
C
hina is bounding into the year of the tiger with a sense of
self-confidence it has never felt before, secure in the belief
that its rise is inexorable and that its voice, and soon its
power, will extend into every corner of the earth. This
month, statistics showed that China overtook Germany as

the world’s largest exporter in 2009, confirming its growing
economic clout.

And, in the waning days of the year of the ox, the Chinese
government seemingly thumbed its nose at the West and its
preoccupation with human rights. 

In November, website editor Huang Qi was sentenced to
three years in prison for “illegal possession of state secrets”. Last
week, Tan Zuoren , an activist who publicly blamed shoddy
buildings for the deaths of thousands of schoolchildren in the 2008
Sichuan earthquake, was sentenced to five years for
“incitement to subversion” and, last Thursday, dissident Liu
Xiaobo’s appeal against an 11-year sentence, also for
subversion, was rejected.

It is easy to see why the Chinese government is feeling its oats.
Its standing in the world has never been higher, having been
propelled upwards by the same financial crisis that brought the
West down lower. As China looks around the world, it sees the
United States in decline with a young president unable to
implement his agenda, and a Europe in disarray and unable to
speak with one voice where foreign policy is concerned. 

Japan, which just managed to hold onto its position in front of a
surging China as the world’s second-largest economy, has a new
government that is already beset by a scandal involving the ruling
party’s secretary general.

The Chinese media has been talking about the crisis in global
capitalism. China itself continues to tell all and sundry that it will
never be a hegemon. But, especially in its Asian neighbourhood,
such protestations are often dismissed out of hand.

President Barack Obama has said that the US will get tougher
with China on trade and currency issues, but Beijing is still

unrelenting in its denunciation of
Washington for its latest arms package
for Taiwan and for Obama’s decision
to meet the Dalai Lama tomorrow. 

In fact, China seems to be throwing
its weight around even more than
usual. The Chinese government,
without giving a reason, removed the
University of Calgary from its list of
accredited institutions, and the
university suspects that this is because
it hosted the Tibetan spiritual leader
last September and awarded him an
honorary degree. The Chinese
consulate in Calgary had tried to

persuade the university not to confer this honour on the Dalai
Lama. The consulate has since refused to explain Beijing’s move,
saying only that the university “should know” the reason.

Recently, China announced the completion of a series of
lighthouses and stone tablets on tiny islands in the East China Sea
to help establish its claim to the territorial waters around them, the
airspace above and the undersea riches below.

While nationalist elements within the country may be driven
purely by emotion, the Chinese government is clearly weighing its
moves and testing the will and cohesion of the US and its allies.

Thus, despite an announcement that military exchanges with
the US were being suspended as a result of the Taiwan arms
package, Beijing has approved a visit to Hong Kong this week by
the USS Nimitz aircraft carrier battle group. Thus, Beijing is
sending a message that it is cool-headed and in control.

Foreign Minister Yang Jiechi , on a visit to France earlier
this month, gave a balanced speech in which he said: “China
cannot develop in isolation from the world and the world needs
China for development.” 

Too often in recent weeks, Chinese officials have sounded as
though the world needs China more than China needs the world.
They should realise that this point has not yet been reached and, in
fact, it never will be. China needs not just the tiger’s strength and
courage but also its agility when dealing with the rest of the world.
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The name “Suzuki” is the most
popular surname in Japan and the
brand name of the most popular car
in India. Suzuki has a market share
of 55.6 per cent in the compact and
mid-sized car market in India,
whose middle class, car-purchasing
public accounts for 200 million to
300 million of the 1.15 billion people. 

The fact that Suzuki is now
practically synonymous with “car”
in India suggests how close the
relationship between the two
countries can be. 

India and Japan are natural allies.
Their strategic interests are almost
perfectly aligned, and each shares a
desire to stabilise and preserve Asia’s
balance of power. 

Osamu Suzuki, CEO of the
company, is a creative decision
maker, a maverick who considers
himself an “old man in a mom-and-
pop company” that concentrated
most of its resources on producing
motorcycles and light vehicles. 

