
When the Democratic
Party’s leader in the US
Senate learned that the

uniforms to be worn by American
competitors at the London
Olympics were made in China, he
said he would burn them rather
than let them be worn. Even the
contenders for the US presidency –
both Democratic and Republican –
have expressed hurtful antagonism
over what should be the universal
goal of East-West partnership.

We have argued that an equal
partnership between the East and
West is the best global grand
strategy to guide the evolution of
human civilisation for the century
ahead. An amicable and mutually
respectful companionship should
be based on small-scale, non-
political agreements compliant with
the rule of law. 

A common rule of law is the
essential “uber-political” element. 

When an American president is
inaugurated, he does not pledge to
protect the people, the motherland
or the frontiers, but the final law of
the land: the constitution. In the
West, the law is sovereign; all
people, high and low, are equal
before it. This high regard is an
attempt to diminish the
unavoidable weakness inherent in
social organisation: many are
tempted to corrupt the system to
obtain a short-term advantage.

In the Chinese tradition, the
sovereign is not a subject of the law.
The emperor may say: I am the law.
The idea leads to corruption. Even
the smallest policeman or
bureaucrat can say: “I am a little

emperor: I am the law and you must
pay me a tax if you want me to rule
in your favour.” 

As in the case of Gu Kailai
, the wife of the deposed

Chongqing chief Bo Xilai
, defendants stand little

chance of winning. In China, where
the law is highly influenced by
politics, courts serve only as a
formality. Outcomes are already
determined; the only thing in
question is the severity of
punishment.

China is subject to bureaucrat-
type corruption, but the West is also
imperfect in its application of the
rule of law. There is a fundamental
but destructive Western idea: the
people are the king and the people
can do no wrong. 

When it comes to dealing with
China, powerful interest groups
abuse this dangerous idea. Limited
government – part of the American
idea of rule of law that says the will
of the majority is limited by
individual rights – is ignored by
demagogue politicians who make
villains out of foreigners and trading
“enemies”. Trouble arises when
people are able to say, with a
straight face: “Yes, the law applies to
everybody. Everybody except the
Chinese.” The Chinese, as trading
partners, certainly benefit citizens in
the West by providing markets with
high-quality, low-priced goods,
albeit out-competing local special
interests in so doing.

The Western-style rule-of-law
system already has an impact on
China. The number of Chinese
private enterprises is surging, and

the trend will not reverse. For 20
years, cross-Pacific business
relationships have grown and
strengthened. Planned or not,
China is absorbing Western ideas of
market economy and rule of law. 

China’s software piracy rate, for
example, has continuously declined
in the past seven years. The Chinese
government has spent over
US$160 million in recent months on
licensed software for government
offices all over the country. The
move is a result of understanding
the benefits of Western law: that
mutual compliance leads to mutual
benefits. The Chinese acknowledge
that, in order to do business in the
West, they too have to gradually
adapt to Western rules.

As China continues to change, its
political influence, economic power
and the private-sector share of its
gross domestic product growth will
become ever more prominent. It is
inevitable that members of the
burgeoning private sector, who
harvest the fruits of the Western rule
of law, will influence the Chinese
system. If the resulting economic,
political and social evolution is
thwarted from above, or frustrated
from below, growth will be
transformed into tension,
imbalance and potential instability.

Is it possible for China to adopt
the rule of law and simultaneously
evolve away from a rigid communist
regime? The momentum of change
that will move forward in China
from this point on is dependent on
the balancing of internal political
conditions, and the continued
unfolding of outcomes in its

international conflicts. China
understands that it cannot move
too fast in reforms, otherwise it may
compromise the power of the
Communist Party. 

Conversely, if it continues to
taste the benefits of openness and a
market economy, national strength
will push China to run faster on this
legal reform path.

China’s emerging new leaders
know they will soon possess another
sort of power, stemming from
dividends earned in the market
economy. Wealth translates into
power to veto, influence or drive
external events in their favour.

