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PARALLAX VISIONS
An Anthology of Writings by India China Fellows

Urbanization and Globalization, 2006-2008
India China Institute, The New School

FoRewoRd
This anthology of essays, articles, and a poem reflects a process of coming together of leading scholars, economists, 
urban planners, and social scientists who were selected to the first cohort of fellows at the India China Institute (ICI) 
at The New School.  ICI fosters study, research, and connections among India, China, and the United States, countries 
that increasingly share interests and challenges, but have not yet been fully engaged in three-way conversations. The 
fellows were part of India China Fellowship Program, a two-year fellowship that was founded on the conviction that 
Chinese, Indian and American scholars and professionals would need to agree on the key questions first, before they 
could devise innovative and creative solutions for the future of their countries.  

In early 2006, the first cohort of ten fellows, five each from India and China, were joined by six faculty members 
from The New School, who served as facilitators and provocateurs in the dialogue on Urbanization and Globalization. 
While keeping their full-time job, these fellows met three times during the last two years at ICI’s intensive residencies 
in New York, India, and China.  The dialogue generated during the residencies traversed disciplines, cultures, and 
generational differences. The conversations among the fellows were striking in their depth, breadth, and seriousness. 
The insights they developed together during workshops and retreats were nuanced, honest, and ran counter to the 
much-hyped patriotic competition between India and China.  

At its third year of establishment, India China Fellowship Program is still an experiment in the making.  Many 
Chinese fellows traveled to India for the first time during the India residency in November 2006. Likewise, it was the 
first visit to China for many Indian fellows during the China residency in June 2007.  Many ICI Fellows used the 
opportunity to continue to travel and research beyond the residency periods. For those fellows who write and publish 
as part of their professional lives, they wrote articles about their observations in academic journals, monthly magazines, 
and newspapers.  This anthology is a selection of these writings.  All of the essays were written on the fellows’ own 
initiative, independent of the projects undertaken at ICI.  Recognizing, however, that many of these writings reflect 
the conversations and learning opportunities through the fellowship, we decided to share them with others.

In many ways, these writings are as diverse as the individual authors, and the context in which they were written—be it 
a cover story for a popular Sunday magazine in India, a policy document, or a series of columns in a liberal newspaper 
in China.  For example, Chakrapani Ghanta and Amita Bhide wrote in their native language of Telugu and Marathi 
respectively, whereas Guo Yukuan and Yao Yang published in Chinese.  

These publications reflect a process: the fellows grappled with long-held concepts about each other country’s economy, 
urbanization, globalization, and governance.  This is why we chose “Parallax Visions” as the title of the anthology.  
Parallax is an apparent change in the direction of an object, caused by a change in observational position that provides 
a new line of sight.  The works we have collected here thus illustrate a deepened understanding of ideas that are being 
challenged, explored, and shaped by this unique three-country conversation. The process also gave opportunities for 
them to grow as public intellectuals, to expand their international networks, and solidifying their positions in their 
own professional fields.  

We have divided the essays into four major categories. Part 1 is Beyond First Impressions, which shows how the fellows 
are asking familiar questions in a different context. Part 2 is Intertwined Development Paths, which delve deeper into 
the fellows’ areas of expertise.  The articles offer contrasting approaches and modes of analysis between disciplines in 
India and China. Part 3 is Vexing Urbanisms, which focus on the ever-changing relationship between land and people 
through economic policies, migration, and social behaviors. Part 4 is Governance and Democratization, which covers 
minority rights and its relationships with political ideology.  

At ICI, we feel fortunate to be part of this three-way dialogue, and we are confident that this anthology is the beginning 
of a series of conversations that will continue for many years to come.

Ashok Gurung
Senior Director
India China Institute
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Eager wonderment illuminating faces
    China managing easy and clear
Why, oh why, in India here,
    Rosy dreams too, go ethereal?
                                           
Barely before decades twin,
    China, India atop a swing
Panting together towards a dream,
    Poor countries, progress chugging    

Indian democracy
     Hearty breath of exhilarating freedom
Promising progress quaffed everywhere
     By selfish, blind politics Machiavellian!
 
China believes and worships equality
    Comprehensive cultural revolution in totality
Steady work and home with guarantee
    Considered the Essence of life and dignity!

On a foundation so reassuring 
      Nation set on production a-thriving
Cities and export the twin engines
       Modern China aims enhancing.

Clear as crystal is their aim
    Of expanding economy and gain
Following everything spelt in the guide
     Meticulous and determined in their stride!

Decentralization, the mode of governance,
     Cities–regions competitors apace
Attention all riveted on the advance 
    Of wealth and overall finance!

Swanky, imposing buildings and structures
    Skyline dotted with lofty towers
Highways spanning wide and spacious
    Roads all smooth and slick and lustrous.

Prosperity so pervasive and striking
     Discipline utterly mind boggling
Efficiency at the public set-ups
     Indeed a never-before experience!
         
Super-sonic speed of progress
    Novel craze to accelerate and accelerate
Each and every building, a monument
     A true epitome of visual delight!

Behind this bewitching array
     Lurks a deathly, numb calm
A certain storm, just contained within,
      Still very much palpable and strong!

 Nativity left far behind
    Gotten entwined in problems around
De-centralization–a burden overhead
    Son of soil–a defenseless bundle!

For the sake of a compelling hunger
     Exodus towards cities starts
But ‘hukou’–the devil permit
     Makes the way, a path of thorns!

 Landing jobs–a good money to boot 
    An uncertain life is the truce
Denial of health-aid and chance to educate,
    No place for burial after death!

Agitation has simply no place
      In this ‘Capitalistic’ communism,
Any, just any pretext
      Serves to trample an instinctive spasm!

 Thousands get hanged year after year,
     Thanks to the well-oiled governance!
 Justice–so quick and prompt,
    Though a rule of law is down in the dumps!

India, all dreamy-eyed,
     To step into the boots of China
Mumbai to become Shanghai,
     Dreaming big, weaving utopia!

 Democracy ideally forwarding
    Vote bank of the down-trodden
 The crafty rich shamelessly negotiates
     To push in out of turn!

Freedom to die–for the farmer
     Choice to toil–for the labourer
And for the capital surfeit
       It’s freedom to invest and prosper!

 Votes are snuffed
        Agitations defunct
              Competitive capitalism
       Gets a decisive boost!

Which path to take
      A poser insurmountable,
Whither democracy–whither communism
   When both mean ‘dough’ uncountable!

CHINI KAVITA
By Amita Bhide
Translated by Jyotsna Nene
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Beyond First Impressions

                        cÉÏlÉÏ cÉÉUÉåtrÉÉ
                                                           AÍqÉiÉÉ ÍpÉQåû

AcÉÇÎqoÉiÉ, EixÉÑMü pÉÉuÉ xÉÉrÉÉïÇcÉå 
cÉÏlÉsÉÉ Wåû MüxÉÇ eÉqÉiÉÇ 
pÉÉUiÉÉqÉkrÉå eÉåÇuWûÉ
xuÉmlÉ SåZÉÏsÉ ÌuÉUVû AxÉiÉÇ

uÉÏxÉ uÉwÉÉïÇmÉÑUuÉÏ MåüuÉVû 
cÉÏlÉ pÉÉUiÉ  xÉqÉ-xÉqÉÉlÉ
mÉëaÉiÉÏ uÉ aÉËUoÉÏcÉÉ 
iÉÉåsÉ xÉÉkÉiÉÏ SÉåsÉÉrÉqÉÉlÉ

pÉÉUiÉÉcÉÏ sÉÉåMüzÉÉWûÏ 
xuÉÉiÉÇ§rÉÉcÉÉ qÉÑMiÉ ÉÉxÉ
xuÉÉjÉÏï, AÇkÉ UÉeÉMüÉUhÉÉlÉå 
ÌuÉMüÉxÉÉcÉÉcÉ bÉåiÉsÉÉ bÉÉxÉ 

cÉÏlÉqÉkrÉå bÉÉåwÉ xÉqÉiÉåcÉÉ 
xÉuÉïÇMüwÉ, xÉÉÇx¢ÑüÌiÉMü ¢üÉliÉÏcÉÉ 
ÎxjÉU MüÉqÉ, bÉU, zÉÉ ÉiÉÏ 
rÉÉÇxÉ eÉaÉhrÉÉcÉÏ 'lÉÏiÉÏ'xÉqÉeÉhrÉcÉÉ 

rÉÉ AÉxuÉÉxÉMü mÉÉrÉÉuÉUiÉÏ 
uÉÉRûsÉÏ EimÉÉSlÉÉcÉÏ aÉiÉÏ 
zÉWûUå, ÌlÉrÉÉïiÉ Éå§Éå
Wåû lÉuÉcÉÏlÉcÉå xÉÉUjÉÏ
xmÉ¹iÉÉ AxÉå krÉårÉÉcÉÏ 

uÉÉRû AjÉï urÉuÉWûÉUÉcÉÏ 
rÉÉxiÉuÉ eÉå eÉå sÉÉaÉå 
iÉå xÉuÉï MüÉWûÏ MüUhrÉÉcÉÏ 

ÌuÉMåÇüÌSìiÉ MüÉUpÉÉUÉcÉå uÉÉUå 
zÉWûUå, aÉÉuÉå-xmÉkÉïMü xÉÉUå 
sÉ É xÉiÉiÉ AjÉïuÉÉRûÏuÉU 
ÍzÉ ÉhÉ Wåû SÒxiÉU 

OûÉãsÉåeÉÇaÉ CqÉÉUiÉÏ 
E¨ÉÑÇaÉ qÉlÉÉåUå 
qÉWûÉqÉÉaÉï mÉëzÉxiÉ 
UxiÉå ZÉQQåUÌWûiÉ xÉÉUå 

xÉÇmÉ³ÉiÉÉ lÉeÉUåiÉ pÉUÉuÉÏ 
ÍzÉxiÉ ‘AÉ’ uÉÉxÉÒlÉ mÉWûÉuÉÏ 
xÉUMüÉUÏ MüÉrÉÉïsÉrÉÉÇcÉÏ 
MüÉrÉïiÉimÉUiÉÉ uÉÉZÉÉhÉÉuÉÏ

mÉëaÉiÉÏcÉÉ rÉåjÉ fÉmÉÉOûÉ 
uÉåaÉÉcÉÉ AÉOûÉÌmÉOûÉ 
xÉuÉï xjÉÉmÉirÉÉÇiÉ ÌSxÉå 
lÉå§ÉÌSmÉMü mÉëSzÉïlÉÏrÉiÉÉ 

rÉÉ mÉëSzÉïlÉÉcrÉÉ qÉÉaÉå 
AxÉå xÉÑ³É zÉÉliÉiÉÉ 
eÉÏ oÉlÉsÉÏ lÉÉWûÏ uÉÉSVû 
iÉUÏ eÉÉhÉuÉå cÉÉWÕûsÉ AÉiÉÉ 

aÉÉuÉÉÇxÉ OûÉMüsÉå SÕU 
AlÉåMü xÉqÉxrÉÉiÉ cÉÔU 
mÉåsÉiÉÉ ÌuÉMåÇüSìÏiÉåcÉÉ oÉÉåeÉÉ 
aÉÉuÉMüUÏ xÉÍcÉÇiÉ, qÉeÉoÉÑU 

mÉÉåOûÉcrÉÉ ZÉVûaÉÏMüUiÉÉ 
kÉUiÉÏ zÉWûUÉcÉÏ uÉÉOû 
'WÒûMüÉå'lÉÉqÉMü mÉUuÉÉlÉÉ 
oÉlÉuÉå qÉÑÎzMüsÉ WûÉ bÉÉOû

MüÉqÉWûÏ ÍqÉVûiÉå, mÉæxÉÉWûÏ ÍqÉVûiÉÉå oÉUÉ 
eÉlqÉ mÉËU AxjÉÉrÉÏ WûÉåiÉ xÉÉUÉ 
ÍzÉ ÉhÉ, AÉUÉåarÉ xÉåuÉÉÇxÉ qÉÑMühÉå ÌlÉÍ¶ÉiÉ 
qÉUiÉÉ, SÄTülÉÉxÉWûÏ lÉÉWûÏ rÉåjÉå jÉÉUÉ 

ÉÉåpÉÉxÉ lÉÉWûÏ xjÉÉlÉ 
xÉÉqrÉuÉÉSÏ pÉÉÇQûuÉsÉSÉUÏiÉ 
AÉÇSÉåsÉlÉÉÇxÉ iÉÑQûuÉhrÉÉMüUiÉÉ 
mÉÑUiÉå MüÉWûÏWûÏ MüÉåsÉÏiÉ 

SUuÉwÉÏï WûeÉÉUÉåÇlÉÉ ÄTüÉzÉÏ 
rÉåjÉå AxÉiÉå xÉÑurÉuÉxjÉÉ 
lrÉÉrÉÉiÉWûÏ iÉimÉUiÉÉ 
AxÉsÉÏ eÉUÏ MüÉrÉ±ÉcÉÏ SÒUÉuÉxjÉÉ  

pÉÉUiÉ cÉÉsÉÔ mÉÉrÉûuÉÉOû 
cÉÏlÉlÉå SÉZÉuÉsÉåsÉÏ 
qÉÑÇoÉD uWûÉuÉÏ zÉÉÇbÉÉD 
AzÉÏ xuÉmlÉå UcÉsÉåsÉÏ

sÉÉåMüzÉÉWûÏ rÉåiÉ AÉQûuÉÏ 
AÍkÉMüÉÇzÉ qÉiÉå aÉËUoÉÉÇcÉÏ 
MüÉRûiÉÏ rÉÑYirÉÉ lÉÉqÉÏ 
AQûjÉVåû qÉÉaÉå xÉÉUhrÉÉxÉÉPûÏ 

zÉåiÉMürÉÉïÇxÉ qÉUhrÉÉcÉå xuÉÉiÉÇ§rÉ 
Mü¹MürÉÉïÇxÉ Mü¹ÉcÉå xuÉÉiÉÇ§rÉ 
oÉåoÉÇS pÉÉÇQûuÉsÉÉxÉ
aÉÑÇiÉuÉhÉÑMüÐcÉå xuÉÉiÉÇ§rÉ 

qÉiÉå WûÉåiÉÏ qÉÑMüÐ 
AÉÇSÉåsÉlÉå mÉQûiÉÏ ÍjÉOûÏ 
xmÉkÉÉïiqÉMü pÉÉÇQûuÉsÉÉxÉ sÉÉpÉå 
ÌlÉhÉÉïrÉMü xÉÉqÉjrÉÉïcÉÏ ÌSPûÏ 

cÉÉsÉÉuÉå MÑüPûcÉÏ uÉÉOû 
lÉÉ xÉÑOûiÉ WûÏ ÌlÉUaÉÉPû 
MüÉrÉ sÉÉåMüzÉÉWûÏ, MüÉrÉ xÉÉqrÉuÉÉS 
eÉåÇuWûÉ SÉåWûÉåÇcÉÉ aÉÉpÉÉ WûÉåiÉxÉå "AjÉï"
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New York City Is Our Campus 
An Interview with Bob Kerrey, President of The New School

Guo Yukuan
Nanfengchuang (hereafter the NFC): It was only after my arrival that I 
realized there is no campus or sports facility at The New School, a university 
with a wide array of services and amenities.  Do you feel uncomfortable about 
that?

Bob Kerrey (hereafter BK): Why should I?  We are very fortunate that 
all of New York is our campus. New York City is unique.  It is a charming 
international city with access to rich resources—theatres, shopping malls, 
bookstores, cafeterias, parks, playgrounds, and more.

NFC: These are all public places. In China, if a student gets into trouble—say 
committing a crime while at school—parents believe that the university should 
accept responsibility. After all, the parents hand their children over to the 
university.  

BK: Yes, our school is also responsible for our students. We provide 
assistance whenever students need it. We feel, however, that it is silly to 
build a closed wall that cuts off the university from the community. We 
have created a university with no boundaries, the idea being that our 
students are adults, not children.  They possess independent minds and 
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can think for themselves. What they face in college they will face in the 
real world.  Our students learn quickly how to take subways, use local 
resources, and relate to people of different backgrounds, including getting 
along with others in the community.  They become people with solid living 
skills and matured values. Throughout their experience here, we provide 
them with appropriate guidance and structure. 

NFC: A common perception in China is that a university is a quiet campus, 
a nurturing academic environment in which students and professors conduct 
uninterrupted research.  What do you think about that? 

BK: We totally disagree. An important goal of education in the 21st 
century is to empower all students with the ability to learn, which cannot 
be achieved when they are shut off in a quiet and sterile environment. 
There are all sorts of temptations in the world.  A person needs to learn 
how to seize the right opportunities at the right time in order to resist 
temptations.  A student, hidden behind school walls for four years under 
the strict supervision of teachers, may happen not to be lured. But 
after graduation, in a world full of temptations, what do you think that 
student will do?  Will he able to adapt to the real world all of a sudden?  
Will he manage to control himself? 

New York is a bustling, unpredictable city. A person has to learn how 
to study in such an environment.  Our students will become husbands 
and wives with children and their careers. The New School teaches our 
students how to find their own quiet corners within a noisy environment. 
It is a challenge, but this is life. A person living in the city has to learn 
to cope with these challenges in order to become a life-long learner. 
Our university, though it does not have a traditional campus, prepares 
students to compete in the real world. 

NFC:  In China, our impression is often that university life means a football 
team, a basketball team, cheerleaders, and others that show spirit for their 
school.  It is a pity not to have such things at The New School.

BK: Indeed, we do not have a rugby team or a basketball team, both of 
which would help give students a collective sense of honor and firm sense 
of belonging. We plan to build fitness facilities and indoor areas where 
students can gather and exchange ideas. It is a luxury for us to consider 
building a stadium. The real estate in New York is pricey. Many universities 
in American cities do not have a stadium. New York University enrolls 
50,000 students and has no stadium.    
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BK:  About 75% of the revenue comes from tuition; the other 25% 
comes from donations. 

