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What is the value of originality? Apparently,
not much, if the recent reinstatement of
journalist Fareed Zakaria is any indication.

Last month, Zakaria admitted plagiarising the work of
another writer, Jill Lepore, resulting in a suspension at
Time magazine, where his column ran, and CNN,
where he hosts a show and whose website ran parts
of that column. About a week later, both suspensions
were lifted after the companies concluded that it was
an “unintentional error and an isolated incident”.

As a columnist and teacher, I find Zakaria’s
reinstatement disturbing. There is no way it was an
“unintentional error”; he got lazy and did what every
college freshman has tried to do or has thought about
trying to do at some point. 

The fact that Zakaria, a respected journalist with
millions of readers and fans, was juggling various
columns, deadlines and television programmes
should not give him a free pass on plagiarism. I say
this not just as a writer but also as a teacher who fights
a daily war against this disease. Put simply, plagiarism
is the bane of my existence.

When I first started teaching, I rarely came across
plagiarised essays. If children were plagiarising for
school, they certainly were not turning the copied
works in to me. Fast forward seven years and the
scene has changed. Students now plagiarise even for
after-school classes and it is especially widespread in
college applications. Several times a month, I have to
conduct “plagiarism interventions” – a sit-down
where I put a student’s essay on the table, look him or
her in the eye and gently ask them to admit they
plagiarised. You’d be amazed how determined some
are to stick to their story – even in the face of solid
evidence. What’s even more astonishing is that my
classes are all after-school elective courses.

If students are cheating on courses which are not
even required, imagine the amount of plagiarism that
goes on in secondary schools and universities. Last
week, Harvard University announced it was
investigating 125 undergraduates for copying from
one another on a recent take-home examination.
That’s half the entire class of 250 students. 

Here in Hong Kong, an online company was
found this year to have been ghostwriting essays for
students for the past 10 years. Plagiarism is
particularly grave on the mainland, where a
consulting company in Beijing found that 90 per cent
of US-university-bound Chinese students had
falsified recommendations and 70 per cent had other
people write their college applications. 

As the list of famous plagiarists gets longer and the
repercussions get smaller, it’s simply a matter of time
before teachers the world over throw up their hands
and give up, and plagiarism interventions are
replaced with symposiums offering plagiarism tips.

Plagiarism is a mould that eats away at the core of
prose. If ignored, it will spread, permeate the minds of
the young and the old, and proliferate until that is all
there is. The only way to stop the mould is to not
condone it – not after the first isolated incident, or the
50th.

Kelly Yang is the founder of The Kelly Yang Project, 
an after-school programme for children in Hong Kong. 
She is a graduate of the University of California, Berkeley,
and Harvard Law School. kelly@kellyyang.com

No excuse
Kelly Yang says teachers
will lose the battle against
the rising scourge of
plagiarism if society begins
to tacitly condone the practice

G
oing to the Chinese mainland
can be dangerous. First-time
visitors are often surprised at
their freedom, and seasoned
travellers may feel comfort-

able, but foreigners do get detained by
police for many reasons. When commer-
cial dealings sour, businesspeople of
Chinese descent, including those from
Taiwan and Hong Kong, are especially 
at risk. 

To be sure, China has enacted laws to
better protect the rights of criminal sus-
pects. On January 1, a newly amended
Criminal Procedure Law will go into effect,
with many provisions aimed at remedying
police abuses. Yet, despite reformers’ best
efforts, the law has many ambiguities and
exceptions. Moreover, rather than fill in
the gaps in good faith, in practice law- 
enforcement officials frequently twist
even clear legal language and sometimes
act totally outside the law. The system
provides no effective way to challenge
such government lawlessness. 

Every detained foreigner confronts the
same problems as detained Chinese.

When will someone tell my family or
colleagues where I am and why? Can I
meet them? Can I meet a lawyer? Who can
help me regain my freedom? Most nations
rely on international agreements to pro-
tect their citizens from arbitrary detention
abroad. The Vienna Convention on Con-
sular Relations, to which China adheres,
requires detaining governments not only
to inform the detained person of his right
to have his consulate notified, but also to
allow consular officers to visit and arrange
legal representation. Many nations have
bilateral consular agreements with China
that specify more detailed protection. 