When great empires have risen
up and confronted one another in
human history, they often ended up
killing each other. From the time of
Rome versus Carthage to that of the
USSR versus the US, we have seen
great, competitive and aggressive
societies that choose conflict over
accommodation. 

This alternative to a West-East
partnership is worse than dealing
with the challenges arising from the
collaboration.

Let us choose a better future for
our children.
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T
he latest Secondary One place allo-
cation results showed that 72 per
cent of participating pupils were
admitted to a school from their top
three choices, while some parents

and students were seen to “knock on the door”
of some secondary schools to beg for a discre-
tionary place. Many of the schools in demand
were those that offer classes taught in English.
Why is it so? What are these parents and
students looking for? What is at stake, and for
whom? 

Language-in-education policies have been
traversed by diverse and often conflicting inter-
ests across different contexts in the world. In the
case of Hong Kong, public opinion cannot be
detached from the historical link of English and
the former colonial order in which English
speakers occupied the highest social positions
within a stratified social structure. However,
persistent parental demand for English- 
medium education is also deeply tied to current
trends in economic globalisation that go
beyond the local confines of the old colony/
metropolis dichotomy in Hong Kong.

The use of English in global markets and
networks is reinforcing its value as the language
of the wider world. Indeed, English is often seen
as a commodified set of skills for successful
participation in the international market.
Increasingly, Asian and European societies are
focusing on English-oriented language educa-
tion policies to increase the competitiveness of
their respective economies.

Under these circumstances, the post-1997
Hong Kong government’s efforts in publicising
the educational benefits of mother-tongue
education have not been very successful and
society in general still attaches far greater value
to English-medium education. 

The fine-tuning of the medium-of-instruc-
tion policy introduced in 2010 represented the
government’s response to strong societal
pressure to blur the boundary between
Chinese- and English-medium schools to miti-
gate the labelling effect. Now, all secondary
schools can opt to teach in English for up to
25 per cent of the curriculum time, or up to two
subjects in the junior secondary curriculum
(Schools have always been allowed to choose
their medium of instruction for senior second-
ary levels in view of the need to prepare for
English-medium university studies). 

However, this well-intentioned policy might
have given rise to unintended dilemmas in
schools that try to implement it. 

While public discourse stresses more than
ever the importance of quality education, the
present trend to use market forces as a basis for
funding has led to extensive monitoring, evalu-
ation, standardisation and ranking of schools

and students. It has also forced schools to
digress into marketing efforts.

Many former Chinese-medium schools are
also hurrying to run “English-medium classes”,
often without adequate planning or qualified
staff to ensure quality, with the aim of attracting
more students to avoid having to close down. 

Many maths and science classes have
switched to using English as a language of
instruction in these schools. Such a choice is
probably due to the impression that these
subjects are less language-dependent and thus
learning them in English would have less severe
adverse effects on students’ academic out-
comes, even if they have not mastered English
sufficiently well to benefit from the English

teaching. However, if teachers are not properly
trained in helping students master the highly
specialised registers of science and mathemat-
ics, using English as the medium of instruction
can easily stifle students’ interest. In fact,
explaining science and maths concepts in Eng-
lish is much more difficult that it might seem. 

Other problems appear to be occurring in
those schools implementing English-medium
education for ethnic minority students. The
setting up of an international division within a
former Chinese-medium school, in which
ethnic minority students learn through English
– in some cases taught by ethnic minority
teachers – is sometimes the result of a strategy
to increase the intake of students by targeting
the ethnic minority populations. 

This seems to favour the access of ethnic
minority students to tertiary education, since
many feel more confident in English even
though they had a Chinese-medium primary
education and speak Chinese. In this ambiva-
lent context, tensions can emerge in everyday
school life, given the so-called “local” and
“international” divisions. 

Such tension often arises from a clash be-

tween the Hong Kong institutional culture of
testing and the demands from international
teachers who want a greater focus on critical
thinking and creativity.