NFC: What sort of people donate to your institution?

BK:  American citizens of all stripes who agree with our values. It is a 
proud American tradition.  Many successful citizens in the United States 
believe they have a special responsibility to give back to the community 
and they translate that belief into action. People believe that it is socially 
significant to have a university that criticizes but cares about the well-
being of the United States.  

NFC: This is where I am amazed. A self-financing private university, 
in theory, would offer popular money-generating courses such as business 
management, accounting, computers, but your courses are heavy on 
anthropology, sociology, history, etc.  These areas of inquiry are not money 
makers.  Why?  

BK:  We indeed recognize that the study of anthropology and sociology 
does not make a fortune.  Education is not about generating millionaires. 

Education in Humanities Creates Values  
NFC:  How big is your operating budget at the university?  

BK: This fiscal year it is $240 million. Our budgetary scale is economical 
and stable. 

NFC: You are a private university. Does it mean that you shoulder more 
financial pressure? 

BK: Yes, as a private university, we cannot rely on government funding, 
although certain research areas can draw upon some subsidiaries.  
Ultimately, we are responsible for our own finances.  

NFC: When your revenue falls short of your expenditures, what do you do? 
What if an economic crisis hits? 

BK: Our budget is very conservative. We have sound risk assessment 
systems, the most important being financial risk assessment.  We reduce 
our spending when difficult times emerge.  We did so after the terrorist 
attacks of September 11, 2001.

NFC: What constitutes your revenue? 
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The fact that so many students choose us exemplifies the enduring value 
of the social sciences here.   

NFC: This is what puzzles me.  Why do so many parents choose to spend high 
tuition and send their children here to study majors that do not guarantee 
high incomes?  I know for a fact that your tuition is not modest. 

BK: We offer as much financial support as we can.  Many outstanding 
students receive financial aid and scholarships. But it is true that when 
compared to public universities our tuition is high.  

Luckily, many U.S. citizens believe it is worthwhile to receive the 
education we provide. We are proud of our intellectual tradition and 
many parents are too.  They hope that their children here come to 
understand themselves and human relations through in-depth work in 
philosophy, sociology, anthropology and history. They also hope their 
children learn about how power works through the study of political 
science and international affairs. Through our inspirational academic 
environment, our students learn to understand the world from their 
own perspectives and interests, learning how to design solutions to 
problems felt throughout society. Students learn what our society needs 
and become aware of what they can do to help. They leave here with the 
ability to serve others with clarity and capability. 

A common misconception is that our students are unpractical 
bookworms. The fact is students in sociology, anthropology, and history 
studies, aside from engaging in academic research, find good jobs.  Many 
of our students are truly successful in the real world. 

NFC: It seems The New School transmits a strong tradition of critical 
thinking.  I have met many teachers and students who are critical of current 
American policies.  To outsiders, the academic atmosphere here is rather left-
wing. At a time when American politics is generally conservative, will The 
New School be marginalized? 

BK: We would indeed be marginalized if our work was entirely 
unrealistic, and if our criticism was only for the sake of criticism, going 
against the grain. But we have found no sign of being marginalized. Our 
critical thinking is based on in-depth social research and attention to 
basic problems in the world. The growth of our institution shows that 
incisive criticism and sharp reflection are not only treasured here, but 
widely supported values in American society. It is important to be able to 
think independently, and not to follow others without proper judgment.  
This is significant both for the growth of our students and for the United 
Sates more generally. 

Outstanding University, Outstanding Ideas, 
Outstanding Tradition
NFC: I notice that there is no clear distinction among disciplines at The 
New School.  Faculties of sociology, history, and even design profession work 
cooperatively.  They do not seem to emphasize their own specializations, but 
concentrate, instead, on shared public concerns. Why is that? 

BK: Many of our faculties are very distinguished in their respective 
fields. For example, Parsons The New School for Design is considered 
one of the best design schools in the country.  But we acknowledge 
that design and democracy, design and environmentalism, design and 
social development are all inseparable. A good designer should not only 
understand technology but also care about the environmental health of 
the human beings and possess a good understanding of politics and social 
relations, and what is needed most by people and their communities. An 
excellent designer does not build houses on paper—he must be passionate 
about protecting clean water, air, soil and plants. He must understand the 
actual world in which we live.

NFC: Is your tradition unintentional or something you have nurtured over 
time?  

BK: It is a very self-conscious tradition. We have always believed 
academic fields should set no limits to inquiry and action. Social science 
must break through the boundaries of departments and disciplines. This 
is what we strive for in our research and in the teaching of our students. 
We are currently working on a comprehensive academic plan that enables 
closer cooperation among all fields of study here. It provides a broad 
vision for training our students to be professional and well-rounded.  In a 
democratic country, after all, citizens must be visionary and humanistic.   

NFC: As the president, how do you promote such an academic plan? 

BK: Professors have complete freedom to decide how and what they 
teach. The administration does not interfere with that. As the president, 
I am instead responsible for the budget that enables the growth and 
development of the institution.   

NFC: You are a politician with plenty of experience in government but with 
no experience in the academic world.  Is it common for people like you to 
become university presidents? 

BK: It is rare. I think the Board of Trustees saw my leadership abilities 
and strong commitments.   

NFC: You are a senior leader in the Democratic Party. Do your political 
ideas and values interfere with the traditional academic freedom of The New 
School? 

BK: I hope not.  My selection by The New School shows that they accept 
me for who I am. The institution would not have appointed someone 
president whose ideology risks alienating the faculty and students.  I do 
not possess unconstrained power.  In my tenure, I am responsible for 
the budget and respond to the Board of Trustees. I cannot spend a dime 
without their approval.

The Board understands the big financial priorities the school—it does not 
waste time monitoring the brand of mineral water we drink in my office. 
This reflects the trustees’ understanding of The New School tradition, 
and their understanding of the needs of citizens in the United States.   

The Board ensures that the President plays a prominent role, but within 
limits. It allows The New School to operate successfully by avoiding 
external interference and mismanagement.  Universities that function 
under such guidance will last—often longer than governments. 

This essay was published in Nanfenchuang in Chinese in June 2006.  The 
bi-monthly journal was established in 1985 in the city of Guangzhou.  Its 
title could be literally translated as “Window on the Southern Winds” but its 
official name in English is For the Public Good.
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Comparing India and 
China, once a cottage 
industry limited to a 
few academics, has now 
become a multinational 
preoccupation. Much is 
made of the difference 
between us and them, 
e.g. “India is democratic, 
service-based, and 
software-focused while 
China is authoritarian, 
manufacturing-based, and 
hardware-heavy”. But are 
we really so different?
Originally published in SENSEX Magazine  
(April-May 2007).

The age old question is revisited and new 
insights emerge, as the difference between India 
and China’s attitudes, urbanization trends, and 
infrastructure are explored.

As you invest,  
so you grow
Take our differences in growth, which have 
recently narrowed. Dour macro-economists, who 
avoid cultural and institutional explanations like 
the plague, tend to focus on a single factor, i.e., 
China saves and invests nearly half its income, 
while India used to save and invest only about 
a quarter and now about a third. A close look 
reveals that Chinese households save about as 
much as Indian households - the difference is due 
to much larger corporate and government savings 
in China. 
 The ratio of GDP growth to investment is 
a measure of the efficiency in the use of capital, 
called the Incremental Capital Output Ratio 
(ICOR) - the lower it is, the less investment you 
need to grow. Since we achieve 8% (even 9%) 
growth by investing only 32% of our income, we 
have an ICOR of less than 4, much more efficient 
than China’s, which is close to 5!
 The efficiency of use in capital is related 
to the nature of financial intermediation. The 
absence of avenues to deploy the savings means 
that the Chinese banking system has over $ 4 
trillion in assets, the Bank Deposits to GDP ratio 
is around 200% and the loans to GDP ratio is 
around 130%. This is comparable only to the 
“two other Chinas”, viz. Taiwan and Hong Kong. 
In India, by contrast, a considerable portion 
of savings is not intermediated, which implies 
that we should be able to lower our ICOR even 
further! The Chinese have been improving their 
financial system and can therefore be expected to 
become more efficient in the use of capital (i.e., 
increase its growth rate further!) Concomitantly, 
Indian corporate and government savings have 
also increased. 
 In sum, Chinese and Indian households are 
not much different in their saving behaviour. 
However, we need to increase corporate and 
government savings while China needs to 
improve their financial system. Prima facie, it 
would appear that we are both on the job. So not 
much difference here!

No “not invented here”
However, differences do exist. Visitors to China 
usually come away with a strong sense that the 
Chinese are always trying to find areas where 
they can improve. They do not subscribe to a ‘not 
invented here’ syndrome, rather the opposite. 
Rather than additional resources, foreign 
investment, which is less than 10% of domestic 
investment, is still sought actively, as a method 
of reforming a system. The sale of equity in the 
banking sector is a recent example. 
 Indeed, the entire foreign direct investment 
strategy in the initial post-Shenzhen SEZ era 
was a process of assimilating and seeking foreign 
know-how and market access. In this they were 
helped by strong diaspora based in Taiwan and 
Hong Kong who had deep links in developed 
country markets. Indeed, almost all of Hong 
Kong’s manufacturing moved to Shenzhen, 
located just across the sea. Most importantly, 
Chinese authorities did not let political 
inconveniences, like strained Sino-Taiwanese 
relations, prevent the use of these networks. 
The Chinese attitude towards policy change has 
consistently been one of empirical pragmatism, 
where new ideas are experimented with in selected 
firms or areas, following which they are adopted 
with the necessary modifications. Compare 
this with our attitude towards SEZs, where 
are developing protected enclaves because we 
cannot provide good infrastructure and efficient 
governance across the country.
 “Much is made of the difference between 
us and them, e.g. “India is democratic, service-
based and software-focused while China is 
authoritarian, manufacturing-based, and 
hardware-heavy”. Are we really so different?”

How is China  
DIFFERENT ?   Partha Mukhopadhyay
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Beyond First Impressions

Embracing Urbanization
“Some areas will become rich first” 
 - Deng Xiaoping
Unlike India, which has been a hesitant urbanizer, 
China has enthusiastically embraced urbanization. 
It is as if China decided that since the developed 
world is urban, if only it could somehow become 
urban, it would become developed automatically! 
Growth has been concentrated on the coast 
and in urban regions like Beijing, Shanghai and 
Shenzhen/ Guangdong. The resulting regional 
inequality is substantial but it has been accepted, 
thus helping in taking full advantage of scale 
economies in its early growth experience. This 
focus on manufacturing was harnessed, supported 
by over providing infrastructure; especially power, 
transport and telecommunication (see section on 
“Infrastructure Snapshots” below).
 Another reason this inequality was accepted 
was because people moved to development rather 
than vice versa. Compared to a mere 2 million a 
year in India, around 15 million Chinese move 
each year. This is despite a system of residence 
permits (“hukou”), which though weaker than 
before, still limits the access of urban migrants 
to public services like health and education for 
children in cities. Since these rural migrants have 
a relatively high level of education compared to 
countries like India, they provide industry with 
an educated work force. Many of these stay in 
low-grade gender segregated housing with many 
persons per room, often provided by firms, both 
to attract workers and retain control over them. 
This prevents the development of overt informal 
housing, that is, slums.
 Chinese tax collection has historically 
been bottom-up (like India’s old land revenue 
collection system). This has allowed retention of 
tax revenues to be used as an incentive, e.g., in the 
initial days, Guangdong and Fujian were allowed 
to retain almost all taxes. This has since changed 
and the current focus is on performance oriented 
fiscal transfers, linked to regional equalisation. 
These provinces have a lot of local autonomy 
in granting permissions, including foreign 
investment. City government is very strong and 
party chiefs in large cities are equivalent to central 
ministers. They have both the resources and the 
authority to respond to local needs, much like 
New York, London, Paris, etc. and utterly unlike 
Indian cities. In India too, there are substantial 
regional variations in growth, but while slow 
growing Bihar, Jharkhand and Uttar Pradesh are 
among the most populous states of India, the 
high growth coastal regions of China are also the 
most populous, accounting for over two-thirds of 
its population.

Infrastructure snapshots
telecom: China has four listed publicly owned 
telecom operators. License fees are negligible, 
though there is a spectrum charge as here. Total 
revenue is over three times higher, with a much 
larger share coming from mobile telephony as 
compared to India.

Highways: Since 1990, when China and India 
spent equally on highways, their spending rose 38 
times, while India’s tripled. New access controlled 
networks used 60% of China’s funding, 25% 
was spent on upgrading existing networks and 
15% on rural roads. The experience seems to be 
that improved free roads are congested but tolled 
highways are empty, except along the coast! Thus, 
while it is a marvel of implementation, Chinese 
highway development and pricing has not been 
very economically efficient.

Ports: In 2003, there were over 3300 productive 
berths in the coastal ports of China, with a 
handling capacity of nearly 1.7 billion tons. 
Though the coastal ports dominate, the size of 
the larger container ports on inland waterways 
is similar to many coastal container ports in 
India. Port administration is delegated to the 
municipalities where the ports are located 
resulting in ‘One Port, One Administration’.

Rail: The traffic density on China Rail is much 
higher than ours. Despite a rail construction 
surcharge, rail freight tariffs are lower in China 
and passenger tariffs much higher. While we have 
improved and they have fallen behind due to 
congestion, China’s wagon productivity remains 
higher and its turn-around time lower than ours. 
The increased freight handling capacity is due to 
better signaling and newer rolling stock and lines.

electricity: In 1970s urban power shortages 
meant that rural areas followed the maxim of 
“self-construction, self-management, and self-
consumption”. With little central support, 
communes and villages developed small, mostly 
hydro, local power stations. By 1979, about 
90,000 (total of 6.33 GW) small hydropower 
stations had been built by local bodies. This 
delivery structure may have helped to maintain 
payment discipline in rural areas. The real growth 
in connections was over 1992 to 2001 when over 
12 million persons were given electricity access 
every year. This was helped by the growth of 
rural non-farm activity, e.g., township and village 
enterprises (TVEs), which made rural supply 
more viable. It also led to the setting up of more 
reliable (and more polluting) fossil fuel stations. 
As a result, more than 60% of China’s fossil fuel 
plants are less than 100 MW, but many are now 
being closed for environmental reasons. 
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Prologue
The journey to Beijing was almost like a fantasy for me as it was my long 

cherished dream coming true. 
The flying time from Hyderabad en route Singapore was just nine hours, but 

it looked like a long march, nay flight, to me as I was reading an old translation 
version of a Chinese story book “Harvest” by a revolutionary writer Yezu. The 
stories describe the situation in rural China in 1920s and 30s. The book was 
translated and published in Telugu, 1970s as part of the flow of translations on 
revolution in China.

I was lost in the thoughts of China, the country which perplexes many people 
as it is projected in a complex and contrasting manner to the outside world. 
Secluded by the great wall from the rest of the world, it is not easy to get a feel of 
the life in China. 

Neither free press to tell the inside stories nor private television channels to 
spin tales and flash news with amazing speed exists there.

Government decisions not published and moreover there is no powerful 
opposition to that monitors and regulates the state projects.

No need for transparency. 
It is not democracy.  
While the Communist bastions collapsed one after the other, how could China 

survive as a Communist country?
On the other hand, China is world’s “Super Market”! It has a vibrant market 

economy and a potential market force while the other third world countries are 
falling prey to liberalization.

From needles to digital wonders, China manufactures all goods and its 
production force has jolted even the Asian giant Japan. No wonder United 
States has given half of its production orders to China. While factories are closing 
down all over Europe, China has emerged as a major production destination in 
the world. 

Despite its population density, China is making giant strides in production 
of goods and if the trend continues so, it would emerge as a ‘super power’ in the 
coming ten to fifteen years, feel Market Analysts.

Those closely following globalization project India and China as equal 
partners in the consequential prosperity. While India has great potential in 
service sector, China tops in production.

But what is the opinion of common people in these two countries? Who is 
the winner and who is the loser in this race?  To study these factors and have 
an inside-in-depth analysis, New York-based The New School has taken up 
a programme under the banner of India China Institute involving young 
researchers of India and China to study the pros and cons of development                                              

1
                                               
Visiting China was my dream, my long cherished ambition and my 
only fascination for a foreign land. When I got selected for India China 
Fellowship of the India China Institute (ICI) at The New School, New 
York, I thought it will be a great opportunity to visit my dream land. 
Visiting China may not be a big deal as a tourist or as a researcher to attend 
a conference or seminar. But to study, understand and interact with the 
people, society and culture is something different. ICI has offered me not 
only the fellowship, but also a great opportunity to fulfill my dream. I 
should thank my friends who encouraged me to apply for the fellowship. 
My voyage to my dreamland began when I left of China on 25 May 2007 
to attend the China Residency. ICI organizes 3 to 4 residencies in US, India 
and China in two years as part of the Fellowship programme. Last year we 
had New York Residency and India Residency where all 5 Chinese and 5 
Indian fellows participated. 
It was 3.00 PM on 26th May when I reached the Beijing airport. 
Surprisingly, I did not feel anything different or strange about the weather, 
air, people or their smiles. Every thing was as usual and similar to my own 
country. Born and brought up in a small village in Telangana region in 
South India, which still retains the memories of the Chinese Revolution, 
things looked but similar to me. It could be because it was my first visit to 
an Asian country—Singapore is an exception—or it could be because of my 
admiration and attachment with the country and its people, I did not feel 
like an alien in a foreign land. The airport had surprises; most of them were 
pleasant, for me in store. I proceeded towards the immigration desk. There 
were several counters as usually specified for foreigners and natives like in 
any international airport. Just next to me in the queue stood a Buddhist 
monk in the brown monk’s dress. I smiled showing my respect, but he 
did not respond. It is intriguing why the priests of all religions maintain 
distance from common people.