Yet, when he decided to diversify
and focus on India, many criticised
him as being reckless, because India
was so unfamiliar to Japanese
companies. Indeed, while there are
currently more than 19,000 Japanese
companies in the Chinese market,
there are only about 260 in India. 

Suzuki’s decision to enter the
Indian market turned out to be a
resoundingly wise choice. Japan’s
population peaked in 2004 and is
now falling, while its younger
generations show diminishing
interest in cars. India ’s population,
on the other hand, is increasing
dramatically. It makes sense, then,
that Japanese companies should
enter the expanding Indian market. 

Doing so also makes geo-
strategic sense, with successive

Japanese governments increasingly
regarding India as a vital diplomatic
and political partner. The Strategic
and Global Partnership between
Japan and India, established in 2006,
rests on the recognition that Japan
and India share common values and
interests, as they are the two major
entrenched democracies in Asia.
These shared values distinguish the
Japan-India relationship from
Japan’s relationship with China. 

A constellation of Asian
democracies linked by strategic co-
operation and common interests is
becoming critical to ensuring
equilibrium at a time when Asia’s
security challenges are mounting
due to the shift in global economic
and political power from West to
East. The emerging Japan/India
partnership looks like a necessary
foundation for pan-Asian security in
the 21st century. 

The key point today is that the
governments in both India and
Japan are keen on developing their
strategic consensus about Asia’s
future, a fact underscored by the
many bilateral discussions between
defence and military officials of both
countries that are taking place. More
are needed. 

Suzuki’s success sets a great
precedent not only for Japanese
companies looking to enter the
Indian market, but for deepening
co-operation between the two
countries. His competitors, and
Japanese diplomats, should study
this Suzuki method. Japan’s
economy and Asian security depend
on its replication. 
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U
S President Barack
Obama’s meeting
scheduled for
tomorrow with the
Dalai Lama and
Secretary of State
Hillary Rodham
Clinton’s recent speech
condemning China’s
internet censorship

have added to the complications plaguing
Sino-American relations, rekindling debate
over the role of human rights in US policy
towards China. 

Last week’s commentary in The Wall
Street Journal by the distinguished
American expert on Chinese law, Stanley
Lubman, helps crystallise the arguments.
Lubman criticises Clinton’s attack on
internet censorship as unnecessarily
damaging because such foreign rebukes
are unlikely to modify China’s policies.
“Sino-American relations”, he writes,
“would be less roiled if the Obama
administration muted its disapproval of
conduct within China that foreigners
cannot change.” 

Lubman acknowledges that “some
Chinese clearly desire the strengthening of
democratic values” and notes “the chaos of
competing values that currently marks
Chinese society”. Yet, since the communist
leaders vigorously oppose political
democracy and “any tendencies toward
pluralism”, he suggests that “the Obama
administration should avoid criticism that
Beijing characterises as ‘ideological war’.” 

Instead, he urges, it should focus “on
practices that can be more realistically
affected by foreign pressures and
influences”. He favours supporting
“reforms that quietly work to strengthen
the rule of law in China”, such as
improvements in government
transparency, rights consciousness and
legal aid. He also endorses renewal of the
oft-interrupted US-China official dialogues
concerning human rights and law. 

Of course, such activities are desirable.
Many foreign governments, non-
governmental organisations and
universities have been involved in law
reform co-operation with China for

decades. As experience in Taiwan and
South Korea demonstrated, such
programmes lay the groundwork for
significant long-run progress and, in the
interim, encourage rule of law aspirations
and incremental improvements. 

Lubman concedes these are “modest
examples”. Yet, he writes, “nothing bolder
appears likely to have even mild and long-
term impact” on Communist Party
attitudes towards reform. 

