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No doubt you have at least started to hear the
rumblings of the traditional higher education
system being shaken to its core. Recent US

start-ups such as Coursera and Udacity are sending
shockwaves through the system as they promise to
educate millions with Ivy-League-quality courses for
little or no fees through massive open online courses.
But, even though many top universities are already
rushing to join, the entrenched US higher education
system is proving resistant to change. 

In East Asia, where the need for quality higher
education is “a key vulnerability to sustained
growth”, according to the World Bank, this presents a
tremendous opportunity to take the reins and meet
the region’s increasing demand for higher education. 

The technology’s most obvious use is the import
of teaching talent to Asia over the internet at little
cost. Learning in this way would bring home an
“international” learning experience. Furthermore, for
those with the inclination and wherewithal to visit a
campus overseas, it would intensify the time spent
abroad by preparing them directly for tutorial
relationships or research labs, minimising the need
for extended time in rudimentary lectures or
language classes. Hong Kong, which started the first
such online course in Asia in April, is already poised
to lead the way.

But these online courses are not simply a chance
to pipe in prestigious professors via the internet or
more effectively deliver a traditional Western
education (which could be outdated within a
decade). Rather, they represent a chance to build a
fledgling technology into a visionary form of higher
education that speaks to the specifics of the region
and is a model for the world. 

Asian policymakers should encourage their
universities to explore ways of harnessing the new
technology and more active partnerships with the
private sector to better define the goals of skill
development and knowledge production. In the
same way that many countries leapt directly to
mobile phones, bypassing landlines, East Asia could
now lead a new transformation in learning.

What might this new university look like? We can
imagine it as an amalgam of social media and other
common digital resources. Students could select
classes, via an online portal, not to fill requirements
for a major, but to gain skills for professional or
personal growth; they could maintain an online
portfolio of their accomplishments so that
prospective employers could seek them out; the same
kind of algorithms that match Google users with
tailored advertisements could direct students
towards courses that would fill gaps in their
educational profile. The whole experience could be
grounded by visits to regional “education villages”,
where students could receive personal guidance.

This “Cloud U”, as it has been dubbed, will make
lifelong skill development possible without the
exorbitant fees associated with traditional
universities. With encouragement from leaders – and
with some innovative thinking about what the
university can be – East Asia could be the first to take
higher education from the campus to the cloud.

David Roberts, former science adviser to the US ambassador
to Japan, was active in academic physics on both sides of 
the Atlantic before joining the State Department. Blaine
Greteman is professor of English at the University of Iowa
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I
n order to establish a rule of law

worthy of the country, China will
require leaders endowed with
vision, wisdom and boldness.
Several decades of economic, social

and legal development have increased
popular demand for a legal system that is
fair, impartial and reasonably free of
politics and corruption. What has been
lacking is leadership. 

I once thought that Bo Xilai ,
because of the intelligence, openness to
the world and charisma that marked his
pre-Chongqing career, might
become such a leader. If the political
opportunism that he displayed in
embracing Maoist propaganda and tactics
in Chongqing had succeeded in propelling
him into high national office, I thought
that the same opportunism might then
motivate him towards the other direction –
to assure himself a role in history by
helping to bring due process of law,
judicial independence and fair trials to
one-fifth of humanity. Bo’s high-rolling
Maoist gambit failed. Yet history works in
strange ways. 

Few familiar with Bo’s record as
Chongqing’s Communist Party boss
would have predicted that his final contri-
bution to Chinese politics would be to
strengthen reformers struggling to lead the
country towards the rule of law. 

Bo’s five years in Chongqing were an
unmitigated disaster for criminal justice.
With the aid of notorious police chief
Wang Lijun , Bo’s regime featured
unauthorised electronic surveillance,
even of central Communist Party leaders;
lawless search and seizure of private prop-
erty; arbitrary detention and arrest of
thousands of hapless victims; and hideous
torture inflicted not only to coerce fre-
quently false confessions from suspects
but also to punish them – sometimes fatal-
ly – long before their cases could be formal-
ly processed. By intimidating defence
lawyers and manipulating both judges and
prosecutors, Bo and his minions turned
criminal cases into both tragedy and farce,
and some of the targets of his famed “strike
black” campaign against crime were
executed after blatantly unfair appellate as
well as trial proceedings. 