Suddenly I heard some sound from the crowd, a police officer calling 
loudly, waiving his hand in my direction. Me! Why he was calling me? 
I am sure this is not US where people of colour are identified for special 
security screening in the airports. Of my three visits to US, twice I had such 
experience when my boarding pass was stamped SSSS and I was specially 
screened. But this call was not for me, he was calling a woman with a child 
who stood before me in the queue. He reached us and told her, “Madam 
you please go this way, you need not wait in the queue with your child”. I 
could not but appreciate the way an officer dealt with the passengers. He 
went to each and every woman with children and guided them to come 
out of the line and go straight to the counter. It was really heartening to see 
this and it struck me again that I was in a communist country. Suddenly I 
became cautious and curios to watch such exceptions and concessions based 
on humaneness. 

gooD or BAD: IT IS PeoPle’S CHINA
—CHAkrAPANI gHANTA
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Beyond First Impressions

The officer in the immigration counter was a stern-looking man. He 
checked my papers and me twice and put the stamp. Not a word. Unlike 
in America, where sweet talks, offering chocolate candies lead to taking of 
finger prints at the airport.

On the desk there was an electronic board seeking your judgment on the 
Immigration officer’s performance, Very Satisfactory, Satisfactory, Not 
Satisfactory are the three options and you are asked to press one button to 
appraise the Immigration Officer’s work. Within ten minutes of landing, I 
could experience the kindness and bitterness of the Communist regime of 
China. 
    

2
I was planning to visit China much before the ICI official Residency in 
order to do some fieldwork and collect material required for my research. 
However, I could not do so because of my responsibilities at the work 
place. Even this time, I had to organize my official and personal schedules 
in such a way so as to fit in a trip to China ten days before the Residency. 
The residency started from 6th June in Shanghai and ended on 17th June in 
Beijing. I landed in China on 26th May. I had already requested Mr. Guo 
Yukuan, my friend and co-fellow to coordinate my programme while I was 
in China before the Residency.    
    
On the day I landed in China I stayed in a hotel in Beijing.  Next day I 
had to go to the field work in rural parts of China with my counterpart 
Guo Yukuan. Yukuan, a young journalist, is from Beijing. He is very 
enthusiastic, dynamic and interestingly he is a great admirer of democracy. 
He spends most of his time in rural areas and we had decided to visit some 
villages in Yunnan. But, I did not know the exact plan and programme.  I 
was handed over my ticket to the next destination in Yunnan province and 
a cell phone by Yukuan’s wife as he had already left for Yunnan and I had to 
join him on the following day. 
                                                             
Language: Next day, I wanted to change currency and could not find the 
bank in my two-hour effort because of the language problem. I asked each 
and every person I came across but they could not understand English 
language to guide me. Finally I located the bank and, to my surprise, 
none of the employees knew English. When I gave them the dollars, 
they converted them into RMB (Chinese currency) and showed me the 
calculator to tell me what I will get in exchange. 

The appraisal board announcing “You are welcome to comment on my 
work” with three comments was present at the bank too. My friend told me 
later that they follow this method in all their offices. 

While English is being viewed as a universal language and especially in 
India we are trying hard to master English, big business houses and captains 
of corporate world in China are trying to learn Chinese language without 
which it is difficult to trade in China. Translators come at a premium with 
a service charge of 500 to 1000 dollars per day. It would be very difficult 
to move about in China without learning their language as all transactions 
would be in Chinese and I could not hear a single word of English 
anywhere.

However, things are changing gradually.  I was told so. People are looking 
towards English and are beginning to learn the language. But they never 
consider lack of English knowledge as a drawback.  They view it only as a 
tool to earn more money as translation is becoming a lucrative profession. 
Many English coaching centres have emerged in abundance.

While Zhejiang University professors contend that it is necessary for the 

multinationals to learn Chinese language in the wake of globalization since 
they have to interact with the local people, people of Hangzhou city, which 
is considered the Silicon Valley of China, say that they are turning towards 
English for the benefit of next generations.

During our visit to this southern city Hangzhou, we were taken around 
the 20-acre Hi-Tech city, housing world’s major IT giants. It is the biggest 
Hi-Tech zone of the country.  The chief of the Hangzhou Hi-Tech city, Mr. 
Cha Peng, spoke to us for one hour about the development in the centre 
with all the technical and scientific details, all in fluent Chinese without 
using a single English word.  We had a translator but the original version 
sounded very impressive. 

I understood later that Journalists, Professors, Officers, and Vice Chancellor 
level academics too speak only in Chinese and never bother to switch over 
to English.        

3
    
Foot Prints of Buddha: My discovery of China started by tracing Gautama 
Buddha’s footprints. Buddha is popularly known as Sajiamuni (Sakhya 
Muni) in China. Without my knowledge I landed where Buddha entered 
into China. My friends told me that I was the first foreigner to visit that 
remote part of the great country. People generally visit Shanghai, Beijing or 
other provinces that have transport and technology connectivity. Yunnan 
is densely covered with forest and mountains. My purpose of visiting this 
area was to study traditional and ancient tribal community “Yi” that lives 
there. Yi- community sociologically resembles the Indian caste system with 
hierarchy of four fold social order and similar cultural practices. 

Thanks to Yukuan who told me about this community and promised to 
arrange my visit to those villages. He had booked me an e-ticket and I had 
only the slip with me, which had to be shown at the airport’s China Eastern 
Airlines counter. In his mails Yukuan had mentioned that I should get off 
at Kunming, the capital city of Yunnan. But the boarding pass mentioned 
“Xishuangbanna” as my destination. The booking officer clarified that my 
destination was Xishuangbanna, 40 minutes journey after Kunming. I 
found out later that Xishuangbanna is Dai Autonomous Prefecture within 
the Yunnan province and its capital city is Jinghong. 

Jinghong is a beautiful place that resembles Northern Thailand. It is to 
this geographic region that most Thai people trace their ancestral roots. 
Jinghong, literally means the Town of Dawn: “Jing” is town and “Hong” 
is dawn. It is said that when Sakyamuni ( Gautama Buddha) arrived there 
it was daybreak, with cocks crowing. So He gave the name “the Town of 
Dawn” to that place. All the names of the roads and places in the city are 
associated with Buddha’s tour in the area.  Sakyamuni moved on, and 
reached the present Zhuanghong Lu in Jinghong at was breakfast time. 
Thus the street got its name -- “Zhuanghong Lu” which consists of Chinese 
and Dai words; Zhuanghong is Dai, meaning the first meal or breakfast, 
while “Lu” is Chinese, meaning road. Then Sakyamuni crossed Mengyang 
and climbed Manpo of Jinuo Mountain, from where he looked behind 
and found that there was still a small piece of land he had not stepped on. 
So He cried out in surprise “Meng Yang Nan!” - still a small piece of land! 
Thus the place gets the name of Mengyang or Little Mengyang. “Meng” 
means place, “Yang” means remaining, and “Nan” means small. The above 
names are all of Buddhist origin and this shows how Dai people respect and 
worship Sakyamuni. 

Religious Cultures: Like many people, I too was under the impression that 
there would be no religion in Communist China, but I was wrong. Though 
there is no official sanction attached to religion, religion does exist there. 
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Buddhism and Confucianism are followed in rural China while in urban 
areas Christianity and even Islam could be seen. Many of the monasteries, 
churches, temples and mosques were closed during the Cultural Revolution 
but now they are slowly opening again. 

Jinghong city has a population of over 40,000 and is a tourist spot with 
high levels of Buddhist influence. The serene atmosphere, fresh air, typical 
tribal hamlets, flowing Mekong river, Buddhist architecture, monasteries, 
local tribes and foreign tourists appeared to be a new world and a different 
experience. 

Resuming our journey next day, I was curious to know the names of the 
streets and their meanings. When my friend Yukuan translated them, I had 
a feeling that this place must have been closely associated with the life and 
times of Buddha. 

The rural landscape with its pristine beauty and greenery was a delight to 
the eye during our daylong journey in a van. Moving along the Mekong 
River on one side and a mountain range on the other felt traveling along 
the Godavari river in Telangana which flows through mountains, plains and 
valleys.

4       
             
Hooked to Hukou:  We stayed in a small lodge for two days at a county 
centre which is like a block headquarters in India, having ten rooms. Four 
to five youth shared a room.  On enquiry, we found out that they were 
migrant labourers who have come from the neighboring Province. This 
being a remote place they were spared otherwise their migration attracts 
penal action for violating hukou regulations. Hukou is like citizenship. They 
have identity cards, are supposed to work only in their native place, and are 
not supposed to move out for employment. It is basically a resident permit 
given by the government of China. It is issued on family basis. Every family 
has a hukou booklet that records information about the family members, 
including name, birth date, relationship with each other, marital status, 
details of the spouse, address and the details of the employer etc.

Work permit is needed to work at places other than one’s native place 
and the Village public Security officer issues it. This hukou proves very 
troublesome for the rural folk. hukou was introduced to cater to the needs 
of rationing and social security (free medical care, education and provisions) 
during the socialist regime. It was aimed at developing villages as self 
sufficient entities, to check migration and increase agricultural production. 

Before 1980, hukou was extremely crucial. People had to stay wherever 
they were born (where the hukou is) until they die. They could not 
migrate. They could travel, but there was no access to jobs, public services, 
education, or even food in other places. It was like visiting other places with 
a B-1 (business) type of visa - you can visit, but cannot work there (it is 
illegal), cannot go to school (not accepted), cannot go to hospital (without 
a hukou, you are not treated). Food could not be bought even if people 
had money. They had to give liangpiao (The currency for food) along with 
money to get food. Liangpiao was issued only by the government of the 
place where one’s hukou was registered. So basically, people could survive 
with the liangpiao they had for sometime, but not long (especially because 
liangpiao issued by one province or city could not be used in another 
province or city).

So basically, at that time, without hukou, people could not move. Very few 
people in the country moved from one place to another.  But, their status 
was practically the same as the illegal immigrants in U.S. To move hukou 
from one place to other was very difficult - just as difficult as getting green 

card for U.S. It is even more difficult to move from rural areas to urban 
areas because hukou was of two types, rural hukou and urban hukou. To 
move from rural to rural was easier, but to move from rural to urban was 
very difficult - it took years. Only in very few situations was it different. 1) 
Entry into a university in a city, or 2) Marriage with a resident of a city. In 
both of the cases, people had to wait for a long time to get hukou. There 
was limited hukou open every year, so one had to compete to get it.

After 1980, a lot of things changed. In practice, hukou was not enforced 
as strictly as it was earlier. The starting point was that liangpiao was 
not required to buy food—money came with work. As far as work was 
concerned, there was still a great difference between people with a hukou 
and without a hukou (like it is today), but it was possible to move.

This made it possible for many immigrant workers to leave their land and 
go to cities seeking labor-intensive work. Typical works were workers in 
textile factory, construction workers, and nannies. However, the education 
of their children was still a big problem. They could not access education 
like other children, so school meant only for people without hukou 
(immigrant worker schools) were set up at some places.

Though the hukou does not play that important role as before, still there 
is great discrepancy between people who have it and who do not have it. 
It is still a deciding factor for Medical Insurance, jobs and other social 
security measures. In the context of globalization and opening up of the 
economy, the cities are providing better opportunities. Clandestine influx 
to cities started and people started taking up odd and unauthorized jobs. 
For the violators of the hukou system there are punishments under the 
law.  When I learnt that the number of such hukou violators is about 200 
Million, it struck me that citizenship is the main cause of the problem. 
In 1980 Township Vigilance Enterprises (TVE) was formed as part of 
rural economic reforms in 1980s. Surplus labour was to be sent to TVE. 
Employment was provided to over 300 million people in 1980 and by 1990 
the figure touched nine hundred million. At this point of stagnation, people 
started looking towards cities.  Facilities, income and opportunities could be 
the reasons for the migration. With economic reforms came hi-tech zones, 
special economic zones and the hopes for better employment opportunities, 
which increased the influx to cities.

Facing tough competition from locals, migrants are reduced small time 
workers. On the other hand, people without hukou are nabbed and sent 
back to their native place as indicated in their respective identity cards. If 
the same offence is repeated the person would be jailed, the migrant farmers 
said.

The hope for a job in a big company in the city looms large over the rural 
people’s minds. In fact until 1980 villages too had all facilities like free 
education (up to nine years). This system still exists but one has to pay for 
mid-day meal and books. But in urban areas, higher education is also free 
for people who have hukou. In villages, education after ninth standard is 
expensive and it adds to the plight of poor, migrant farmers.

Health insurance is the other attraction in cities. The contractor who hires 
labour should pay the insurance amount and take care of their shelter. 
However, this system disappeared in the economic reforms.  China stood 
as a shining example in public health until 1970. It was very poor in health 
sector and the average life expectancy in 1949 was 35 years. But brilliant 
steps were taken in 1965 including the three-tier health care system which 
covered 90 per cent of the population. Effective medical care and health 
insurance increased the life expectancy up to 69 years. Literacy rate has gone 
up from 19 to 90 per cent.
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Beyond First Impressions

5
One Country Many Worlds: The success of initial reforms has now 
widened the gap between rural and urban areas. The fat salary paid by 
government and private units in city has been a sore fact for villagers. 
“Depriving us of the opportunity of a better life is not justified”, said a 
farmer in Chengdu, the capital city of Sichuan province. After seeing the 
situation of migrants at Chengdu and Chongqing near controversial Three 
Gorges Dam, I thought basic wants had pushed them that far.

Many people migrate to far away places with temporary work permits 
leaving behind their family and children who are deprived of proper 
education. Of late, government has been considerate towards such people 
and is taking steps to rehabilitate them. NGOs are coming forward to 
provide education facilities to children. State is also helping such NGOs in 
cities like Beijing.

Villages in south coastal districts are prosperous. We could see the 200 
km stretch between Shanghai and Hangzhou flourishing with lush fields, 
spacious buildings, cars and all modern amenities. In this stretch, one mu 
(660 metres) field costs around Rs 20 lakh, said a friend. In China no one 
owns land. It is only leased out. The lease period in villages was stretched up 
to 70 years recently. Sale or transfer of lease is not allowed. 

One country, two systems has been the slogan of New China. In tune with 
the same spirit, rural and urban areas are being developed in different ways. 
Probably, this could be a major issue in the country now.

Having seen the diversity between the villages and cities in Yunnan and 
Sichuan provinces, Chongqing industrial city, development in Beijing, 
Shanghai and Hangzhou, I wondered how many different worlds exist in 
China. 

The rural-urban divide appeared to be a matter of concern. After the 
scrapping of cooperative farming and communes, land was distributed on 
the basis of family as one unit, and this widened the gap.  Land came to all 
but it created a rich-poor society. In villages, land was distributed on the 
basis of population.

In Yunnan province, where we stayed the longest, every family held about 
five to ten acres of land. Yunnan is full of forests and mountains and the 
population density is less. In Sichuan province, the story is different due 
to thick population density. Here each farmer has hardly one acre of land. 
Certain flaws in land distribution have led to disparities in the society. 
When we compare coastal plains, Southern industrial areas and Yangtze 
River delta areas, the disparities are more. It could be five times between 
farmers from one region to the other.     

New Society, Equal Society:  Keeping in view the unrest among rural 
folks, the state is now contemplating to bring back the 1970 policies. Last 
year, it announced a five-year plan named “New Socialist Countryside”. 
Under this plan, backward provinces and counties are notified and 
subsidies running in to millions are provided to farmers as subsidies for 
tractors and other agriculture implements supplied at half the cost. To 
give a fillip to education, hostel facilities and education are provided free 
of cost and budget for agriculture is increased by seven fold as compared 
to 2005 funds. Plans are afoot to improve medical facilities in backward 
regions with medical insurance, huge amounts of pensions and subsidies. 
Decentralisation of power down the village level is also under consideration.

These steps are raising the hopes of rural folks for the past one year. Farmers 
will stop thinking of moving out of villages only if the fruits of reforms 

reach rural areas.  “Our villages are like heaven. But globalization is giving 
the illusion that cities are top class and people in villages are feeling that 
the country side is hell-comparatively”, said a journalist friend. There is no 
exaggeration in it, I thought and I had seen it too.

I was surprised to see that a remote far-flung village we visited had a cement 
road; every hut (settlement) had a television dish antenna, a toilet and a 
school building. The interesting point is that the village we stayed was 3,000 
km from the national capital and 1,000 km from state capital and was 
1,000 meters above sea level. 

Icing on the cake came when international roaming cell phone started 
working there. Imagine a clear voice reception in the outskirts of Hyderabad! 

6
Whether or not the funds earmarked for New Socialist villages would reach 
the intended target groups is a doubtful question. The integrity of old time 
Communists is lacking in the new generation leadership. The introduction 
of market and capital dynamics has tilted the party secretary level leaders. 
Many people turned into billionaires and started their own business. As in 
olden days, oppressive landlords also came in to existence. 
The state itself has started real estate business. There is an argument that 
Party secretaries are the business agents. The kin of these leaders own 
industrial estates and new industrial zones—so goes the argument.  

Still people have faith in Party and the government. It may be because 
leaders like Chen Gang have a sway in the party and could convince people 
as they closely work with them. 

Chen Gang is the Deputy Mayor of Beijing. An engineer by profession, he 
worked as municipal planning officer before getting elected as the Deputy 
Mayor.                   
We invited him to our valedictory function to deliver keynote address. Our 
Director Ashok Gurung asked us to come in formal dress to the function. 

All of us went there in full suit, tie and shoes. A diminutive figure wearing 
an unkempt shirt emerged in the hall and we were taken aback when he was 
introduced as the Deputy Mayor and our chief guest. 