All this points to the need to counterbalance
the exaggerated emphasis on testing and the in-
stitutional monitoring of schools. This would
allow school participants to avoid the stress
concerned with closing and to focus whole-
heartedly on how to make quality implementa-
tion a reality. 

If schools are forced to market themselves to
the public according to the amount of English-
medium instruction they offer, the space for tai-
loring their teaching to suit the needs of their
students will be diminished. The invisible hand
of the market seems to yield more damage than
good in the basic education of our children.

Angel Lin is an associate professor and co-convenor
of the research group on language policy and social
equity, Faculty of Education, University of Hong
Kong, and Miguel Perez-Milans is an assistant
professor and member of the research group. Yuen
Yi Lo, assistant professor at the Hong Kong Institute
of Education, also contributed to this article

Going off course 

Schools are hurrying to
run ‘English-medium
classes’, often without
adequate planning 

Angel Lin and Miguel Perez-Milans
say the policy to allow more English
teaching in schools will go nowhere
unless they are freed from funding
pressure to focus on quality
teaching – in whichever medium 

While observers of North Korean affairs seem
both tickled and stumped by Kim Jong-un’s
marriage, it is not startling. It implies

nothing about the young leader’s attitudes towards,
say, political and economic reform; nor does it signify
an effort to appeal to younger citizens for support.
Instead, the true meaning can be found in Korean
tradition and dynastic practices.

For Koreans on both sides of the 38th parallel,
marriage has long been a staple of social life. The
Washington-based Population Reference Bureau
reports that in 2008, only 25 per cent of North Korean
women aged 25-29 – and a mere 4 per cent of women
aged 30-34 – had never been married. Among the
Pyongyang elite, marriage is de rigueur, with 80 per
cent of the city’s adult residents registered as married.
Indeed, a Korean must be married with children to be
considered a true adult – and that is no less true for
North Korea’s first couple.

According to the South Korean newspaper
Hankyoreh Sinmun, the average North Korean man
marries at the age of 29, and the average woman at
25.5. Thus, Kim Jong-un, who is purportedly 28 years
old, got to the altar right on time.

Furthermore, women are the majority in North
Korea’s capital. According to one recent defector,
who lived among the elite before escaping to South
Korea, more than 60 per cent of Pyongyang’s
residents are female. A woman’s face – that of first
lady Ri Sol-ju – could therefore help bolster support
for the new regime.

Perhaps most important, marriage bestows on the
young Kim social and, in turn, political legitimacy.
Before the “Great Successor” was married, he looked
like a young boy, sandwiched between generals,
bureaucrats and family members. Among his older,
experienced colleagues, he resembled a lost puppy,
or a well-coached boy imitating a king. 

He was not Kim Jong-un, the new leader of North
Korea, but a miniature version of “Great Leader” Kim
Il-sung. And, since ascending to power after his
father’s death last December, he has constantly been
compared to the Kim dynasty’s progenitor. In fact,
before he was “unveiled” to the North Korean public,
Kim Jong-un is rumoured to have been forced to
undergo plastic surgery so that he would resemble his
grandfather more closely.

In many Western societies, marriage, sex and
children do not necessarily come in one package. But
in Korean and dynastic cultures, they do. 

If North Korea’s first couple already have a child,
as South Korean intelligence experts believe, Kim
might be in better social and political shape than
many predict. A child would prove his manhood and
serve as his potential heir – raising Kim’s status from
boy king to legitimate leader responsible for
grooming the dynasty’s next generation. If he is not
yet a father, he is undoubtedly working on it. 

Now Kim must show that he is a real family man,
like his father and grandfather, each of whom had
multiple wives and children. The first lady probably
hopes to bear sons soon, to become “Supreme Wife
and Mother”. If she is smart, she knows that North
Korea’s future, and hers, is a precarious one. Keeping
the government in a family of her own will help to
secure her position, as well as that of her husband.