Bo should have been prosecuted for
these human rights violations but was not.
Yet, in his trial, despite the many limita-
tions imposed by his former party com-
rades, Bo did more to heighten public
awareness of the unfairness of “the social-
ist rule of law with Chinese characteristics”

than Mao Zedong’s widow, Jiang
Qing , did in the largely televised
1980-81trial of the Gang of Four. Moreover,
although media attention has not yet
focused on the prospect, Bo, unlike more
compliant political offenders, including
his wife, Gu Kailai , and Wang
Lijun, may insist on his right to appeal
against conviction. Under China’s proce-
dure law, that would make possible
another full trial of most of the case, further
challenging party leaders to demonstrate
their respect for the rights of an accused to
defend himself.

Criminal justice has been the weakest
link of China’s legal system, which, despite
constitutional and legislative protections
of the right to defence, has in practice
rarely allowed defendants adequate
opportunity to question prosecution
witnesses and rebut their claims. Although
Anglo-American justice has long regarded
cross-examination as the greatest instru-
ment ever invented for the discovery of
truth, in China, open rejection of govern-
ment accusations in a truly public trial has
usually been deemed unacceptable. 

The People’s Republic recognised the
value of cross-examination by authorising

its use when, in 1996, the National People’s
Congress made major revisions in its
original Criminal Procedure Law. This was
apotentially exciting development. Unfor-
tunately, it constituted an improvement in
principle but not in practice. 

Since the new law was not interpreted
to require witnesses to appear in court in
criminal cases, witnesses continued to
give live testimony in fewer than 5 per cent
of such cases. Thus, Chinese defendants
could rarely take advantage of the new
cross-examination opportunity. Prosecu-
tors would simply read into the court
record the pre-trial statements obtained
from witnesses, who were insulated
against the hazards of hostile questioning.
Even the best lawyer cannot cross-
examine a piece of paper! 

When the Criminal Procedure Law was
again revised last year, an effort was made
to enhance the likelihood that witnesses
might come to court, but thus far the new
amendments do not seem to be very
effective. Indeed, they grant one spouse
the right not to testify against the other in
or out of court. 

This is the background to the pathetic
situation that marred the first day of Bo’s
trial. No witness against him was more
crucial than his wife. Bo twice requested
that she be summoned to testify in person
so that he might question her account. The
chief trial judge said he approved the
request, which was endorsed by the prose-
cution, but claimed that Gu refused to
accept it. 

Yet Gu did choose, or was coerced, to
testify against Bo outside of court. What
she or party leaders did not want to
happen was to expose her testimony to

cross-examination. In the hope of making
her failure to come to court more palat-
able, the court introduced a video of part of
her testimony that had been read aloud in
court the previous day, so that people
could at least have a brief view of her
untested demeanour. 

Bo’s subsequent spirited and lengthy
interrogation of live witnesses Xu Ming

, Wang Lijun and Wang Zhenggang
, and his repudiation and ridicule

of their testimony, indicated the type of
experience Gu had been spared and the
extent to which her testimony might have
been modified or rebutted on cross- 
examination. That his questioning of Xu
had bolstered Bo’s defence was immedi-
ately acknowledged by party propaganda
officials, who instructed the domestic
media not to headline what they called
“the 20 questions”. 

Some of Bo’s arguments were
unpersuasive and, understandably, his
cross-examination skills sometimes
appeared modest. Nevertheless, their
well-publicised display, even through the
constricted lens of the court’s increasingly
censored microblogging, undoubtedly
made a major impact on a public unaccus-
tomed to the adversary system that China
has taken steps towards introducing but
seldom implemented. This alone justified
Xinhua’s boast that the case constitutes 
“a landmark in the history of Chinese
jurisprudence”.