With all humility, he apologized about his dress. “You could maintain dress 
code. I apologize for not being able to come like you. I know that this is a 
prestigious conference. Nevertheless, our government has decided not to 
use air conditioners unless the temperature goes beyond 26 degrees celsius. 
Today it is much less than that. If I wear a suit and tie, we have to use 
A.C. To respect our own decision, I have to come like this”, he explained. 
Though he sounded humorous, he was thought provoking.

When we enquired about him, people said that he is a man of integrity. 
In an effort to transform Beijing into an excellent sports facility for the 
forthcoming Olympics, quite often he too joins labourers in their work.

ePIlogue
Before leaving for Hyderabad, I called a friend in India who asked me, “Is 
there a red flag ( Yerra jenda)  in China?” 

“It is not the colour of the flag (jhenda) but the agenda of the country that 
matters”, was my reply, which is a fact.                     

Published as cover story of Andhra Jyoti’s Sunday supplement on July 1, 2007
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gooD or BAD: IT IS PeoPle’S CHINA
—CHAkrAPANI gHANTA (IN Telugu)

=∞OK≥·<å K≥_≥·<å
Jk [# K≥·<å

_®. Ñ¶¨∞O\Ï K«„Hõáê}˜,
 ÃÑ¶Ö’, WO_çÜ«∂ K≥·<å Wxã≤ì@∂º\ò, #∂º ã¨∂¯Öò, #∂ºÜ«∂~ü¯,

_≥·Ô~Hõì~ü, ÃãO@~ü Ñ¶¨~ü ™È+¨Öò ZOÑ¨=~ü"≥∞O\ò, _®.a.P~ü.JOÉË^Œ¯~ü Ü«¸x=iû\©, ÃÇ·Ï^Œ~åÉÏ^£

K≥·<åÖ’ UO [~°∞QÆ∞`ÀOk? Hõ=¸ºxã¨∞ì HÀ@Åhfl ‰õΩÑ¨Ê‰õÄeáÈ~Ú# `«~°∞"å`« ‰õÄ_® K≥·<å WOHÍ Hõ=¸ºxã¨∞ì ^Õâ◊OQÍ

ZÖÏ K≥ÖÏ=∞}˜ J=Ù`ÀOk? K≥·<åÖ’ JO`«~åÅ∞, JO`«~°æ`« "≥·~°∞^è•ºÅ∞ ÖË"å? „Ñ¨Ñ¨OK«pHõ~°} „Ñ¨"åÇ¨ÏOÖ’ =~°ú=∂# ̂ ÕâßÅ∞, Pi÷Hõ

=º=ã¨÷Åhfl J`«ÖÏ‰õΩ`«Å"≥∞ÿ H˘@∞ì‰õΩáÈ`À#fl HÍÅOÖ’ K≥·<å XHõ J^Œ∞Ñ¨ÙÖËx =∂Ô~¯\ò â◊H˜ÎQÍ ZÖÏe Z^Œ∞QÆ∞`ÀOk... WÖÏO\˜

ã¨"åÅHõΔ ã¨O^ÕÇ¨Å∞ =∞#O ^ŒiÖ’ L<åfl~Ú. J~Ú`Õ K≥·<åÖ’ UO [~°∞QÆ∞`À^À K≥Ñ¨Ê_®xH˜ JHõ¯_» ã¨fi`«O„`«OQÍ Ñ¨xKÕ¿ã Ñ¨„uHõÅ∞

ÖË=Ù. =∞# ^Õâ◊OÖ’ÖÏQÍ HõΔ}ÏÖ’¡ ã¨=∂Kå~åxfl zÅ∞=Å∞ Ñ¨Å∞=Å∞QÍ ™êQÆn¿ã ã¨fi`«O„`« >ˇeq[<£ Kå<≥à◊√§ ÖË=Ù. „Ñ¨Éèí∞`«fiO

fã̈∞‰õΩ<Õ „Ñ̈u x~°‚Ü«∂hfl Ñ̈xQÆ@∞ì‰õΩx ZO_»QÆ>Ëì „Ñ̈uÑ̈HõΔO ÖË̂ Œ∞. „Ñ̈*Ï™êfi=∞ºO ÖË̂ Œ∞. áê~°̂ Œ~°≈Hõ̀ « Jã̈ÖË ÖË̂ Œ∞. XHõ Ö’yyyÇ̈Ï‰õΩ_»ºO

Ö’Ñ¨Å UO [~°∞QÆ∞`ÀO^À |Ü«∞@‰õΩ á⁄ˆH¯ J=HÍâ◊O ÖËx HõOK«∞HÀ@ K≥·<å. Wk XHõ áê~°≈fiO.

=∞~À"≥·Ñ¨Ù K≥·<å XHõ ã¨∂Ñ¨~ü =∂Ô~¯\ò! ÃÑ@∞ì|_ç^•~°∞Å HõÅÅ   Hõ~å‡QÍ~°O. QÆ∞O_»∞Ñ≤#∞flÅ #∞Oz J`åº^èŒ∞xHõ ZÅ„HÍìxH±,

_çl@Öò =º=ã¨÷Åhfl W"åà◊   "Õ∞_ç<£ K≥·<å"Õ. =ã¨∂Ê`«ÊuÎ ~°OQÆOÖ’ Pã≤Ü«∂ ^ÕâßÅxfl\˜H© `«Å=∂xHõOQÍ L#fl [áê<£ W"åà◊ K≥·<å

^è•\˜H˜ "≥Å"≥ÅÉ’~ÚOk. J"≥∞iHÍ `«# =ã¨∂Ê`«ÊuÎx ã¨QÍxH˜ ã¨QÆO K≥·<å‰õΩ JÑ¨ÊyOzOk. Ü«¸~°Ñπ Hõ~å‡QÍ~åÅhfl =¸`«Ñ¨_ç

K«i„`«Ö’ Hõeã≤áÈÜ«∂~Ú. WÑ¨C_çHõ =ã¨∂Ê`«ÊuÎH˜ =∂~°∞¿Ñ~°∞QÍ K≥·<å XHõ¯>Ë q∞yeáÈ~ÚOk.

U "≥Å∞QÆ∞ÅH© „Ñ¨™ê÷#O?

XHõ Hõ=¸ºxã¨∞ì ^Õâ◊O ÃÑ@∞ì|_çH˜ ̂HO„^Œ aO^Œ∞=Ù HÍ=_»O, „Ñ¨Ñ¨OK«OÖ’<Õ J`«ºO`« [<åÉèÏ Hõey LO_ç, J<ÕHõ ã¨=∞ã¨ºÅ`À

ã¨`«=∞`«"≥∞ÿ# ^Õâ◊O J#∂Ç¨ÏºOQÍ Zky~å=_»O Pâ◊Û~°ºO HõeyOKÕ Ñ¨i}Ï=∞O. D „Hõ=∞O, D "ÕQÆO WÖÏˆQ H˘#™êy`Õ K≥·<å =∞~À

Ñ¨k Ñ¨k¿ÇÏ<Õà◊§Ö’ u~°∞QÆ∞ÖËx Pi÷Hõâ◊H˜ÎQÍ Z^Œ∞QÆ∞`«∞O^Œx =∂Ô~¯\ò "Õ∞^è•=ÙÅ∞ qâı¡+≤ã¨∞Î<åfl~°∞. K≥·<å#∞ ˆ~Ñ¨\˜ ã¨∂Ñ¨~ü Ñ¨=~üQÍ

K«∂Ñ≤ã¨∞Î<åfl~°∞. J~Ú`Õ K≥·<å QÆ=∞ºO Uq∞\˜? QÆ=∞#O Z@∞"≥·Ñ¨Ù? J#fl ã¨O^ÕÇ¨Å∂ =ºHõÎ=∞=Ù`«∞<åfl~Ú.

„Ñ¨Ñ¨OpHõ~°}#∞ xt`«OQÍ QÆ=∞x™ÈÎ#fl "åà◊√§ K≥·<å`À áê@∞ ÉèÏ~°`ü#∞ ‰õÄ_® ã¨=∂# ÉèÏQÆ™êfiq∞QÍ<Õ K«∂ã¨∞Î<åfl~°∞. K≥·<å

L`«ÊuÎ ~°OQÆOÖ’ ZÖÏO\˜ '|∂"£∞—Ö’ LO^À, ¿ã"å~°OQÆOÖ’  WO_çÜ«∂ J^Õ 'á¶ê"£∞—Ö’ LOk. =∂Ô~¯\ò =∂Ü«∞Ö’ Ñ¨_çç Ñ¨~°∞QÆ∞Å∞

f™ÈÎ#fl D Ô~O_»∞^ÕâßÖ’¡ „Ñ¨[ÖË=∞=Ù`«∞<åfl~°∞? Z=~°∞ ÖÏÉèíÑ¨_»∞`«∞<åfl~°∞? Z=~°∞ #+¨ìáÈ`«∞<åfl~À `≥Å∞ã¨∞‰õΩ<Õ „Ñ¨Ü«∞`åflxH˜

#∂ºÜ«∂~ü¯Ö’x #∂ºã¨∂¯Öò Ñ¨Ó#∞‰õΩOk.

 „Hõ=∞tHõΔ}, HÍiî#ºO..

ÃÇ·Ï^Œ~åÉÏ^£ #∞Oz ã≤OQÆÑ¨Ó~ü, JHõ¯}˜‚Oz clOQ∑ „Ñ¨Ü«∂}O "≥Ú`«ÎO 9 QÆO@ÖË J~Ú<å K≥·<å QÆ∞iOz, JHõ¯_ç „Ñ¨[Å∞,

Ñ̈iã≤÷̀ «∞Å∞, „Ñ̈Ñ̈OpHõ~°} <ÕÑ̈ ä̂ŒºOÖ’ K≥·<å Z Œ̂∞QÆ∞ «̀∞#fl f~°∞‰õΩ ã̈O|OkèOz# PÖ’K«#Ö’Î J^˘Hõ ã̈∞n~°… „Ñ̈Ü«∂}OQÍ JxÑ≤OzOk.

clOQ∑ÅÖ’ kQÍHõ <åÔHO^Œ∞HÀ Ñ¨~å~Ú ^Õâ◊OÖ’ kQÍ##fl ÉèÏ=# U=∂„`«O HõÅ∞QÆÖË^Œ∞. =∞#ÖÏO\˜ =∞#∞+¨μÅ∞, =∞#ÖÏO\˜

"å`å=~°}O QÆ∞OÑ¨ÙÖ’ #_»∞ã¨∂Î "≥à◊√`ÀO@z>Ë x[OQÍ<Õ =∂ TiˆH "≥à◊√`À#fl@ìxÑ≤OzOk. K≥·<åÖ’ qÑ¡̈= K≥·̀ «#ºO "≥Å∞"≥̀ «∞Î̀ À#fl

HÍÅOÖ’ `≥ÅOQÍ} Ñ¨Öˇ¡Ö’ Ñ¨Ù\˜ì ÃÑiy#O^Œ∞=Å¡, K≥·<å K≥·`«#ºO`À =zÛ# L^Œº=∂Å h_»# Zky =zÛ# `«~°O HÍ=_»O =Å¡

"≥Ú^Œ@∞flOp <å‰õΩ K≥·<å JO>Ë K≥Ñ¨ÊÖËx „¿Ñ=∞. |Ç¨ïâß P ÉèÏ=*ÏÅ „Ñ¨ÉèÏ=O =Å¡ <åHõk "Õˆ~ ̂ Õâ◊OÖÏ JxÑ≤Oz LO_»HõáÈ=K«∞Û.

áêãπáÈ~°∞ì WzÛ `«xv JqqkèHÍix q+π KÕâß#∞. J`«#∞ XHõ\˜H˜ Ô~O_»∞™ê~°∞¡ áÈeÛ  K«∂ã¨∞‰õΩx ™êìOÑπ "Õã≤ WKÕÛâß_»∞.

J`«x =ÚYOÖ’ U ÉèÏ==¸ ÖË^Œ∞. #=Ùfi ÖË^Œ∞ Ñ¨Å∞HõiOK«ÖË^Œ∞. J"≥∞iHõ<£ q=∂<å„â◊Ü«∂Ö’¡ Ñ¨iã≤÷u aè#flOQÍ LO@∞Ok. `«xv

JkèHÍ~°∞Å∞ „Ñ¨Ü«∂}©‰õΩefl Ñ¨Å∞Hõi™êÎ~°∞. u#_®xH˜ KåÔH¡@∞¡, HÍºO_ôÅ∞ W™êÎ~°∞. ‰õΩâ◊Å „Ñ¨â◊flÅ∞ "Õã¨∂Î ‰õÄÑ‘Å∞ ÖÏQÆ∞`å~°∞ii.

z=iH˜ "Õe=Ú„^ŒÅ∞ fã¨∞‰õΩx `«Ñ¨Ê =^ŒÅ~°∞. 'ZO`« `Õ_®— J#∞‰õΩ<ÕÖ’¿Ñ <å ^Œ$+≤ì H“O@~üÃÑ· L#fl ZÅ„HÍìxH± É’~°∞¤ÃÑ· Ñ¨_çOk. P

JkèHÍi Ñ¨xf~°∞ ZÖÏ =ÙO^À K≥Ñ¨Ê=∞#flk P É’~°∞¤ÃÑ· L#fl ã¨∂K«# ™ê~åOâ◊O. KåÖÏ ã¨O`«$Ñ≤ÎHõ~°OQÍ LOk, ã¨O`«$Ñ≤ÎHõ~°OQÍ

LOk, ÉÏQÍÖË^Œ#fl =¸_»∞ ã¨=∂^è•<åÅ∞<åfl~Ú. =∞#O U^À XHõ |@<£ <˘HÍ¯e.   ^•xfl |\˜ì P JkèHÍi Ñ¨xf~°∞ x~åú~°}

J=Ù`«∞Ok. J^˘Hõ H˘Å=∂#O J#fl=∂@. JÑ¨C_»∞ =∞~À™êi Pâ◊Û~°º"Õ∞ã≤Ok. |Ç¨ïâß P ÉèíÜ«∂xHÀã¨"≥∂ P JkèHÍi JO`«

'„Hõ=∞tHõΔ}—`À Ñ¨x =ÚyOKå_»∞. Hõ=¸ºxã¨∞ìÅ HÍ~°∞}ºO, HÍiî#ºO Ô~O_»∂ K≥·<åÖ’ ky# Ñ¨k xq∞ëêÖ’¡<Õ D Ô~O_»∞ ã¨OÑ¶¨∞@#Ö’Î

J~°÷=∞~ÚOk. JÑ¨Ê\˜ #∞Oz „Ñ¨u xq∞+¨O Jk J#∞Éèí= Ñ¨Ó~°fiHõOQÍ `≥eã≤ =zÛOk.

P ~å„uH˜ clOQ∑Ö’ XHõ Ç¨ÏŸ@Ö’¡ |ã¨KÕã≤ =∞~°∞ã¨\˜ ~ÀA Ñ¶‘Öò¤=~ü¯‰õΩ |Ü«∞Å∞ ^Õ~åe. Ü«ÚHÀ"å<£ QÆ∞"å <å HõO>Ë

=Ü«∞ã¨∞Ö’ KåÖÏ z#fl"å_»∞, L`åûÇ¨Ï=O`«∞_»∞, ™êÇ¨Ïã≤, JO`«‰õΩ q∞Oz „Ñ¨*Ï™êfi=∞º Ñ≤áêã≤. clOQ∑Ö’ x=ã≤OKÕ Ü«ÚHÀ"å<£

`«~°K«∂ „QÍ=∂Ö’¡ Ñ¨~°º\˜ã¨∞ÎO\Ï_»∞. <Õ#∞ "≥àı§ã¨iH˜ J`«#∞ Ü«Ú<åãπ „áêq<£ûÖ’x =∂~°∞=¸Å „áêO`«OÖ’ L<åfl_»∞. J`«x ÉèÏ~°º

<Õ#∞ JHõ¯_çH˜ KÕ~°∞HÀ=_®xH˜ HÍ"åeû# q=∂#O \˜ÔH¯@¡`À áê@∞ XHõ ÃãÖòá¶È<£ WzÛ "≥o§Ok. `«#∞ Z~Ú~üáÈ~üì‰õΩ =™êÎ_»x

K≥Ñ≤ÊOk.

JO`«\Ï XˆH XHõ¯ q„QÆÇ¨ÏO

K≥·<å „Ñ¨[ÅO^ŒiH© ã¨∞Ñ¨iz`«"≥∞ÿ# XˆH XHõ¯ ¿Ñ~°∞ K≥·~°‡<£ =∂"À. ÖÏOQ∑=∂~üÛÖ’ áêÖÁæ#fl "åà◊¡HÀ, P q=ÚH˜Î L^Œº=∂Å

QÆ∞iOz q#fl P HÍÅÑ¨Ù áœ~°∞ÅHÀ =∂„`«"Õ∞ HÍ^Œ∞ <Õ\˜ Ü«Ú=`«Ö’ ‰õÄ_® =∂"À *ˇ_®OQ∑ JO>Ë K≥Ñ¨ÊÖËx Jaè=∂#O. =∂~°∞=¸Å

„QÍ=∂Å∞ "≥Ú^ŒÅ∞   clOQ∑ #QÆ~°O ^•HÍ =∂"À `«Ñ¨Ê =∞~À q„QÆÇ¨ÏOgg HõxÑ≤OK«^Œ∞. S`Õ Hõ=¸ºxã¨∞ì áêsì HÍ"åÅ<Õ q∞ye#

<Õ`«ÅO^Œih Hõ#∞=∞~°∞QÆ∞ KÕã≤ XHõ¯ =∂"À#∞ =∂„`«"Õ∞ „á⁄*ˇH±ì KÕã¨∂Î =zÛO^Œ#fl q=∞~°≈Å∞ ‰õÄ_® L<åfl~Ú.