Although imperfect, these interna-
tional guarantees give foreign nationals
greater security than that enjoyed by
Taiwanese on the mainland. The Republic
of China government’s acceptance of the
Vienna convention is no longer recog-
nised, and it has neither a consular agree-
ment nor even formal diplomatic contacts
with the People’s Republic. Yet millions of

Taiwanese visit the mainland, and hun-
dreds of thousands live and work there. 

In 2009, Taiwan sought to resolve prob-
lems of detained citizens with the Agree-
ment on Joint Cross-Strait Crime-Fighting
and Mutual Judicial Assistance. Yet that
document merely required each party to
“promptly” inform the other of any rele-
vant detention. No specific time limit was
stipulated, and the authorities were given
discretion to postpone notification if it
would “hinder ongoing investigation,
prosecution or trial procedures”. More-
over, Beijing’s subsequent disappointing
implementation of this safeguard did little
to ease the anxieties of Taiwanese visitors. 

Many in Taiwan anticipated that the
Cross-Strait Bilateral Investment Protec-
tion and Promotion Agreement, which
was signed on August 9 and reflected con-
siderable progress in establishing meth-
ods of resolving cross-strait commercial
disputes, would finally guarantee notifica-
tion of detention in every case, at least for
Taiwanese investors and their families.
They hoped that the agreement would also
prescribe what information must be given,
and the rights of the detainee, his family
and their lawyers. To their surprise, neither
it nor its appendix includes such provi-
sions. Instead, the parties issued a separate
“statement of common understanding”
that gives the appearance of increased
security without the substance. 

This unusual statement provides that,
after taking criminal justice “compulsory
measures” against Taiwanese investors,
their Taiwanese employees or accompa-
nying family members, mainland public
security authorities must inform a
detained person’s family on the mainland
within 24 hours. If the detainee’s family is
not on the mainland, the statement merely
indicates that the police “may” inform the
investor’s company. 

Critics correctly point out that the
statement actually promises nothing more
than what is already provided in the forth-
coming Criminal Procedure Law. At best, it
is a vaguely worded reminder that main-
land police should follow their law. The
statement does not make clear that the
forthcoming criminal law’s notification
rule, although an improvement over exist-
ing law, contains important exceptions. In
cases of allegedly endangering national
security or suspected terrorist activities,
the rule frees police from the obligation to
inform the family if, in their judgment, no-
tification may hinder their investigation. 

In negotiating the investment agree-
ment, Taiwan tried but failed to eliminate
applicability of the exceptions. In an effort
to downplay the significance of these
exceptions, a mainland negotiator blithely

expressed confidence that Taiwanese
investors would not become involved in
such crimes, but both sides are well aware
of occasions when Beijing has charged
Taiwanese businesspeople with spying
that endangered national security. 

Some Taiwanese advocates also call for
guaranteeing notification to a detained
person’s family in Taiwan. Because Tai-
wan is outside mainland control, direct
family notification is not plausible, and,
under the 2009 judicial assistance agree-
ment, notification must proceed from
mainland authorities to Taiwanese auth-
orities to the Taiwanese family. But
China’s notification has sometimes been
slow in practice or even withheld. 

Without further mainland criminal jus-
tice reforms such as those in Taiwan, how-
ever, many of Taiwan’s suggestions are
unlikely to be accepted. 

Unlike in Taiwan, family visits to de-
tained suspects are not generally permit-
ted on the mainland. Detainees’ access to

lawyers is also restricted in practice or
prohibited, and mainland lawyers, unlike
their Taiwanese counterparts, do not have
the right to be present during interroga-
tions. These major differences remain
unaffected by the statement, which
misleadingly notes that both sides have
“offered convenience for family visits and
lawyer’s meetings in accordance with their
own rules”.

Yet some still hope that the special
position of Taiwanese people in Beijing’s
eyes might yield some groundbreaking
improvements in China’s criminal justice
system that might blaze a trail that could
benefit others. 

Jerome A. Cohen is professor and co-director 
of the US-Asia Law Institute at New York
University School of Law and adjunct senior
fellow for Asia at the Council on Foreign
Relations. Yu-Jie Chen is a Taiwanese lawyer
and research fellow at the US-Asia Law
Institute. See also www.usasialaw.org.
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Jerome A. Cohen and Yu-Jie Chen say legal safeguards remain
inadequate for Taiwanese suspected of a crime on the mainland
despite hopes of reform to allow greater security for detainees

A call from the dark

the choice of teaching materials
and the government will issue
only those reference materials
endorsed by the committee. 