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. See also www.usasialaw.org
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Empty promises

Buses, lorries and ships:
Hong Kong can do much
to control these sources of

its local pollution problem. But it
has limited influence over the
other significant source of its
poor air quality: smog from
mainland China. Thus, many
Hongkongers have reason to be
happy – in theory, at least – that
Shenzhen and Guangdong are at
the forefront of China’s fledgling
efforts to limit carbon emissions.

Seven cities and provinces
around China are starting trial
carbon-trading schemes.
Shenzhen launched its pilot in
June; Guangdong and other
locations (including Beijing and
Shanghai) are due to begin their
own pilots later this year.
Rationing permits to pollute and
then letting companies trade
them depending on their needs,
at market prices, ought to spur
carbon-emissions cuts. 

Besides, slowing the rate at
which carbon is pumped into
the atmosphere will also temper
toxic emissions. These are
sparking social unrest in
mainland China, on top of
exacerbating Hong Kong’s
pollution troubles.

Lessons from these early
forays in carbon pricing are
supposed to inform the design of
a national scheme that could
become one of the world’s
largest. China pledges to cut its
emissions per unit of gross
domestic product by 40-45 per
cent by 2020 compared to 2005
levels. If only it were so easy.

China must scale a number
of big obstacles first. Since
Shenzhen lifted the curtain on
trading, to much fanfare, it has
struggled to generate many

actual trades. Companies don’t
yet grasp carbon trading: how to
do it, or even why they should.
Neither do many officials. This is
hardly surprising: Europe, which
now has the largest carbon-
trading system, has laboured up
a steep learning curve and still
fails to run a scheme that
actually cuts much carbon. 

Indeed, it is ironic that China
appears to be favouring carbon
trading even as prices in the
European Union languish at

levels too low to force
companies to pollute less.
Oversupply of credits and
slower-than-expected economic
growth are largely to blame.
Both problems could plague
China, too. 

Further, local officials, whose
careers depend on delivering
economic results, and powerful
state-owned enterprises will
machinate to protect their
interests. Another problem is a
general shortage of Chinese
emissions data. Disturbingly,
China does not publish
estimates of how much carbon it
pumps into the atmosphere.

Regulators’ conservative
proclivities will weigh further on

progress. Chinese exchanges
want to offer relatively exotic
tools such as carbon-credit
derivatives, which financial
institutions use to mitigate their
risks. Allowing them to dabble in
such instruments will be crucial
if lending to low-carbon projects
– an important benefit of carbon
trading – is to flourish. 

So there are ample reasons to
be pessimistic about carbon
finance’s future in China. Yet,
top leaders know that they must
deal with pollution. 

Inevitably, China’s carbon-
trading regimes will hit hurdles.
Some foreign sceptics will seize
on such setbacks to argue that
China’s talk on the environment
is disingenuous – mere “green-
washing”. Outside scrutiny is
indispensible for carbon
trading’s prospects in a country
where confidence in
government statistics is low and
official secrecy is commonplace. 

The world also needs to be
realistic about how much it can
expect from China; it is many
years away from having a fully
functioning nationwide carbon-
trading scheme, and energy use
– and polluting emissions – will
keep growing.

Hong Kong will have to rely
mainly on itself to tackle its
pollution problems.

Martin Adams is energy editor 
at the Economist Intelligence 
Unit, based in Hong Kong
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This month, Hong Kong has
witnessed a worrying
number of cases of

individuals arrested after
entering the city with large
amounts of drugs. There was the
arrest on the same day of a 35-
year-old Hongkonger with 48kg
of cocaine and a 22-year-old
Russian woman with 12kg of the
drug. Both were arrested at the
airport after travelling from
Brazil. Before that, two Filipino
sisters were arrested for bringing
in 14.5kg of methamphetamine,
and two others were caught
trying to import heroin from
Tanzania, also recently. 

The failed attempts to
smuggle illicit substances into
Southeast Asia appear to be
largely due to flawed methods in
packing the drugs. And while the
arrests may demonstrate official
proficiency in drug intervention,
we also need to be concerned
with the reasons for this
apparent surge in trafficking by
so-called “holidaymakers”. It
points to one thing at least: the
fact that Hong Kong is very
much wide open.