ÉèÏëê ã¨=∞ã¨º

=∞~°∞ã¨\˜ ~ÀA L^ŒÜ«∞O _»|∞ƒÅ∞ =∂~°∞ÛHÀ=_®xHõx |Ü«∞Å∞^Õi# <å‰õΩ ÉÏºO‰õΩ ZHõ¯_Àyy Hõ#∞HÀ¯=_®xH˜ Ô~O_»∞

QÆO@Å∞ Ñ¨\˜ìOk. D Ô~O_»∞ QÆO@Å∂ HõxÑ≤Oz# „Ñ¨u =∞x+≤h  ÉÏºO‰õΩ ZHõ¯_»∞O^À J_çˆQ „Ñ¨Ü«∞`«flO KÕâß#∞i. „Ñ¨Ü≥∂[#O ÖËHõ

áÈ~ÚOk. z=iH˜ ÉÏºO‰õΩ É’~°∞¤ HõxÑ≤¿ãÎ <Õ~°∞QÍ <Õ<Õ "≥o§ =∂~°∞Û‰õΩ<åfl#∞. Pâ◊Û~°º"Õ∞q∞@O>Ë ÉÏºO‰õΩ JkèHÍ~°∞Å∞ ‰õÄ_® K≥·<å

ÉèÏ+¨Ö’ ̀ «Ñ¨Ê WOw¡+¨μÖ’ =∂\Ï¡_»~°∞. "åiHõk ̀ ≥eÜ«∞^Œ∞ ‰õÄ_®. <Õ#∞ _®Å~°∞¡ WzÛ P~ü JO_£ a (K≥·<å HõÔ~hû) HÍ"åÅx WOw¡+¨μÖ’

K≥Ñ≤̀ Õ P JkèHÍi HÍe‰õΩºÖË@~À¡ ZO «̀ =ã¨∞ÎO^À P ã¨OYº#∞ >ÿ̌ÑπKÕã≤ K«∂Ñ≤OzOk. JÑ¨Ê\˜ #∞Oz Pi÷Hõ ÖÏ"å Õ̂gÅhfl HÍe‰õΩºÖË@~ü

>ˇÿÑ≤OQ∑ `À<Õ.

„Ñ¨Ñ¨OK« ÉèÏ+¨ J#∞‰õΩx =∞#=∞O`å <å<å `«O\ÏÅ∞Ñ¨_ç WOw¡+¨μ <Õ~°∞Û‰õΩO@∞O>Ë „Ñ¨Ñ¨OK« "å}˜[º, "åºáê~° ã¨Oã¨÷Åhfl

WÑ¨C_»∞ K≥·<å ÉèÏ+¨#∞ <Õ~°∞Û‰õΩO@∞<åfl~Ú. „Ñ¨Ñ¨OpHõ~°} <ÕÑ¨^äŒºOÖ’ ã¨~°∞‰õΩÅ L`«ÊuÎH˜ „Ñ¨^è•#"≥∞ÿ# ˆHO„^ŒOQÍ =∂i# K≥·<åÖ’

|`«HÍÅ<åfl, "åºáê~°O KÕÜ«∂Å<åfl JHõ¯_ç ÉèÏ+¨ ~å=_»O `«Ñ¨Êxã¨i. ÖËHõáÈ`Õ ^Œ∞ÉÏã‘ HÀã¨O ~ÀA‰õΩ 500 #∞Oz 1000 _®Å~°∞¡

JO>Ë Hõhã¨O   Ô~O_»∞ #∞Oz <åÅ∞QÆ∞ "ÕÅ ~°∂áêÜ«∞Å∞ K≥e¡OK«∞HÀ"åeû LO@∞Ok. "≥∞~Ú<£ÖÏºO_£ K≥·<å #QÆ~åÅ∞, Ñ¨@ì}ÏÖ’¡

JHõ¯_ç ÉèÏ+¨ ̀ ≥eÜ«∞HõáÈ`Õ HÍÅ∞ Hõ^ŒÑ¨_»O ‰õÄ_® Hõ+¨ì"Õ∞. Ç¨ÏŸ@à◊√§, ̂ Œ∞HÍ}ÏÅ∞, „Ñ¨Éèí∞`«fi Hõ~åºÅÜ«∂Å ÖÏ"å^ÕgÅhfl K≥·<å ÉèÏ+¨Ö’<Õ

LO\Ï~Ú. HÍ|\˜ì "åà◊§ ÉèÏ+¨ ̀ ≥eÜ«∞_»O ̀ «Ñ¨Êxã¨i. ÖËHõáÈ`Õ UO H˘<åÖ’, UO u<åÖ’y ‰õÄ_® ̀ ÕÅ∞ÊHÀ=_»O Hõ+¨ìO. WHõ „QÍ=∂Ö’¡

XHõ¯ WOQÆw¡+¨μ Ñ¨^ŒO ‰õÄ_® qxÑ≤OK«^Œ∞.

ÃÑ~°∞QÆ∞`«∞#fl WOw¡+π „ˆH*ò

J~Ú`Õ WÑ¨C_çÑ¨C_»∞ K≥·<åÖ’ WOw¡+¨μ‰õΩ „ˆH*ò ÃÑ~°∞QÆ∞`ÀOk. HÍx Jk ~åHõáÈ=_»O Ö’Ñ¨=∞#fl ÉèÏ=#QÍh, J*Ï˝#=∞#fl

«̀Ñ̈C_»∞ J=QÍÇ̈Ï# QÍh "åiÖ’ ÖË̂ Œ∞. J^˘Hõ J Œ̂#Ñ̈Ù „Ñ̈Ü≥∂[#OQÍ =∂„ «̀"Õ∞ "åà◊√§ ÉèÏqã̈∞Î<åfl~°∞. ̂ •x=Å¡ H˘O Œ̂~°∞ „\Ï<£ûÖË@~°∞¡QÍ,

^Œ∞ÉÏã‘Å∞QÍ ÉÏQÍ _»|∞ƒ ã¨OáêkOK«K«Ûx <Õ~°∞Û‰õΩ<Õ „Ñ¨Ü«∞`«flO KÕã¨∞Î<åfl~°∞. J<ÕHõ HÀzOQ∑ ÃãO@~°∞¡, @∂º@~°∞¡ WOw¡+¨μ <ÕiÊOKÕ
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Beyond First Impressions
Ñ¨xÖ’ x=∞QÆfl"≥∞ÿ L<åfl~Ú. Ç¨OQÆ∂˚Ö’ ̂ •^•Ñ¨Ù 20 "ÕÅ ZHõ~åÅ qã‘Î~°‚OÖ’ XHõ ÃÇ·Ï>ˇH± ã≤\© LOk. Wk K≥·<åÖ’ L#fl Jxfl ÃÇ·Ï>ˇH±

*’#¡Ö’ ÔHÖÏ¡ ÃÑ^ŒÌk, „Ñ¨Ñ¨OK«OÖ’x J„QÆ„âı}˜ HõOÃÑhÅhfl WHõ¯_» Ñ¨xKÕã¨∞Î<åfl~Ú. D *’<£ áêÅHõ =∞O_»e _≥·Ô~Hõì~ü l<£ *ÏÃÑOQ∑#∞

"Õ∞O HõÅ∞ã̈∞‰õΩ#flÑ̈C_»∞ PÜ«∞# QÆO@‰õΩ ÃÑ·QÍ JHȭ _ç Jaè=$kú  HÍ~°ºHõÖÏáêÅ#∞ q=iOKå~°∞. XHȭ  WOw¡+̈μ =∂@‰õÄ_® =∂\Ï¡_»‰õΩO_®

PÜ«∞# âß„ã‘ÎÜ«∞, ™êOˆHuHõ q+¨Ü«∂Å#∞, "å}˜[º "åºáê~° JOâßÅ#∞, ZQÆ∞=∞`«∞Å∞ kQÆ∞=∞`«∞Å q=~åÅ#∞ Ñ¨ÓiÎQÆxÍ K≥·<å

ÉèÏ+¨Ö’<Õ K≥Ñ¨Ê_»O Pâ◊Û~°ºO HõeyOzOk. PÜ«∞# "≥O@ L#fl ^Œ∞ÉÏã‘ WOw¡+¨μÖ’ =∂\Ï¡_ç# ^•xHõO>Ë PÜ«∂ q+¨Ü«∂Å#∞

*ÏÃÑOQ∑ K≥·<å ÉèÏ+¨Ö’<Õ J#~°æà◊OQÍ K≥¿ÑÊÜ«∞_»O K«∂ã≤#Ñ¨C_»∞ K≥·<å‰õΩ WOw¡+¨μ J=ã¨~°O ÖË^Œ<Õ JxÑ≤OzOk. [~°fleã¨∞ìÅ∞i,

JkèHÍ~°∞Å∞, „á⁄ÃÑ¶ã¨~°∞¡, z=iH˜ "≥·ãπ Kèå#Å~°¡ ™ê÷~Ú  qâ◊fiq^•ºÅÜ«∂Å JkèÑ¨`«∞Å∞ ‰õÄ_® WOw¡+¨μÖ’ =∂\Ï¡_»ÖË~°∞. =∂\Ï¡_®Åx

HÀ~°∞HÀ~°∞.

|∞^Œ∞ú_ç áê^Œ=Ú„^ŒÅ∞

K≥·<åÖ’ =∞`«O ÖË^Œ#∞‰õΩO\ÏO. Hõ=¸ºxã¨∞ì ^Õâ◊O HÍ|\˜ì =∞`«O LO_»^Œ<Õ Jaè„áêÜ«∞O <å‰õÄ LO_çOk. JkèHÍiHõOQÍ

ÖËHõáÈ~Ú<å JHȭ _ç „QÍ=∂Å∞, =∂~°∞=¸Å „áêO`åÖ’¡ „Ñ̈[Å∞ =∞`åxfl PK«iã̈∞ÎO\Ï~°∞. „QÍ=∂Ö’¡ É∫ Œ̂ú, Hõ#∂Êùº+≤Ü«∞<£ =∞`åKå~åÅ∞

HõxÑ≤ã̈∞ÎO\Ï~Ú. #QÆ~åÖ’¡, Ñ̈@ì}ÏÖ’¡ „ÔH·ã̈Î==∞ «̀O, H˘xflKÀ@¡ W™ê¡O „áê|ÅºO ‰õÄ_® LOk. QÆ∞_»∞Å∞, =∞ã‘̂ Œ∞Å∞, K«sÛÅ∞  „Ñ̈uKÀ\Ï

HõxÑ≤ã̈∞ÎO\Ï~Ú. ™êOã̈¯ $uHõ qÑ̈¡= HÍÅOÖ’ KåÖÏ =~°‰õΩ Wq =¸ «̀Ñ̈_»¤Ñ̈Ê\H̃© ̂ Õâ◊"åºÑ̈ÎOQÍ Jxfl KÀ\Ï¡ Wq =∞m§ "≥Ú Œ̂ÅÜ«∂ºÜ«∞x

WÑ¨C_»∞ Ñ¨@ì}ÏÖ’¡ „ÔH·ã¨Î==∞`«O |ÅOQÍ qã¨Îi™ÈÎO^Œx `≥eã≤ Pâ◊Û~°ºO HõeyOk.

clOQ∑ #∞Oz 2800 H˜Ö’g∞@~°∞¡ „Ñ¨Ü«∂}˜Oz â◊√âßO`ü |<åfl KÕ~°∞‰õΩ<åfl#∞. â◊√âßO`ü |<åfl #QÆ~°O HÍ^Œ∞ XHõ „áêO`«O.

Ü«Ú<å<£ ~åROÖ’<Õ Pk"åã¨∞Å∞ JkèHõOQÍ x=ã≤OKÕ XHõ ã¨fiÜ«∞O „Ñ¨uÑ¨uÎ Hõey# „áêOfÜ«∞ =∞O_»e. S^•~°∞ yi[# `≥QÆÖ’¡

^ä•Üü∞ `≥QÆ "≥∞*Ïi\©QÍ L#fl "ÕÖÏk z#fl z#fl „QÍ=∂Å ã¨=¸Ç¨ÏO. D „áêO`« yi[#∞ÅO`å É∫^Œú=∞`«ã¨∞ÎÅ∞. "Õ∞O P ~å„uH˜

lOQ∑Ç¨OQ∑ J<Õ z#fl Ñ¨@ì}OÖ’ |ã¨KÕâßO. ˆH=ÅO 40 "ÕÅ [<åÉèÏ L#fl P Ñ¨@ì}O É∫^Œú Ñ¨~åº@‰õΩÅ‰õΩ P#O^Œ xÅÜ«∞O.

Ñ¨K«Û\˜ =<åÅ g∞k #∞Oz gKÕ Ñ¨ÓÅ Ñ¨i=∞à◊O, ^•iá⁄_»=Ù<å áêˆ~ "≥∞HÍOQ∑ #k, J_»∞QÆ_»∞QÆ∞<å ^ä•Üü∞ ã¨Oã¨¯ $u L\˜ìÑ¨_Õ

Hõ@ì_®Å∞, É∫^Œú PÅÜ«∂Å∞, P~å=∂Å∞, ^ÕjÜ«∞ yi[<åÅ∞, q^Õj Ü«∂„u‰õΩÅ∞ XHõ q#∂`«fl Ö’HõOQÍ HõxÑ≤OzO^• T~°∞. ~À_»∞¤

Ñ¨Hõ¯<Õ L#fl XHõ Ç¨ÏŸ@ÖòÖ’ Éè’[#O KÕã¨∞ÎO>Ë JHõ¯_» QÀ_»g∞^Œ L#fl |∞^Œ∞ú_ç áÈã¨ì~ü #<åflHõi¬OzOk. ^ŒQÆæ~°QÍ "≥o§ Ñ¨ijeOKå#∞.

P áÈã¨ì~üÃÑ· P Ñ¨@ì} =$`åÎO`«O LOk. Ñ¨Ó~°fiHÍÅOÖ’ Q“`«=∞ =Úx ÉèÏ~°`«^Õâ◊O QÆ∞O_® „Ñ¨Ü«∂}˜ã¨∂Î P Ti á⁄e="Õ∞~°Ö’H˜

=KÕÛã¨iH˜ "Õ‰õΩ= *Ï=Ú J~ÚºO^Œ@. ã¨∂~°∞º_ç ̀ ˘eH˜~°}ÏÅ∞ „Ñ¨ã¨iOK«_»O K«∂ã≤ |∞^Œ∞ú_»∞ P TiH˜ lOQ∑Ç¨OQ∑ (Öˇ·\ò PÑ¶π ̂ Œ _®<£)

Jx ¿Ñ~°∞ ÃÑ\Ïì_»@. P TiÖ’ „Ñ¨u "å_® |∞^Œ∞ú_ç áê^Œ^èŒ∂o`À Ñ¨q„`«"≥∞ÿO^Œx Jxfl „Ñ¨^è•# „áêO`åÅ‰õÄ |∞^Œ∞ú_Õ <å=∞Hõ~°}O

KÕâß_»h ^•xÃÑ· ~åã≤ LOk.

XˆH ^Õâ◊O aè#fl „Ñ¨Ñ¨OKåÅ∞

XHõ ^Õâ◊O Ô~O_»∞ =º=ã¨÷Å#flk #=K≥·<å x~å‡}O <å\˜ Hõ=¸ºxã¨∞ì áêsì x<å^ŒO. P x<å^•xH˜ J#∞QÆ∞}OQÍ<Õ K≥·<å

„QÍg∞}, #QÆ~° Pi÷Hõ =º=ã̈÷Å#∞ "Õ~°∞"Õ~°∞QÍ, aè#flOQÍ Jaè=$kú KÕã̈∂Î =KåÛ~°∞. J Õ̂ WÑ̈C_»∞ ÃÑ Œ̂Ì ã̈=∞ã̈ºQÍ =∂iO^• JxÑ≤OzOk.

Ü«Ú<å<£, ã≤K«∂"å<£ „áÈq<£ûÅÖ’x „QÍ=∂Å∞, Ñ¨@ì}ÏÅ∞, JÖÏˆQ K«∞OQ∑zOQ∑ ÖÏO\˜ áêi„âßq∞Hõ #QÆ~åÅ∞ P `«~°∞"å`« clOQ∑,

ëêOÃÑ¶∞ÿ, Ç¨OQÆ∂˚ÅÖ’ [~°∞QÆ∞`À#fl Jaè=$kú K«∂âßHõ Hõ=¸ºxã¨∞ì K≥·<åÅaÖ’ Zxfl „Ñ¨Ñ¨OKåÅ∞<åflÜ≥∂ JxÑ≤OzOk. J~Ú`Õ PHõe,

¿Ñ^ŒiHõO, x~°∞^ÀºQÆO, ^ÀÑ≤_ô, ÉÏxã¨`«fiO   ‰õΩÅq=HõΔ L#fl =∞# „QÍ=∂Å`À áÈeÛ K«∂ã¨∞‰õΩ#flÑ¨C_»∞ JHõ¯_ç „QÍ=∂Å∞, „Ñ¨[Å∞

ZO`À ¿ãfiK«ÛùQÍ |`«∞‰õΩ`«∞#fl>Ë¡ JxÑ≤OzOk. HÍx „Ñ¨[Å =∞^èŒº JO`«~åÅ∞, „QÍ=∂Å =∞^èŒº, #QÆ~åÅ =∞^èŒº Pi÷Hõ Jã¨=∂#`«Å∞

„Ñ¨^è•#"≥∞ÿ# ã¨=∞ã¨ºQÍ L<åfl~Ú.