Furthermore, we will not
coerce schools into launching
the curriculum immediately.
Instead, the roll-out period will
cover a span of three years.
Operators and schools may
decide on the way and pace of
implementation they consider
most appropriate after
accumulating experience.

It is our earnest wish that
those who have views to share
on this matter nominate
representatives to join our
committee so that multiparty
discussions can be held.

Thanks to colleagues in the
leadership team and the civil
service, the new-term
government has been able to
take forward a series of new
initiatives in just two months. 

As I always say, our civil
service is a team that stands
accountable and displays
excellence and professionalism.
In addressing the pressing needs
of the public, our civil service
colleagues have to cope with an
additional workload. For the
administration as a whole,
nothing is more encouraging
than seeing our work bear fruit
and win the recognition of our
people.

Leung Chun-ying is the chief
executive of Hong Kong

Upholding the belief of
working for the
betterment of Hong

Kong with one heart and one
vision, I, together with
colleagues in the political team
and the civil service, have put
forward a series of major policies
to address livelihood issues in
the first two months of this new
administration. With the
determination and concerted
efforts of everyone, I am taking
steps to carry out my election
pledges and introduce changes
to Hong Kong while preserving
stability.

On July 16, I announced the
following measures at the
Legislative Council meeting:
● Introducing a monthly old-age
living allowance of HK$2,200 to
benefit over 400,000 senior
citizens, as proposed in my
election manifesto;
● Setting an annual quota of
5,000 for eligible white-form
applicants to purchase Home
Ownership Scheme flats with
premium unpaid on the
secondary market;
● Building youth hostels in
collaboration with non-
governmental organisations to
provide living space for young
people who are working;
● Doubling the value of health-
care vouchers for the elderly
from HK$500 to HK$1,000 a year
to benefit about 700,000 senior
citizens; and
● Creating a Social Enterprises
Development Fund to support
the start-up and growth of social
enterprises so as to provide
more opportunities for the
underprivileged to unleash their
potential and improve their
lives.

In the six weeks after those
five policy measures were
announced, we further
introduced the following key
initiatives to improve people’s
livelihood:
● Implementing a package of 10
short- and medium-term
initiatives to address the
prolonged housing issues;
● Advancing the
implementation of the second
phase of the public transport
fare concession scheme for the
elderly and the disabled by more

than one month, to enable target
groups to ride on buses at the
concessionary fare of HK$2 per
trip; 
● Launching 230 lift projects at
walkways to make it easier for
the public to get around;
● Enhancing the Work Incentive
Transport Subsidy Scheme to
allow applicants to opt for
means testing on a household or
individual basis;
● Creating a district open bazaar
in Tin Shui Wai to encourage
business ventures by providing
low-rental stalls and to reduce
residents’ consumption burden,
under the objective of
addressing district issues at the

district level, and to capitalise on
local opportunities; and
● Offering subvention to
hawkers operating in fixed-pitch
hawker areas to improve their
operating environment and
offering a one-off ex gratia
payment to hawkers who choose
to surrender their hawker
licences.

Of these new measures, some
seek to fulfil election pledges,
while others respond to the
suggestions and views collected
when my governing team and I
reached out to various sectors in
district visits. These are all
appropriately proactive
measures which seek changes
while maintaining overall
stability. To better address the
pressing needs of the public, we
will put forward policy initiatives
once they are ready.

In response to the recent
disputes over moral and
national education, I would like
to make clear the government’s
stance. I understand that some
people are very much concerned
about the possibility of the
subject being turned into a tool
for brainwashing. 

We have reiterated time and
again that this will never be the
case. The government does not
have any intention of
introducing this subject for the
purpose of brainwashing. 

To ease worries, we have set
up the Committee on the
Implementation of Moral and
National Education. The day
before yesterday, we even
expanded the terms of reference
of the committee to allow
discussions on all areas. 