We should also examine the
recent case of Melissa Reid and
Michaella McCollum Connolly,
both 20, who were caught with
11kg of cocaine in their luggage
as they tried to board a flight
from Peru to Madrid. 

The girls claim they were
kidnapped and forcibly
recruited as drug mules by a
Colombian cartel in Ibiza. 

The truth remains elusive.
Was it all a misunderstanding?
Were the women decoys for a
larger shipment? Or were they
just a pair of self-indulgent

young people looking for cheap
thrills and an alibi? 

Ibiza thrives on a hedonistic
reputation, and there’s no
shortage of stories of teenagers
recruited at clubs to smuggle
drugs abroad. 

It is a world away from Hong
Kong’s global reputation as an
urban oasis of order and, more
importantly, its standing as a
(fairly) conservative port for free
trade. This makes it an unlikely
candidate for drug dealing. But
are we in danger of becoming, as
the UN’s International Narcotics
Control Board has warned, a
transit point for drug mules
originating in South America? 

Donald Wong Sui-cheung,
head of Hong Kong customs’
drug investigation bureau, said:
“During the holiday season, the
volume of holiday travellers will
be on the rise, and we expect
drug traffickers to make use of
this rise in passenger flow to
camouflage their illicit
business.” 

But what if this “illicit
business” is in fact fuelled by the
tourists themselves? Higher
demand means bigger payouts
and tourists may see
opportunities to target and
groom young people, whether
they are lounging by the pool on
a city-centre hotel rooftop or on
a beach in Sai Kung. 

Our city thrives on its
openness, and we cannot
change that. But we need to be
on our guard. 

Jingan Young is a Hong Kong-born
playwright and freelance writer
currently reading for a master’s 
in creative writing at Oxford
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Hong Kong’s ethnic
minorities make up
about 6 per cent of its

population. A sizeable number
hail from South Asian nations
and the majority are Hong Kong
permanent residents. Some
have links to the migrants who
settled here in the early 20th
century.

While Hong Kong promotes
itself as a multicultural society, it
is a sad fact that there are many
institutional barriers that limit
the integration of minority
ethnic groups. The government
does deserve some credit,
however; in recent years, it has
taken measures to assist these
groups to integrate better, with
the setting up of support centres
to provide interpretation and
other services; the provision of
language programmes via
various social service agencies;
and the enactment of the Race
Discrimination Ordinance in
July 2008. 

However, ethnic minority
groups still encounter barriers
when seeking access to
resources and information in
education, housing and health,
to name but a few. 

While immigrants are
expected to integrate into
society by learning the local
language and adapting to Hong
Kong culture and values, it is
also important to allow them to
retain their own heritage and
culture. 

In a recent study that I
conducted among 447 South
Asians, many said that
integration or adjustment
needed to be a two-way street.
They also said that integration

needs to go beyond just learning
the language or knowing more
about the culture, and that
expecting ethnic minorities to
integrate into the community
with no reciprocation was not
sufficient. 

While integration can foster
better intercultural relations and
respect for each other’s rights, it
is important to distinguish it
from assimilation, which focuses
on expectations that immigrant
groups should adopt the host
culture and values at the cost of
relinquishing their own. 

Hong Kong does not have a
specific integration policy.
Rather, the social, cultural and
structural aspects of integration
can be examined with a view to
setting specific policy targets.
The social dimension can take
into account better access to
education, employment
opportunities and resources
such as housing and health.
Cultural integration can focus
on how to promote diversity and
intercultural relations. Structural
integration could seek to
maximise opportunities for
immigrants, such as in political
participation. 

In this regard, the
government can play an active
role in promoting an inclusive
society. One way would be to
hire more people from ethnic
minorities to work in the civil
service.

Dr Kareen Tonsing has worked 
and done research among minority
ethnic groups in Hong Kong for a
number of years. She is currently 
a visiting fellow at the National
University of Singapore

Cultural integration has
to be a two-way street
Kareen Tonsing says ethnic minorities in Hong
Kong also want to retain their own heritage 