This takes too narrow a view of the
benefits of foreign protests, and it fails to

address the challenges that China presents
daily to foreign governments and human
rights advocates. Although China’s entry
into the World Trade Organisation
deprived the US of the leverage previously
used to extract from Chinese prison
political dissidents and other unfairly
convicted people, it is still important for
foreign governments and others to protest,
in public as well as private, against cases of
injustice in China. 

First of all, such protests continue to
have an effect in certain cases. For

example, the outcry over the
“disappearance” of lawyer-dissident Gao
Zhisheng has stimulated an
embarrassed Chinese government to offer
a series of evasions about Gao’s fate and
may deter the regime from similar
lawlessness. Also, widespread dismay over
the detention for espionage of Chinese-
Australian businessman Stern Hu and his
Rio Tinto Chinese colleagues surely led to a
reduction of the original charges. 

Even if official and non-official foreign
protests may no longer have their former
impact upon an increasingly powerful
Chinese government, they serve at least
three other major purposes. 

Despite the regime’s censorship, they
boost the sagging morale of those in
mainland China who hope for freedom
and due process of law, as the country’s
beleaguered rights lawyers and activists
emphasise. Moreover, they give the world a
fuller picture of contemporary China than
that provided by the Olympics, the
Confucius Institutes that the government
has established abroad and its mind-
boggling economic accomplishments.
China’s quest for “soft power” –
international influence based on more
than military and economic coercion – will
always be frustrated as long as there are
continuing foreign protests against abuses
suffered by dissidents, religious figures,
criminal defence lawyers and others. 

Finally, if stated with requisite humility,
public reaffirmation of the basic human
decencies that every government should
accord its own citizens as well as foreigners
reminds all countries, including the US, of
the importance of practising what we
preach to China. 

So I was delighted when the US and the
European Union refused to remain silent
about the extraordinarily harsh 11-year
sentence recently meted out to Liu Xiaobo

, one of China’s leading democratic
intellectuals, for “inciting subversion” by
helping to organise Charter 08, a moving
manifesto for freedom that attracted some
10,000 courageous signatures. Foreign
protests will not secure Liu’s freedom and
certainly were regarded as “ideological
war” by the Politburo. But the benefits of
branding this political persecution a
violation of international human rights
standards outweigh the costs. All of us who
worry about roiling Sino-American
relations should urge the Chinese
government to cease such persecutions.
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The Hong Kong Police Force, known
as Asia’s finest, is arguably one of the
best in the world. It is highly regarded
by the community, and has main-
tained a generally amicable relation-
ship with the public since the hand-
over. But, this rapport seems to be
changing in recent years, especially
after the emergence of the so-called
post-80s generation protests.

Clashes between young protest-
ers and police officers in several high-
profile demonstrations such as the
New Year’s Day march and the mara-
thon anti-express-rail protest outside
the Legislative Council have triggered
a wave of negative online comments
against the force. Not only are some
of these comments abusive, a few
critics have even advocated the anni-
hilation of the police force.

According to a University of Hong
Kong survey, conducted in Decem-
ber, 67 per cent of respondents were
satisfied with the force’s perfor-
mance, and only 11.6 per cent res-
ponded negatively. This shows that
the force generally enjoys high ap-
proval ratings, compared with senior
government officials.

But if we extract figures from a
similar survey done in June 2007,
there has been a noticeable drop in
police popularity in recent years. In
that study, an overwhelming 83 per
cent gave their approval, while only a
negligible 2.8 per cent were dis-
pleased. Still, I believe our police
force is generally well regarded in our
community.

Our force has a solid reputation
for incorruptibility among law-en-
forcement agencies in the region. It is
one of the most efficient and civilised

forces in the world. And, thanks to
their efforts, Hong Kong is one of the
safest international cities.

But, we shouldn’t forget the fam-
ous saying that “Rome wasn’t built in
a day”. Their achievements are the
result of many years of hard work. In
the dark old days, corruption was a
way of life in Hong Kong. It was the
norm in all government depart-
ments, and the police force was no
exception. In the late 1960s and early
1970s, syndicated corruption was

prevalent within the force, and po-
licemen were thought of by many as
licensed hooligans.