Katharine H. S. Moon is professor of political science at
Wellesley College, and a member of the Policy Advisory
Board at Asia Society, New York. Copyright: Project Syndicate

Power match
Katharine Moon says Kim Jong-un’s
marriage isn’t so much surprising as
it is necessary – for it has the
potential to make a boy a king 

In Hiroshima, in early August, the
sun is so strong and bright that it
fries the sky a shimmering white

that hurts your eyes if you stay out
too long. This was the baking place
where, 67 years ago this week,
brilliant American scientists and
brave American airmen exploded
an atom bomb that seared the sky
and instantaneously wiped much of
Hiroshima and tens of thousands of
people from the face of the earth.

Yet, today, powerful politicians
in Japan are hard at work trying to
scrap or smash article 9 of the
country’s constitution – which
renounces war – and some of them
want to go all out to build a
Japanese nuclear weapon.

What are they thinking about? It
beggars belief that a country that
has suffered so much, first from
being – so far – the only victim of
nuclear war, and then from
bungling over the use of peaceful
nuclear energy, should be
contemplating building nuclear
weapons.

It is almost a game of Chinese
roulette. Japan does not know how
to cope with the rise of an
increasingly assertive and muscular
China. It is also obviously
concerned about nuclear-armed
North Korea. 

But Chinese roulette is more
suicidal than the Russian version: if
Japan built nuclear weapons for
first-strike capability against an
overbearing China, it would be
committing national suicide;
second-strike, or retaliatory,
capacity might be too late if China
had done its job properly. Using

nuclear weapons against North
Korea, whatever the provocation,
seems unthinkable.

That is without considering the
suicidal economic costs. France and
Britain have discovered that
keeping up with the latest nuclear
weapons technology is prohibitively
expensive. For heavily indebted
Japan, it could be the final straw to
economic ruin.

Any decision to build nuclear
weapons would be a red rag to
China, far more serious than the
Tokyo government or Japan buying
the disputed Senkaku, or Diaoyu,
islands. Even so, hawkish Japanese
politicians, including Tokyo
governor Shintaro Ishihara, claim
that flaunting the bomb option will
give Japan greater diplomatic clout.

The nuclear option is very much
part of shadow politics, going on
outside the public arena, but linked
to the obvious reluctance to give up
nuclear energy. The ability to
produce nuclear power gives
obvious material and technological
advances towards weapons
production. Former defence
minister Shigeru Ishiba, from the
opposition Liberal Democratic
Party (LDP), said: “Having nuclear
plants shows to other nations that
Japan can make nuclear weapons.” 

A group of anti-nuclear experts
claims in a book that, “a group is
starting to take a stand to assert the
significance of nuclear plants as
military technology, a view that had
been submerged below the surface
until now”. In June, without fanfare,
Japan’s Diet changed the 1955
Atomic Energy Basic Law to add

“national security” as a reason for
using nuclear technology, along
with people’s health and wealth.

The debate on article 9 has been
going on largely behind closed
doors. The LDP sees itself as poised
to sweep Prime Minister Yoshihiko
Noda’s government from power.
And the party has been busy
designing a nationalist campaign
that, according to The Economist,
“looks likely to border on emperor-
worship”. In April, the LDP
published proposals for a
constitutional amendment that
would eviscerate article 9.

The danger is that Japan’s right
wing will set the terms of the debate
and push a new more militaristic
agenda.

The bigger danger, ultimately for
Japan itself, is that this small island
country seems unable to see itself as
the rest of the world does. 

As a small example, the main
morning news of government
broadcaster NHK on Thursday
devoted its first 19 minutes to the
Olympics, with seven minutes for
Japan’s judo golds and a minute on
Usain Bolt, before celebrating
Japan’s javelin thrower who failed
to qualify for the finals, its decathlon
competitor in 26th place and the
vital women’s field hockey match
between Japan and South Africa to
decide who comes ninth. There was
no mention of the achievements of
China, the US, or other parts of the
world.

Kevin Rafferty is author of Inside 
Japan’s Powerhouses, an account of
Japan Inc and internationalisation

U-turn on nuclear arms
will only lead Japan to ruin
Kevin Rafferty worries about the right-wing push for a militaristic agenda 
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