Hõ=¸º<£Å∞, L=∞‡_ç =º=™êÜ«∞ ˆHΔ„`åÅ∞ ~°^ŒÌ~Ú ‰õΩ@∞O| „áêuÑ¨kHõ# Éèí∂Hõ=∞`åÅ Ñ¨OÑ≤}© [iQÍHõ D JO`«~åÅ∞

„Ñ¨ã¨∞Êù@=∞=Ù`«∂ =KåÛ~Ú. JO^ŒiH© Éèí∂q∞ ÅaèOzOk   HÍh Jk ¿Ñ^Œ ̂ èŒxHõ ̀ Õ_®Å#∞ ã¨$+≤ìzzOzOk. „QÍ=∂Ö’¡ Éèí∂q∞ Ñ¨OÑ≤}©

[<åÉèÏ „áêuÑ¨kHõ# [iyOk. "Õ∞O Ñ¨ijeOz# Ü«Ú<å<£ „QÍ=∂Ö’¡ Ô~·`«∞Å‰õΩ XH˘¯Hõ¯ ‰õΩ@∞OÉÏxH˜ S^Œ∞ #∞Oz Ñ¨^≥Hõ~åÅ ^•HÍ

Éèíq∞ LOk. Ü«Ú<å<£ H˘O_»Å∞, J_»=ÙÅ∞#fl „áêO`«O. [<åÉèÏ `«‰õΩ¯=, Éèí∂q∞ Z‰õΩ¯=. nO`À Ô~·`«∞Å∞ =∞Oz ã≤÷uÖ’ L<åfl~°∞. J^Õ

ã≤K«∞"å<£Ö’ Éèí∂q∞ [<åÉèÏ‰õΩ ã¨iÑ¨_® ÖË^Œ∞. Z‰õΩ¯= "≥∞ÿ^•# „áêO`«O L<åfl, [#™êO„^Œ`å Z‰õΩ¯"Õ HÍ=_»O`À XH˘¯Hõ¯ Ô~·`«∞‰õΩ

ZHõ~°O ‰õÄ_® ^˘~°HõÖË^Œ∞. WÖÏ Éèí∂q∞ Ñ¨OÑ≤}© „QÍ=∞O, Hõ=¸º<£, H“O\© „áêuÑ¨kHõ# [~°QÆ_»O`À „QÍ=∂Å "åsQÍ, „áêO`åÅ

"åsQÍ Ô~·`«∞Å ã≤÷u QÆ`«∞Ö’¡ `Õ_®Å∞ ~å=_»O "≥Ú^ŒÖˇ·Ok, Wk HÀ™êÎ f~° „áêO`åÅ∞, ^ŒH˜Δ}Ïk áêi„âßq∞Hõ ~å„ëêìÅ∞, Ü«∂Ow˚#n

Ñ¨i"åÇ¨ÏHõ _≥ÖÏìÅ`À áÈÅ∞Û‰õΩ#flÑ¨C_»∞ XHõ Ô~·`«∞‰õÄ, =∞~À Ô~·`«∞‰õÄ =∞^èŒº S^•~°∞ Ô~@¡ `Õ_® HõxÑ≤ã¨∞ÎOk.

Ç¨˙HÀ¯ ÃÑ^ŒÌ J_»¤OH˜

"Õ∞O XHõ\˜ Ô~O_»∞ ~ÀAÅ∞ =∞# ^ŒQÆæ~° =∞O_»Å ˆHO„^ŒO ÖÏO\˜ H“O\© ÃãO@~À¡ XHõ z#fl ã¨„`«OÖ’ LO_®eû =zÛOk.

^•^•Ñ¨Ù Ñ¨k QÆ^Œ∞Å∞#fl P ã¨„`«OÖ’ XH˘¯Hõ¯ QÆkÖ’ #Å∞QÆ∞Ô~·^Œ∞QÆ∞~°∞ Ü«Ú=‰õΩÅ∞O@∞<åfl~°∞. P~å f¿ãÎ "åà◊§O`å á⁄~°∞QÆ∞ ~åR

Ô~·`«∞Å∞. JHõ¯_» Éèí∂q∞ ã¨iáÈHõ =Åã¨ ‰õÄbÅ∞QÍ =zÛ |`«∞‰õΩ`«∞<åfl~°∞. J~Ú`Õ Jk =∂~°∞=¸Å „QÍ=∞O HÍ|\˜ì K≥e¡Ok. ÖËHõáÈ`Õ

Ç¨˙HÀ¯ LÅ¡OÑ¶≤∞Oz#O^Œ∞‰õΩ *ˇ·Å∞áêÅ∞ii HÍ"åeûO^Õ. Ç¨˙HÀ¯ J<Õk áœ~°ã¨`«fiO ÖÏO\˜k. „Ñ¨u „QÍ=∞OÖ’ XH˘¯Hõ¯ ‰õΩ@∞OÉÏxH˜

Ç¨˙HÀ¯ ¿Ñ~°∞`À QÆ∞iÎOÑ¨Ù HÍ~°∞¤ LO@∞Ok, U TiÖ’ ÖË^• #QÆ~°OÖ’ Ç¨˙HÀ¯   LO>Ë JHõ¯_Õ LO_®e `«Ñ¨Ê "Õˆ~ KÀ\˜H˜ (=Åã¨)

"≥à◊§_»O K≥·<åÖ’ x¿+^èŒO. #QÆ~°OÖ’ QÍh, á⁄~°∞QÆ∞ „áêO`«OÖ’ QÍh  LáêkèHÀã¨O (Ñ¨xHÀã¨O) "≥àÏ§ÅO>Ë =~ü¯ Ñ¨i‡\ò LO_®e.

Jk P „QÍ=∞Ñ¨Ù Ñ¨a¡H± Ãã‰õÄº~°\© JkèHÍi W"åfierr. JÖÏ "≥à◊§_®xH˜ gÅ∞ÖË^Œ∞ ‰õÄ_®. Wk WÑ¨C_»∞ „QÍ=∂Å#∞ LH˜¯i aH˜¯i

KÕ™ÈÎOk.

x*ÏxH˜ D Ç¨˙HÀ¯     J<Õk ™È+¨eãπì HÍÅOÖ’ ̂~+¨xOQ∑‰õΩ, ™È+¨Öò Ãã‰õÄºi\© (Lz`« "≥·^ŒºO, q^Œº, ã¨~°∞‰õΩÅ Ñ¨OÑ≤}©)

=O\˜ J=ã¨~åÅ JOK«<å HÀã¨O "≥Ú^ŒÖˇ·Ok. JÖÏˆQ ã¨fiÜ«∞O ã¨=∞$kú Hõey# „QÍ=∂Å  x~å‡}O HÀã¨O, =Åã¨Å∞ xÜ«∞O„uOz

=º=™êÜ«∞ L`«ÊuÎ ÃÑOK«_»O HÀã¨O "å_»_»O [iyOk. J~Ú`Õ „QÍ=∂Å HõO>Ë Ñ¨@ì}ÏÖ’¡ J=HÍâßÅ∞ ÃÑiy, P^•Ü«∞O "≥∞~°∞ÔQ·#

`«~°∞"å`« „Ñ¨[Å∞ =Åã¨Å HÀã¨O "≥`«∞‰õΩ`«∞<åfl~°∞. JkèHÍiHõOQÍ gÅ∞ ÖË^Œ∞ HÍ|\˜ì ^˘OQÆKå@∞QÍ "≥o§ #QÆ~åÖ’¡ z`«∞ÎHÍy`åÅ∞

U~°∞HÀ=_»O, J#∞=∞u ÖËx Ñ¨#∞Ö’¡ xÜ«Ú‰õΩÎÅ∞ HÍ=_»O KÕã¨∞Î<åfl~°∞. WÖÏO\˜ "åi   ã¨OYº K≥·<åÖ’ WÑ¨C_»∞ 20 HÀ@∞¡ ^•\˜O^Œx

`≥eã≤#Ñ¨C_»∞ K≥·<å‰õΩ á⁄Oz L#fl „Ñ¨^è•# ã¨=∞ã¨º D áœ~° ã¨`«fi"Õ∞ JxÑ≤OzOk. D =Åã¨Å#∞ JiHõ@ì_®xH˜ 1980 ^Œâ◊HõOÖ’

„QÍg∞} Pi÷Hõ ã¨Oã¨̄ ~°}Ö’¡ ÉèÏQÆOQÍ \∫<£+≤Ñπ qÖË*ò ZO@~ü „ÃÑ·*ˇãπ (\˜qW)#∞ U~åÊ@∞ KÕâß~°∞. q∞QÆ∞Å∞ „âßq∞‰õΩÅ#∞ =º=™êÜ«∞O

#∞Oz D \˜qWÅ‰õΩ Ñ¨O¿Ñ"å~°∞. 1980Ö’ ^•^•Ñ¨Ù 3 HÀ@¡ =∞OkH˜ Láêkè HõeÊOz# \˜qWÅ∞ 1990 <å\˜H˜ ^•^•Ñ¨Ù 9 HÀ@¡‰õΩ

ÃÑ·QÍ „QÍg∞} ‰õÄbÅ#∞ P^Œ∞‰õΩ<åfl~Ú. P ̀ «~°∞"å`« qã¨Î~°} ÖËHõáÈ=_»O`À ‰õÄbÅ∞ ̀ «Ñ¨Êxã¨iQÍ #QÆ~åÅ "≥·Ñ¨Ù K«∂_®eû =™ÈÎOk.

P~ÀQÆº c=∂

P~ÀQÆº c=∂ =∞~À „Ñ¨^è•# PHõ~°¬}. #QÆ~åÖ’¡ Ñ¨x ^˘iH˜`Õ Jk `å`å¯eHõOQÍ ^˘iˆH Éèí=# x~å‡}Ñ¨Ù ‰õÄb Ñ¨x J~Ú<å

=~ü¯  Ñ¨i‡\ò LO@∞Ok. U HÍO„\ÏHõì~ü J~Ú`Õ ‰õÄbH˜ fã¨∞H˘™êÎ_»À J`«<Õ P ‰õÄbÅO^Œi ™È+¨Öò Ãã‰õÄºi\© ~°∞ã¨∞=ÚÅ∞ K≥e¡Oz

`å`å¯eHõ x="åã¨ ™œHõ~°ºO HõeÊ™êÎ_»∞. J~Ú`Õ P~ÀQÆº c=∂ ™œHõ~åºÅ∞ ‰õÄ_® ã¨Oã¨¯~°}Å "≥Å∞¡=Ö’ ZyiáÈÜ«∂~Ú. x*ÏxH˜

K≥·<å 1970 <å\˜H˜ P~ÀQÆº~°OQÆOÖ’ J^Œ∞ƒù`« q[Ü«∂Å∞ ™êkèOzOk. 1949Ö’ K≥·<å J<å~ÀQÆº ̂ Õâ◊"Õ∞. K≥·<å ã¨QÆ@∞ PÜ«Ú~åÌÜ«∞O

35 ã¨O=`«û~åÅ∞ =∂„`«"Õ∞ JO>Ë Pâ◊Û~°ºO HõÅ∞QÆ∞`«∞Ok. qÑ¨¡"å#O`«~° K«~°ºÅ∞, =ÚYºOQÍ 1965Ö’ „Ñ¨"Õâ◊ÃÑ\˜ì# =¸_»OK≥Å

"≥·^Œº ™œHõ~åºÅ∞ 9000 âß`«O =∞OkH˜ P~°ÀQÆº c=∂, "≥·^Œº ã¨^Œ∞áêÜ«∂Å#∞ JO^Œ∞ÉÏ@∞Ö’H˜ ̀ Õ=_»O`À Jk WÑ¨C_»∞ 69 âß`åxH˜

KÕ~°∞‰õΩOk. JÖÏˆQ JHõΔ~åã¨º`«   19 âß`«O q∞Oz 90 âß`åxH˜ KÕ~°∞‰õΩOk.

P „QÍ=∂Å∞ ã¨fi~°æã‘=∞ÖË

^ŒH˜Δ} HÀ™êÎ f~°OÖ’ L#fl „QÍ=∂Å∞ =∂„`«O x[OQÆÍ<Õ ã¨fi~°æã‘=∞Å∞QÍ HõxÑ≤OKå~Ú. ëêOÃÑ¶∞ÿ #∞Oz Ç¨ÏŸOQÆ∂˚ #QÆ~åxH˜

^•^•Ñ¨Ù 200 H˜Ö’g∞@~°∞¡ |ã¨∞ûÖ’ „Ñ¨Ü«∂}˜ã¨∞Î#flO`« ¿ãÑ¨Ù Ñ¨K«Ûx á⁄ÖÏÅ∞, qâßÅ"≥∞ÿ# Éèí=O`«∞Å∞, WO\˜O\˜H© HÍ~°∞¡ WÖÏ Z<Àfl

P^èŒ∞xHõ Ç¨ÏOQÆ∞Å∞ HõxÑ≤OKå~Ú. P „áêO`«OÖ’ XHõ¯ =∞=Ù (660 g∞@~°∞¡) á⁄ÅO ^•^•Ñ¨Ù 20 ÅHõΔÅ ~°∂áêÜ«∞Å∞ LO@∞O^Œx

q∞„`«∞_»∞ K≥áêÊ~°∞. J~Ú`Õ K≥·<åÖ’ Z=iH© ™⁄O`« Éèí∂q∞ LO_»^Œ∞. ˆH=ÅO Ç¨Ï‰õΩ¯Å∞ =∂„`«"Õ∞ LO\Ï~Ú. D H“Å∞ Ç¨Ï‰õΩ¯Å∞

„QÍ=∂Ö’¡ 70 ã¨O=`«û~åÅ‰õΩ W\©=ÖË á⁄_çyOKå~°∞. "å\˜x J=Ú‡HÀ=_»O, |kb KÕÜ«∞_»O ‰õΩ^Œ~°^ŒŒ∞.
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#=ã¨=∂[O ã¨=∞ã¨=∂[O

K≥·<å „Ñ¨Éèí∞`«fiO „Ñ¨[Ö’¡ ~°OQÆ∞Ö’Î#fl D Jã¨O`«$Ñ≤Îx QÆ=∞xOz =∞m§ 1970 <å\˜ „QÍg∞} ã¨=∂[O "≥·Ñ¨Ù "≥ÚQÆæ_»O

„áê~°OaèOzOk. Ô~·`«∞Å#∞ „QÍ=∂Ö’¡ LO_Õ q^èŒOQÍ „QÍ=∂Å#∞ Ñ¨iÑ¨Ù+¨ìO KÕÜ«∞_®xH˜ „Ñ¨Ü«∞`åflÅ∞ "≥Ú^ŒÅ∞ ÃÑ\˜ìOk. '#∂º

™È+¨eãπì HõO„\© Ãã·_£— ¿Ñ~°∞`À XHõ ã¨iH˘`«Î Ñ¨OK«=~°¬ „Ñ¨}ÏoHõ#∞ QÆ`« U_®k „Ñ¨Éèí∞`«fiO „Ñ¨Hõ\˜OzOk. "≥#∞Hõ|_ç# „áêq<£ûÅ∞,

H“O\©Å#∞ <À\˜ÃÑ· KÕã≤ JHõ¯_ç Ô~·`«∞Å‰õΩ QÆ`« Ô~O_Õà◊√§QÍ HÀ\Ï¡k ~°∂áêÜ«∞Å ã¨aû_ôÅ∞, ã¨QÆO ̂ èŒ~°ˆH „\ÏHõì~°∞¡, =º=™êÜ«∞ Ñ¨x=Ú@∞¡

JOk™ÈÎOk. q^•º=HÍâßÅ "≥∞~°∞QÆ∞HÀã¨O PÜ«∂ „áêO`åÖ’¡ Ñ¶‘AÅ∞ Ñ¨ÓiÎQÍ ~°̂ Œ∞ÌKÕã≤ Ñ¨ÙãÎ̈HÍÅ∞, Ç¨ã̈ìÖò ™œHõ~åºÅ∞ ‰õÄ_® Lz «̀OQÍ

JOk™ÈÎOk. =º=™êÜ«∞ ~°OQÍxH˜ 2005`À áÈe¿ãÎ U_»∞ Ô~@∞¡ "≥#∞Hõ|_ç# „áêO`åÖ’¡ P~ÀQÆº c=∂ ™œHõ~åºÅ∞, ÉèÏsQÍ ÃÑ#¬#∞¡,

ã¨aû_ôÅ∞ ã¨=∞‰õÄ~°∞™ÈÎOk. ^•O`Àáê@∞ „QÍ=∞™ê÷~Ú #∞Oz Ñ¨iáêÅ##∞ „Ñ¨*Ï ™êfig∞ºHõiOKåÅx ‰õÄ_® „Ñ¨Éèí∞`«fiO ÉèÏq™ÈÎOk.

D K«~°ºÅ∞ QÆ`« U_®k HÍÅOQÍ H˘`«Î Pâ◊Å∞ ̂~ÔHuÎã¨∞Î<åfl~Ú. ã¨Oã¨¯~°}Å∞ „Ñ¨[Å‰õΩ KÕiˆQ #QÆ~åÅ‰õΩ ~å"åÅ#fl PÖ’K«# Ô~·`«∞Å‰õΩ

LO_»^Œ∞.