We also guarantee that
schools can have discretion on

Raft of schemes to improve people’s
daily lives is only the beginning
Leung Chun-ying makes assurances on national education and calls for multiparty discussions 

[We do not] have
any intention of
introducing this
subject for the
purpose of
brainwashing

Wednesday, September 5, 2012 A13

> CONTACT US
Agree or disagree with the opinions
on this page? Write to us at
letters@scmp.com. 
If you have an idea for an opinion
article, email it to oped@scmp.com

Russia’s head lies in Europe
while its feet paddle in the
Pacific. It is the only

European country that is also a
Pacific nation, an attribute
reflected in its former imperial,
and now resurrected, emblem.
“The Russian eagle has two
heads, looking in two directions
at once,” the late Arkady Volsky,
leading Soviet and post-Soviet
industrialist, told me in the late
1990s. “It is just as important for
Russia to look East to Asia, as
West to Europe and the United
States.”

If Asian Russia – Siberia –
were a country, it would be the
continent’s largest, one-third
larger than China. Siberia has
the abundant surplus energy,
metals and other natural
resources, from timber to fish,
necessary for its neighbours’
continued growth. 

Yet Russia has seemed
curiously detached from the rest
of Asia. “Asia stops at the Amur
River,” a Hong Kong investment
banker once informed me. 

While trade and investment
figures show progress, Russia is
nonetheless far less integrated
with its Asian neighbours than
Canada or even Mexico is with
the United States. The eagle, it
seems, has generally been
content just to look at Asia rather
than build much of a nest here. 

It was not always thus. A
branch of the Trans-Siberian
Railway originally took a
shortcut via Harbin ,
Heilongjiang . Less
happily, imperial Russia ruled
what is now Dalian , in
Liaoning . Anton Chekhov,
the great Russian writer, visited
Hong Kong in 1890 on his way

back from Sakhalin (he was
most impressed, writing: “A
wonderful bay, such movement
on the sea as I have never seen
even in pictures...”). 

The Hongkong & Shanghai
Bank, with exquisite timing,
opened a branch in Vladivostok
in 1917. It closed a few years
later, but the Tsarist-era building
– considerably more modest
than the one on the Shanghai
Bund – is still there, or at least
was when I was asked to scope it
out soon after Vladivostok
opened up. Yul Brynner was
born in Vladivostok. 

The turmoil of the 20th
century – the Russian revolution,
the brief interregnum in which
the region was the nominally
independent Far Eastern
Republic, the second world war
and border skirmishes with
China, brought an end to this.
Vladivostok became home to the
Soviet Union’s Pacific fleet and
was closed to foreigners.

The legacy of this period is
still being unwound; the Russian
far east is suffering from a
significant decline in
population, and – overall good
relations with China
notwithstanding – concerns are
still expressed about Chinese
immigration, including
comments just last month by
Prime Minister Dmitry
Medvedev. 

Perhaps these worries are not
entirely specious. A thinly
populated and dormant Siberia
tucked up hard against not just a
populous and dynamic China
but also Korea and Japan seems
untenable in the long run.
Healthy Russo-Asian
relationships need a healthy

Russian Asia, and Siberia has
been distinctly unhealthy.

Russia is not Germany or
Britain: surely the first signs of
Russia’s renewed engagement
with Asia would be a
reinvigorated Russian Asia. New
shoots have been visible from
time to time, but it is taking a
disconcertingly long time. 

Some of this is
understandable, of course. The
example of Shenzhen
notwithstanding, economies
don’t get turned on by the flip of
a switch; Shenzhen, after all, had
Hong Kong a stone’s throw away
while Siberian cities had, at best,
Manchurian versions of pre-
special-economic-zone
Shenzhen. Several of the latter
have boomed; their Russian
counterparts, in general, less so. 

Are Vladivostok’s hosting of
the Asia-Pacific Economic Co-
operation summit and the city’s
refurbishment signs of the
Russian eagle’s belated nest-
building? If the past two decades
are any indication, it’s still too
soon to tell.

That being said, Hong Kong
probably shouldn’t wait to find
out for certain. Economic
integration seems inevitable
even if the timing remains
uncertain. Siberia and Russia’s
far east, being part of our region,
may well be of more direct
importance to Hong Kong than
the capital, Moscow. Any Asia of
which Hong Kong aspires to be a
hub will ultimately include
Russia’s Asian territories.

Peter Gordon, editor of the 
Asian Review of Books, was 
active in Hong Kong-Russian
relations in the 1980s and 1990s

Hong Kong shouldn’t just
wait for Russia to look East 
Peter Gordon considers the potential, and challenges, of vast Siberia 