In the old days, the colonial gov-
ernment was under no illusions that
it was living in a borrowed place, on
borrowed time, and conceded that,
sooner or later, Hong Kong would re-
vert to China. Based on that assump-
tion, the administration took the
view that the best way to run the col-
ony was to have full collaboration
with the locals. Consequently, it
adopted a hands-off approach,
which inadvertently provided a do-
main for corruption to flourish.

Then came the 1966 youth unrest
and the 1967 riots, which became the
wake-up call for the British colonial
authorities. Fearing a further break-
down of law and order, the adminis-

tration finally took action to rein in
the widespread abuses and corrup-
tion in government. One priority was
to weed out corrupt cops. The Inde-
pendent Commission Against Cor-
ruption was set up in 1974 under the
governorship of Murray MacLehose. 

The reality today is we can’t ig-
nore the fact that there are still many
corrupt officers around. But, at the
same time, we must give credit where
it is due and appreciate the good
work done by the majority of them. In
recent protests, police were criticised
for abusing their power by overusing
pepper spray on protesters, and us-
ing excessive force in crowd control.
To be honest, if we look at the preva-
lence of police brutality in the US and
Canada, we should be thankful for
what we have here.

Those who challenge the system
and the authorities will always see the
police as suppressors. In our civilised
society, most Hongkongers respect
the law and strongly detest violence.
We have to understand that, even
though the police are not always on
our side, they are not our adversaries.

It’s a thankless job and, as long as
officers are trying to maintain law
and order in a legitimate manner,
anti-government activists shouldn’t
treat them as enemies.
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In 2006, when Russia hosted a
Group of Eight meeting on co-
operation with emerging
development donors, it planted a
seed that had great growth potential.
Today, new development partners
are increasingly prominent in global
affairs, providing steadily rising aid
contributions of different types. 

That is why this week’s Moscow
meeting of these new development
partners points towards the future.
Development organisations and
recipient countries, both long-
standing and newer partners –
including Russia, China, Korea,
Turkey and Poland – will share best
practices, consider innovations in
development and find ways of using
aid more effectively to respond to
shared global challenges. 

The rise of new development
partners – emerging markets that
are channelling billions of dollars to
developing countries – opens
possibilities for fresh ideas and
resources to help overcome poverty,
sustain inclusive economic growth
(including through a dynamic
private sector), and address such
global issues as food security and
climate change. 

But there is a risk that developing
countries, already burdened by
dealing with numerous donors, will
face an even greater fragmentation
of aid efforts. New donors can lessen
the load on the world’s poorest and
increase effectiveness by working
together through multilateral
channels. In Moscow today and
tomorrow, both new and traditional
aid donors, and organisations such
as the World Bank Group and the
Organisation for Economic Co-
operation and Development, will
discuss improving transparency of

aid, co-ordinating assistance and
boosting effectiveness.

The conference will advance the
“Moscow Process”, an expression of
Russia’s desire to forge new
partnerships to shape the evolving
global aid architecture. Russia
recognises that newer donors can
help all countries climb up the
ladder of opportunity. The World
Bank wants to learn from these
donors, catalyse deeper co-
operation, and build a stronger and
deeper multilateral system. 

Effective development assistance
is not a one-way street from donor
to recipient or from North to South.
It requires local ownership. We need
to apply global experience, but
customised for local circumstances. 

For the World Bank, the Moscow
conference marks a welcome step in
building a more globalised system of
aid that recognises a variety of
contributions from aid donors and
organisations, including through
private-sector development. 

We feel an especially strong sense
of urgency as we approach the
deadline of 2015 for achieving the
Millennium Development Goals,
which aim to reduce extreme
poverty, hunger and child mortality.
The next few years will be critical. 

New realities of the global
political economy demand a
different system. Developing
nations and new market economies
are part of the solution – they must
also be part of the decision-making
process. We urge other donors and
organisations to contribute to the
“Moscow Process” as we modernise
multilateralism. 
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