'x*ÏxH˜ =∂ „QÍ=∂Å∞ ã¨fi~åæÅ∞. J~Ú`Õ „Ñ¨Ñ¨OpHõ~°} "≥Å∞QÆ∞Ö’ #QÆ~åÅ∞ ã¨fi~åæÅ#fl „Éèí=∞ HõÅ∞QÆ∞`ÀO^Œ—x XHõ [~°fleã¨∞ì

q∞„`«∞_»∞ J#_»O Juâ◊Ü≥∂H˜Î HÍ^ŒxÑ≤OzOk. x*ÏxH˜ Jxfl ~°HÍÅ ™œHõ~åºÅ∞ JHõ¯_ç „QÍ=∂eÖ’¡ L<åfl~Ú. XHõ ~ÀA "Õ∞O

=∂~°∞=¸Å „QÍ=∞OÖ’ JO>Ë ̂ Õâ◊ ~å[^è•xH˜ ̂ •^•Ñ¨Ù 3 "ÕÅ H˜Ö’g∞@~°∞¡, ~åRP ~å[^è•xH˜ "≥~Úº H˜Ö’g∞@~°¡ ̂ Œ∂~°OÖ’, ã¨=Ú„^Œ

=∞\ÏìxH˜ ^•^•Ñ¨Ù "≥~Úº g∞@~°¡ Z`«∞ÎÖ’ L#fl Ñ¨Öˇ¡Ö’ LO_®eû =zÛOk. JHõ¯_ç ^•HÍ qâßÅ"≥∞ÿ# ~À_»∞¤, P   TiÖ’ ã≤"≥∞O@∞

~À_»∞¤, „Ñ̈u QÆ∞_çÃã‰õÄ >̌bq[<£ Ü«∂O>̌<å, =∞~°∞QÆ∞^˘_»∞¡, áê~î°âßÅ Éèí=<åÅ∞ K«∂¿ãÎ <å‰õΩ Pâ◊Û~°º"Õ∞ã≤Ok. JO ≥̀O Œ̂∞‰õΩ ÃÇ·Ï Œ̂~åÉÏ £̂

t"å~°∞¡ ^•\˜`Õ Ñ¨xKÕÜ«∞x <å ÃãÖòá¶È<£H WO@ˆ~fl+¨#Öò ~Àq∞OQ∑Ö’ JOgg`« =∂~°∞=¸Å TiÖ’ ‰õÄ_® Ñ¨xKÕÜ«∞_»O P#O^ŒO

HõeyOzOk.

clOQ∑ _çÑ¨Óº\© "Õ∞Ü«∞~ü Hõeyã¨∞Î#fl Pâ◊

K≥<£QÍOQ∑ =$uÎs`åº WO[h~ü. clOQ∑Ö’ =Úxã≤Ñ̈Öò áê¡xOQ∑ JkèHÍiQÍ LO_ç P ̀ «~åfi «̀ _çÑ̈Óº\© "Õ∞Ü«∞~üQÍ ZxflHõÜ«∂º_»∞.

J`«}˜‚ z=i ~ÀA# =∞∂ HÍ#ÊùÔ~<£û‰õΩ H© <À\ò ã‘ÊHõ~üQÍ Ñ≤eKå~°∞. =∞=∞‡ÅflO^Œsfl P ~ÀA Ñ¨ÙÖòã¨∂\òÖ’ ~å"åeûOkQÍ =∂ _≥·Ô~Hõì~ü

Jâ’H± QÆ∞~°∞OQ∑ P^ÕtOKå~°∞. Ç¨Å∞Ö’ JO`å á¶ê~°‡Öò „_≥ãπÖ’ L<åfl~°∞.. D Ö’QÍ XHõ |Hõ¯ Ñ¨Å∞K«x =∞x+≤ =Ú_»`«Å∞ Ñ¨_»¤ +¨~üì`À

JHõ¯_» „Ñ¨`«ºHõΔ=∞Ü«∂º_»∞. J`«<Õ =ÚYº Jukä Jx, P #QÆ~° _çÑ¨Óº\© "Õ∞Ü«∞~ü Jx K≥¿ÑÊ^•HÍ #=∞‡ÖËHõáÈÜ«∂O. PÜ«∞# q#„=∞OQÍ

xÅ|_ç ã¨aè‰õΩÅO^ŒiH© HõΔ=∂Ñ¨}Å∞ K≥áê~°∞.

''g∞~°O`å KåÖÏ á¶ê~°‡ÖòHÍ ã̈∂\òÅ∞ ̂ èŒiOKå~°∞. <Õ#ÖÏ ~åÖËHõ áÈ~Ú#O Œ̂∞‰õΩ =∞xflOK«O_ç. <å‰õΩ ̀ ≥Å∞ã̈∞, Wk „Ñ̈uëêì̀ «‡Hõ"≥∞ÿ#

HÍ~°º„Hõ=∞=∞x. HÍh =∂ „Ñ¨Éèí∞`«fiO LëÈ‚„QÆ`« 26 _ç„wÅ∞ ^•\˜`Õ `«Ñ¨Ê HÍ~åºÅÜ«∂Ö’¡ Zã≤Å∞ "å_»~å^Œx x~°‚~ÚOzOk.  W"åà◊

LëÈ‚„QÆ`« KåÖÏ `«‰õΩ¯= LOk. <Õ#∞ +¨~°∞ì ÃÑ·# ã¨∂\ò "Õã¨∞‰õΩx, >ˇÿ Hõ@∞ì‰õΩO>Ë YzÛ`«OQÍ Z.ã≤ "Õã¨∞HÀ"åeû =ã¨∞ÎOk. HÍ|\˜ì =∂

x~°‚Ü«∂efl "Õ∞O Q“~°qOK«_»O HÀã¨O WÖÏ ~å"åeû =zÛOk— JO@∂ q=~°} W=fi_»O #=Ùfi `≥Ñ≤ÊOz<å JHõ¯_»∞#fl KåÖÏ =∞Okx

PÖ’zOÑ¨*Ëã≤Ok. J`«x QÆ∞iOz `«~°∞"å`« "åHõ|∞ KÕ¿ãÎ ZO`À x*Ï~Úf`À Ñ¨xKÕ™ÈÎ#fl =ºH˜Î Jx, clOQ∑ XeOÑ≤H±û HÀã¨O

#QÆ~åxfl „Ñ¨Ñ¨OK« ™ê÷~Ú „H©_® "ÕkHõQÍ =∞eKÕ Ñ¨xÖ’ `«#∂ ‰õÄbÅ`À áê@zz∞ áêÖÁæO@∞<åfl_»x K≥áêÊ~°∞. K≥·<å #∞Oz

|Ü«∞Å∞^Õ~°_®xH˜ =ÚO^Œ∞ <Õ#∞ "≥∞ÿ^Œ~åÉÏ^£Ö’ LO@∞#fl q∞„`«∞_çH˜ á¶È<£ KÕâß#∞. 'K≥·<åÖ’ Z„~°*ˇO_® LO^•— J#_çQÍ_»`«#∞. 'U

*ˇO_® L<åfl <åHõÉèíºO`«~°O ÖË^Œ∞. ZO^Œ∞HõO>Ë Z*ˇO_® =∂„`«O LOk— J<åfl#∞. Jk x[O ‰õÄ_®.

#∂º ã¨∂¯Öò.....

"å=∞Ñ¨HõΔ ÉèÏ=*ÏÅO, „Ñ¨QÆujÅ ^Œ$HõÊ^ä•Å‰õΩ xÅÜ«∞OQÍ ¿Ñ~°∞á⁄Ok# #∂ºã¨∂¯Öò‰õΩ ã¨∞n~°…"≥∞ÿ# K«i„`« LOk. "≥Ú^Œ\˜

„Ñ¨Ñ¨OK« Ü«Ú^ŒúHÍÅOÖ’ [~°‡<£ áêÅ‰õΩÅ xÜ«∞O`«$`åfixfl kèHõ¯iOz "≥eH˜ QÆ∞Ô~·# "Õ∞^è•=ÙÅ∞ H˘O^Œ~°∞ J"≥∞iHÍ KÕ~°∞‰õΩx 1919Ö’

„áê~°OaèOz# #∂ºã¨∂¯Öò 1922 <å\˜H˜ #∂ºã¨∂¯Öò Ñ¶¨~ü ™È+¨Öò sÃãiÛQÍ =∂i „Ñ¨Ñ¨OK«OÖ’<Õ „Ñ¨uëêì`«‡Hõ"≥∞ÿ# Ñ¨iâ’^èŒ# ã¨Oã¨÷QÍ

~°∂á⁄OkOk. '=∞#∞+¨μÖ’¡x „Ñ¨[˝#∞ ÉèÏ=^•ã¨ºO #∞Oz q=ÚHõÎO KÕÜ«∞_»O `«Ñ¨Ê =∂‰õΩ =∞~À ã¨Oã¨¯~°} Un ÖË^Œx— „Ñ¨Hõ\˜Oz#

JÑ¨Ê\˜ "Õ∞^è•q =~°æÑ¨Ù PÖ’K«#Å‰õΩ J#∞QÆ∞}OQÍ WÑ¨C_»∞ WO_çÜ«∂ – K≥·<å W<£ã≤ì@∂º\ò ¿Ñ~°∞`À XHõ ã¨Oã¨÷#∞ „áê~°OaèOz

PÜ«∞n∂ ^ÕâßÖ’¡ ™êQÆ∞`À#fl ã¨Oã¨¯~°}Å#∞ J^èŒºÜ«∞#O KÕã≤, K«iÛOK«∞‰õΩx, =∞OzK≥_»¤Å∞ ÉËsA "Õã¨∞‰õΩ<ÕO^Œ∞‰õΩ XHõ L=∞‡_ç

"ÕkHõQÍ D ã¨Oã¨÷#∞ ~°∂á⁄OkOKå~°∞. U\Ï Ñ¨k=∞Ok (S^Œ∞QÆ∞~°∞ ÉèÏ~°fÜ«ÚÅ∞, S^Œ∞QÆ∞~°∞ K≥·<å "åà◊√§) Ü«Ú= ™ê=∂lHõ, Pi÷Hõ,

™êOˆHuHõ ~°OQÍÅ Ñ¨iâ’^èŒ‰õΩÅ#∞ ZOÑ≤Hõ KÕã≤ Ô~O_»∞ ã¨O=`«û~åÅ áê@∞ Ñ¨iâ’^èŒ#Ö’¡ `À_»Ê_»∞`«∞Ok D ã¨Oã¨÷. Ñ¨~°ã¨Ê~° K«~°ÛÅ∞,

QÀ+¨μªÅ`À áê@∞ PÜ«∂ ̂ ÕâßÖ’¡ Ñ¨~°º\˜Oz, „Ñ¨`«ºHõΔOQÍ q+¨Ü«∞ ¿ãHõ~°} [i¿ÑO^Œ∞‰õΩ gÅ∞QÍ WO_çÜ«∂ K≥·<å W<£ã≤ì@∂º\ò 'Ô~ã≤_≥hû—

Å∞ x~°fiÇ≤Ïã¨∞ÎOk.

QÆ`« U_®k „áê~°OÉèí"≥∞ÿ# D ã¨Oã¨÷ "≥Ú^Œ\˜ ÉÏºKüÖ’ ÃÑ¶Ö’QÍ ZOÑ≤Hõ HÍ=_»O`À <å‰õΩ K≥·<å QÆ∞iOz K«^Œ∞=Ù‰õΩ<Õ J=HÍâ◊O

ÅaèOzOk. D U_®k "Õ∞ E<£ÅÖ’ ^•^•Ñ¨Ù XHõ <≥Å ~ÀAÅáê@∞ K≥·<åÖ’x qq^èŒ „áêO`åÖ’¡, qq^èŒ =~åæÅ „Ñ¨[Å`À QÆ_çÑ≤

JHõ¯_ç Ñ¨iã≤÷`«∞Å#∞ „Ñ¨`«ºHõΔOQÍ QÆ=∞xOKÕ J=HÍâ◊O HõeyOk.

#=`«~°O HÍ„"Õ∞_»¡O>Ë...

H˘`«Î ™È+¨eã¨∞ì „QÍ=∂Å x~å‡}O HÀã¨O =™ÈÎ#fl x^èŒ∞Å∞ x[OQÍ „Ñ¨[Å‰õΩ KÕ~°∞`åÜ«∂ J#flk J#∞=∂#"Õ∞. áê`«`«~°O

Hõ=¸ºxã¨∞ì <Õ`«Ö’¡ L#fl   x*Ï~Úf D `«~°OÖ’ ÖË^Œ∞. ÃÑ@∞ì|_ç, =∂Ô~¯\ò Ñ¨iK«Ü«∞"≥∞ÿ<åHõ áêsì HÍ~°º^Œ~°∞≈Å‰õΩ Ãã·`«O Jqhu

JO@∞‰õΩOk. <åÅ∞ÔQ·^Õà◊§Ö’ HÀ@¡‰õΩ Ñ¨_»QÆÖˇuÎ# "åà◊¥§, "åºáê~åÖ’¡ ky ÃÑ@∞ì|_ç^•~°∞Öˇ· áÈ~Ú# "åà◊√§ HÀH˘Å¡Å∞. JO`ÕHÍ^Œ∞

„QÍ=∂Ö’¡ áê`«HÍÅÑ¨Ù Éèí∂™êfi=ÚÖÏ¡ „Ñ¨[Å#∞ =}˜H˜™ÈÎ#fl "åà◊¥§, "Õkè™ÈÎ#fl "åà◊¥§ L<åfl~°∞. K≥·<åÖ’ „Ñ¨Éèí∞`«fi"Õ∞ iÜ«∞Öò Z¿ãì\ò

HõOÃÑhÅ#∞ ™ê÷Ñ≤ã¨∞ÎOk. ̂ •xH˜ áêsì Ãã„ÔH@sÖË U[O@∞¡. áêi„âßq∞Hõ "å_»Å∞, H˘`«Î „ÃÑ·"Õ@∞ WO_»„ã≤ìÜ«∞Öò *’#∞¡ Z‰õΩ¯= ÉèÏQÆO gi

|O^èŒ∞=ÙÅ"Õ##fl P~ÀÑ¨}Ï LOk. x[OQÍ<Õ JHõ¯_ç Ñ¨i„â◊=∞Ö’¡ r`åÅ∞ KåÖÏ `«‰õΩ¯=. ™êOˆHuHõ q^Œº, J#∞Éèí=O L#fl "åà◊√§

‰õÄ_® ̂H=ÅO <åÅ∞ÔQ·^Œ∞"ÕÅ ~°∂áêÜ«∞Å‰õΩ Ñ¨xKÕÜ«∞_»O J<åºÜ«∞=∞xÑ≤OzOk. WÖÏO\˜ J<åºÜ«∂Å∞ J<ÕHõO HõxÑ≤ã¨∞Î<åfl JHõ¯_ç

„Ñ¨[Ö’¡ WOHÍ áêsìÑ¨@¡, „Ñ¨Éèí∞`«fiO Ñ¨@¡ qâßfiã¨O ã¨_»Å ÖË^Œ∞. JO^Œ∞‰õΩ HÍ~°}O clOQ∑ _çÑ¨Óº\˜ "Õ∞Ü«∞~ü K≥<£QÍOQ∑ ÖÏO\˜

"Õ∞^è•=ÙÅ∞ áêsì „âı}∞Å#∞ HõkeOK«_»OÖ’, „Ñ¨[Å#∞ Hõxfi<£û KÕÜ«∞_»O P^Œ~°≈=O`«"≥∞ÿ# Ñ¨x KÕÜ«∞_»O ‰õÄ_® XHõ HÍ~°}O HÍ=K«∞Û.
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My encounter with China dates back to 2002 
when I was based in Hong Kong and looking 
after business development for Infosys in the 
region. After months of shuttling between HK 
and Beijing, the time came to make a permanent 
move to Beijing. 
 Unlike popular belief back in India in those 
days India was not that far behind China in 
infrastructure or development and prosperity. 
I had a sense of the difference between India 
and China and what to expect when I landed 
in that country for the first time. But nothing 
can prepare you for the full impact until you 
see it with your own eyes. Travelling from the 
airport to my residence—the experience was 
overwhelmingly world class. The question which 
puzzled me many times before haunted me again 
- why had we not been able to do this in India? 
This time the urge for finding an answer was 
much higher. 
 I have now been residing in China for 
4 years. During that time, I got married and 
became a father couple of years ago. My 
personal experience has been very nice living 
in this country. The small Indian community 
has a strong sense of bonding and we socialise 
frequently. Being a small community gives you 
a sense of closeness which you often miss in the 
United States or even in Hong Kong which now 
has second and third generation Indians living 
there and who have very little in common with 
other Indians. 
 The Indian community in the Chinese 
capital is called ICB or ‘Indian community in 
Beijing’ and we try to meet almost every month 
over dinner or outings on weekends apart from 
regular celebrations during Diwali, Navaratri or 
Holi. Most of the Indians in Beijing work for 
multinationals. Few work for Indian companies. 
Most of the Indian IT companies set up their 
first shops in Shanghai. Surprisingly you will 
find many multinationals hiring Indians in expat 
positions and senior roles to run their China 
operations. 
 The lifestyle for a well-earning expat in any 
major city of China can be world class. The cost 
of living can be easily as high as living as New 
York or London, if not more. China has created 
a parallel universe for expats to feel at home. 
This universe includes best that is available in 
the realm of housing, schooling, healthcare, 
shopping, groceries, nightclubs and restaurants. 
The choice may not be as wide as back in India, 
but if you throw in unique advantages of being in 
developing world such as affordable house help or 
driver, it more than makes up for it. 
 Foreign investment has played a catalytic 

role in China’s economic marvel. Every foreign 
investor or company tends to place someone 
senior from the headquarters to safeguard and 
monitor investment. That person and how 
comfortable his experience in China has been go a 
long way in determining the future and quantity 
of future investments. 
 China does a fantastic job of making this 
layer of corporate decision makers’ life more 
than comfortable. We still have to learn a lot 
from them. India attracts much of the foreign 
investment in the form of FII which is volatile 
and does not have any technology transfer 
element to it. 
 Working in China, when you are new, can be 
quite challenging. When you are not familiar with 
the culture and cannot speak any Chinese, you 
will find tons of volunteers, eagerly wanting to 
help you navigate through the local way of getting 
things done. You can find people -- or more often 
than not, people will find you, to help get your 
visa done, register your company, find a local 
partner and even propose a joint venture in the 
first meeting you have with them. 
 Once you have been about the block, picked 
up a bit of Chinese, you no longer qualify as a 
needy foreigner and find yourself alone to battle 
the local systems. 
 Mastering “Chinese” is not essential if 
you do not deal with local companies or the 
government, however, making an effort to learn 
a bit of it can have a marked improvement in 
quality of your personal life. You feel like a semi-
local and the locals appreciate the effort put in by 
you to blend in their system. Suddenly, you find 
the options of restaurants, shopping centres and 
friends increase dramatically even if you are just 
able to converse enough to get around the city. 
 Taxi rides become enjoyable since the 
cabbies in Beijing love talking to strangers. You 
also do not end up dialing your secretary from 
a supermarket to get her to ask someone where 
they keep salt and sugar. It’s a misconception 
that surviving in China is difficult if you 
are a vegetarian. Agreed that the concept of 
vegetarianism is not very popular here, but it 
is not that you cannot find vegetarian food, it 
is your inability to communicate that well in 
a restaurant in local language which makes it 
difficult. Once you speak a bit of local language, 
you can virtually walk into any restaurant, baring 
hotpots and specialty meat restaurant, and order 
veggies the way you like it and get it cooked 
exactly the way you want it. Chinese people are 
very hard working and disciplined. You do not see 
them arguing endlessly like we do in India. 
 My wife, Arpita is currently pursuing her 

MBA through correspondence along with taking 
care of our 2-year-old daughter, Ruhi. Ruhi 
is picking up Chinese faster than English or 
Gujarati—my mother tongue. 

