to me a couple of times, he said the packages were
being returned to him as “recipient [Jiao Guobiao] unknown,”
even though other letters and packages he sent were delivered
without any difficulty.Whatever the reason, the episode made
me very unhappy. I had intended to expand my students’
worldview; after all, they were university journalism students,
and how could they learn about journalism if they never saw a
foreign newspaper?

The ninth stinking stone is the high cost of long-distance
telephone calls as a means of discouraging communication
between China and the West. It’s extremely expensive to make a
phone call from China to the U.S., more expensive than calling
China from the U.S. On December 31, 2004, I checked into the
costs and discovered that calling the U.S. from China costs 0.80
yuan for six seconds, while calling China from the U.S. costs
only pennies per minute.The same telephone lines are used to
call into and out of the country, and Chinese residents earn
much less than Americans, so why do they have to pay more? 

When the cost of disseminating
information drops, an information
monopoly is harder to maintain.

From a purely economic standpoint, the Chinese long-dis-
tance telephone system is still a monopoly, which would help
to explain the high fees. But after reading Li Xiguang’s book,
Core Journalism,11 I gained a new insight into the high cost of
China’s long-distance telephone system.The book observes
that in the 1990s, China still tightly controlled the supply of
photocopying machines, and purchasing rights were
restricted.According to a professor at Peking University, even
university departments were not allowed to have photocopiers.
The only photocopier was located in the university’s guest-
house, which also housed the only fax machine.Why was this?
Because these machines could be used to disseminate informa-
tion! When I read this, I was shocked. How can a society be so
hostile to the dissemination of information? 

North Korea has only one radio station, and recently a new
regulation came out banning the use of cellular phones by
ordinary citizens. Last year I read a newspaper article reporting
that Cuba had detained an American diplomat for buying a cel-
lular phone for a Cuban. Hundreds of years ago, the Roman
Catholic Church suppressed Gutenberg’s use of moveable type
to print the Bible. Hundreds of years before that, the Church
restricted the use of Arabian paper in place of parchment in
producing Bibles.Why? When the cost of disseminating infor-
mation drops, an information monopoly is harder to maintain.
Is this the real reason for the high cost of China’s long-distance
telephone calls? Is it a revival of the old impetus behind the
Roman Church’s ban on moveable type?

Another obstacle to telephone communication between
China and the outside world is the blocking of caller I.D. for
telephone numbers outside of China. If you receive a phone call
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