Published in Financial Express, a financial daily in 
print and on the web, January 24, 2007

Learn to Say Thank You in Chinese
Hiren DosHi

Beyond First Impressions
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Bob Kerrey, a visionary president of The New 
School in New York, established the India 
China Institute (ICI) with the support of 
USD $10 million from the Starr Foundation. 
ICI is dedicated to research on and academic 
exchanges with China and India. The New 
School was originally founded in the 1930s. It 
has always been known as a home for liberal 
education and at times radical intellectuals. 
Even though most social science departments in 
American universities tend to be liberal except 
in economics and law, The New School is still 
unique. While skepticism towards China and 
India are emerging in the United States, Mr. 
Kerrey, former governor of Nebraska and U.S. 
senator, believes that animosity towards these 
two countries would work against U.S. interests. 
On the contrary, a more engaging attitude would 
create better understanding of the two countries 
and to facilitate the dialogues between academics, 
officials and the public in the U.S., China and 
India. To this end, ICI’s India China Fellowship 
Program is a major effort in advocating an active 
engagement between the three countries. In this 
program, five fellows from each country form a 
team of fifteen to conduct research and engage in 
discussions over two years.    
 I was luckily selected as one of the five 
Chinese fellows in the first round of India 
China Fellowship Program. In April 2006, our 
cohort participated in a two-week residency in 
New York. Although I obtained my Ph.D. in 
Wisconsin, this residency provided me more 
insights into American society. In November and 
December 2006, we participated in a second 
two-week residency, this time in India, where we 
had opportunities to have lengthy dialogue with 
Indian experts and grassroots communities. This 
visit offered us more in-depth understanding on 
India’s strengthens and weaknesses. In such a 
complex society, multiple ethnicities, languages 
and the caste system constantly bring the society 
to the edge of discord and secession. Yet, social 
stability was maintained by the democratic 
system. On the other hand, democracy has also 
brought inefficiency and irresponsibility. A small 
group of politicians seems to take advantage of 
India’s government so that the needs of the public 
fall far off the agenda. By contrast, civil society 
in India has developed far above China’s level.  
Again, thanks to the democratic system, which 
offers ample space for civil society to grow, so that 
grassroots organizations play a more functional 
role than the government. 
 We Chinese tend to regard China’s situation 
complicated. In contrast with India, however, 
China’s recent history of development is more 
linear. India is a different case—what maybe 
considered as good by one person could possibly 
be regarded as evil by ten others. As Gunnar 
Myrdal claimed, there is no clear distinction 
between right and wrong in India. Since 
economic reform in 1992, India’s economic 

growth rate has closely followed China’s, reaching 
9% in 2006. The fast pace of growth in both 
countries is unstoppable and irreversible. On 
this issue, India is partially inspired by China’s 
emergence. Not many Indians would willingly 
acknowledge the irreversibility of China’s 
growth until the 1990s. Moreover, it seems that 
this attitude came from the self-proclaimed 
aristocracy, who were the ones discriminated 
against China (this is where Richard Nixon 
erred on the question of India and China). In 
a sense, it is China’s growth that has inspired 
India, leading some to give up on the idea of 
a so-called Hindu equilibrium, and eventually 
support economic reform. In spite of this fact, 
economic development has not been a smooth 
process given India’s social complexity. Debates, 
confusions, and even regressions are all possible. 
After all, it is a society full of complexities, vitality 
and contradictions. India is a mirror for China, 
reflecting our past, present and future.

The City of Victory
Our group of eight (including Ms. Jianying 
Zha, the ICI Senior Advisor in China) gathered 
in the afternoon of Nov. 23, 2006 at Pudong 
Airport, then left for a direct flight to New Delhi 
on China Eastern Airlines. We arrived at Delhi 
airport at about 3 o’clock the next morning. 
Being located in the middle of the two economic 
poles of East Asia and Europe, South Asian 
countries are at a disadvantage—flights usually 
leave and arrive in the middle of the night. But 
our hosts were very enthusiastic.  Ashok Gurung, 
a Nepalese and the ICI director; Ms. Anita 
Deshmukh, the ICI Senior Advisor in India, 
and several others were already waiting for us 
at the airport. Sharing the name of one of the 
most famous kings in South Asian history, Ashok 
often jokes that he is a reincarnation of that great 
emperor, hence we are his subjects. Despite her 
recent bout of illness, Anita was in good spirits. 
Her only change since our New York residency 
was that her long hair became short. She prepared 
a wreath of flowers for each of us; their scent was 
especially fresh in the midnight air. As planned, 
our bus went to pick up the other five ICI Fellows 
from India. We then headed to our first stop 
in India, the ancient city of Agra. The traffic 
infrastructure in India resembles those in China 
in the early 1990s. There is only one highway in 
India, from Bombay to Puning. Other roads in 
good conditions are similar to the freeways in 
China. Among them is the road from Delhi to 
Agra. It often runs through towns and villages. 
In addition, we could not resist the lure of the 
delicious snacks offered by small shops where 
we stopped for a rest along the way (Anita had 
warned us not to take roadside foods, but had to 
leave us alone because we were all hungry). As a 
result, the journey of about 200 kilometers took 
six hours.

Thoughts  
on My Visit  
to India
part one
Yao Yang

The development 
momentum in China 
and India  are attracting 
excitement around the 
world.
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 Once the capital of the Mughal dynasty, Agra 
is most famous for the Taj Mahal. However, our 
first stop was the City of Victory, Fatehpur Sikri 
(Fateh means victory, pur is city), 37 kilometers 
west of Agra. Akbar, a king as prominent as 
Ashoka, built the city in the late sixteenth 
century. Despite having three queens, Akbar had 
been unable to have a child. So he went to meet 
Saint Sheikh Saleem in Fatehpur Sikri, asking 
for help in conceiving a child. According to the 
legend, Saleem sacrificed his own six-month old 
son to worship the gods in exchange for a son for 
Akbar. Consequently, one of Akbar’s queens did 
give birth to a son on August 30, 1569. Akbar 
named him Mohammed Saleem. Later, Akbar 
built a grand royal palace on the site where Saint 
Saleem used to live, as well as a sleeping chamber 
in marble for him when he died. The marble used 
was exactly the same as those in Taj Mahal. But 
Akbar made a fatal mistake in the construction, 
the absence of water supply. Fatehpur Sikri is 
situated on top of a piece of high land. There is 
no water running on the surface or underground. 
The supply of rainwater from a reservoir in the 
city is far from enough to meet the residents’ 
needs. Akbar spent fifteen years in building the 
city, and after another fifteen years living there, 
he had to move back to Agra. Fatehpur Sikri has 
been deserted ever since. 
 Our tour guide was a young man with 
a master’s degree in history. Similar to what I 
know about Egypt, Indian tour guides also work 
independently, so the success of their businesses 
largely depends on their own reputation. With 
his large reserve of knowledge on Indian history, 
our guide shared with us one story after another. 
He claimed himself not only a guide, but also 
a promoter of the Indian culture. His pride in 
Indian culture was obvious. Among all his stories, 
the most impressive was one of Akbar’s tolerance 
of various religions. Akbar’s ancestors were the 
Mongols. While they conquered the Islamic 
world, they also assimilated with local cultures 
and so the Mongol descendents became followers 
of Islam. Akbar held no bias or restrictions on the 
practice of any religion. Among his three queens, 
one was Hindu, one was Muslim, while the third 
was Christian, which covered the major religions 
in the Indian subcontinent at that time. Akbar 
treated his queens equally, in the guide’s words, 
“both spiritually and physically.” He often invited 
famous personalities from different religions 
to his palace for debates, hoping to ease the 
misunderstandings among religions. 
 Fatehpur Sikri is spacious, with dozens of 
palaces in various sizes. When we arrived at one 
of them, an Indian woman showed us signs saying 
“Whispering Gallery here!” When one whispers 
at the corner of the wall, another person at the 
opposite corner could clearly hear what was said. 
After all of us tried, the woman came to collect 
money. We then realized she was a different kind 
of tour guide! 

 The construction materials used in building 
Fatehpur Sikri and the Forbidden City in Beijing 
differ a great deal: red Sandstone for Fatehpur 
Sikri, bricks and wood for the Forbidden City. 
But the major difference between the two lies in 
the layout. As my Ph.D. advisor once told me, 
the moment he entered the Forbidden City from 
Tian’anmen, the spectacular buildings compelled 
him to kneel down. Fatehpur Sikri is different. It 
is apparent from the opulence that Akbar lived a 
luxury life. But I find an easy-going feeling while 
walking through the palaces. Compared to the 
Forbidden City, which conveys solemnity through 
perfect symmetry and magnificent buildings; at 
Fatehpur Sikri, I could not perceive a deliberate 
planned layout—there are no visual links between 
the palaces, nor are there obvious purposes in 
their distributions. The differences between the 
two palaces may well demonstrate differences 
between the two cultures: the Forbidden City for 
unity and order, while Fatehpur Sikri for variety 
and dynamic rhythms.       
 Despite the fact that the Mughal dynasty 
was the result of an invasion in the subcontinent, 
Mughal culture has been regarded as part of 
Indian culture, especially in regards to cultural 
relics in north India. The way Indians value Taj 
Mahal can be a good example of their affinity 
towards Mughal relics. Instead of calling the Taj 
Mahal with its official name, they call it Our Taj. 
While Chinese constructed grand palaces for 
their deceased ancestors and Europeans buried 
the coffins of their ancestors in the underground 
chambers in churches, only Indians created such 
a sparkling crystalline sleeping chamber. The 
spectacle of Tai Mahal is clearly beyond words, 
just like Emperor Shah Jahan’s ever-lasting love 
towards his wife. Walking barefoot on its spacious 
base overlooking the Yamuna River, everyone 
would be in awe by the glory of India and its 
culture.     
 The majority of Indian scholars truly 
appreciate the variety of Indian culture. Among 
them is Amartya Sen, a Nobel Prize Laureate 
in economics in 1998. Since the Muslim-
Hindu riot in Mumbai in 1993 and 1994, 
religious fundamentalism has dominated the 
Indian political arena and society. As a result, 
the Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) with a strong 
Hindu background won the election. Sen became 
deeply concerned with this situation, which 
reminded him of the prejudice and persecutions 
against Muslims in the violence he witnessed in 
Calcutta during his childhood. In the mid and 
late 1990s, he highlighted the culture of tolerance 
in India in a series of articles against religious 
fundamentalism. This series was collected in 
the book entitled The Argumentative Indian. 
In the history of India, debates were part of 
the tradition, and even women were allowed 
to participate. Sen points out how debate 
means tolerance. While in discussions with 
ICI Fellows from India, we clearly saw their 

argumentativeness. In every meeting, Indian 
scholars were always active and ready to talk, 
whereas our Chinese fellows acted mostly as the 
audience. The quality of being practical brings a 
lot of benefits to China, but without metaphysical 
debates, are we still able to keep going in the right 
direction? 
 In the Beijing Forum in 2006, Sen gave the 
keynote address. During a banquet before his 
speech, I told him that his topic “Our Global 
Civilizations” was very interesting. He corrected 
me: “It’s not the plural form (civilizations), but 
the singular form (civilization).” The next day, 
his compelling speech elaborated concisely and 
in detail that the differences among various 
civilizations are not as significant as we have 
imagined, and that there is only one civilization, 
i.e. our global civilization. Another speaker 
at the forum was a respected professor from 
Peking University. His theme was that openness 
is necessary for Chinese culture to thrive. This 
interesting concept has the potential to develop 
into a compelling theory and the professor 
presented convincing evidence. Surprisingly, 
however, he came to the conclusion that 
economic globalization is good, but cultural 
globalization could never happen. Whether this 
conclusion is right or wrong, the logic apparently 
contradicted with his conception: if China could 
prosper only when it is opened to the world, why 
couldn’t it be open now? Didn’t he agree that the 
prosperity in Tang Dynasty benefited from the 
influx of ethnic and foreign cultures? Obviously 
our professor would need to climb several more 
mountains to reach Sen’s level. Another incident 
also disappointed me. One scholar from Peking 
University expressed his appreciation to Sen’s 
speech, but not because Sen developed his notion 
of global civilization, but because he mentioned 
the fact that it was Chinese who invented 
printing. “Show this to those Koreans. They 
always claim printing was their invention.” Alas!
God is fair. He made Chinese hardworking 
but lacking in metaphysical thinking; he made 
Indians appreciate variety but tend to tolerate 
stagnation. Variety is India’s pride, but could also 
become a significant obstacle to its development, 
which has been fully demonstrated in the way 
Indian democracy functions.  
 

This essay was originally published in Chinese in 
Nanfang zhoumo (Southern Weekly), a liberal 
newspaper in China with circulation of 3 million. It 
appeared as a series on March 15, 22, 29, April 5, 
2007, Section c19. Yao’s essays were extremely well 
received and he was invited to give the prestigious 
Centennial Lecture Series at Peking University. The 
lecture, “A Close Look at the Indian Democracy,” 
was delivered on April 16, 2007 to an audience of 
university students and faculty members. Over the 
course of the next month, the event was re-broadcast 
on Phoenix Satellite Television.

Beyond First Impressions
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Tango of the 
Dragon and 
Elephant
Hiren DosHi

For much of the last 1,000 years, what India and 
China had in common was the fact that they were 
the richest nations on earth. In 1500 AD, their 
combined GDP commanded 25% of world’s 
GDP. Then they both had a disastrous phase 
during the last decades of the 19th century, partly 
eclipsed by famines and earthquakes and partly 
due to the emergence of Europe and America. 
By mid-20th century both countries were 
relatively poor. The reversal of China’s fortunes 
started with Deng Xiaoping in power in 1978 
and the institutionalisation of the market-driven 
economic policies. India adopted that path in the 
early 1990s. Since then, both the economies have 
been growing at breakneck speed. China has done 
better than India in its ability to attract foreign 
investment suitable for an export-led, low-cost 
manufacturing economy while India has largely 
been a domestic consumption story with success 
in knowledge and services industry. 
The bilateral trade between India and China 
has increased 30-fold in the last decade. Last 
year, bilateral trade touched $18 billion and an 
aggressive goal of $50 billion is set to be reached 
by 2010. These numbers may seem low looking at 
China’s overall trade numbers but the trajectory 
is on a fast track and China, which is currently 
the second largest trading partner of India may 
replace the US to be the largest trading partner 
within the next few years. 
Indian companies have invested in industries 
like pharmaceuticals, IT, electronics, engineering 
goods, auto components and diamonds. The 
way Indian companies have taken advantage of 
Chinese power in manufacturing and market, 
Chinese companies have responded with equal 
vigour. Huawei has already invested $100 million 
in India in R&D and has committed a further 
$150 million. Their revenue from India was 
around $300 million last year. Haier considers 
India a very important market and had set a 
revenue target of $65 million last year (from 
India).  
The company has struck local alliances with 
Whirlpool and Voltas and more strategic 
alliances are on the cards. Apart from the private 
sector, there has been action in public sector 
too. We have seen the government moving 
from competition to co-operation in important 
sectors such as energy after realising that working 
together is going to be in their best interest. 

Published in The Financial Express, January 17, 
2007
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China focusing 
its energies on 
innovation
 
Hiren Doshi
 

 
The dragon is investing billions 
of dollars in research to move 
away from the tag of being 
an imitator of global brands

Innovation has played a big role in rise of America 
in the forefront of economic and military power 
in the last century. In today’s world, innovation 
is even more vital for emerging economies to 
compete with their more developed cousins 
in the face of highly integrated and globalized 
21st century economy. This century will no 
doubt be run by innovators; those who are able 
to translate today’s ideas into tomorrow’s path-
breaking products and services not just for home 
market but for the global market. Computer, 
which itself is one of mankind’s most remarkable 
innovations, along with software and internet has 
unleashed unique ability to collaborate across the 
boundaries like never before, which is one of the 
most critical elements for successful innovation in 
this century. Technology is a great leveler and can 
produce dominant player from any country in 
any industry within years. This is sure to change 
the pecking order of innovation superiority in 
the coming decades if not years. India and China 
are the leading contenders amongst the emerging 
economies on global stage to steal the limelight of 
being the next generation innovators.
 
 Historically America has played the father 
figure role of being the world’s innovation leader 
in almost all sectors ranging from agriculture, 
technology, manufacturing and services. Japan 
followed close behind and enjoyed its time at 
the top in 1990s. India and China are moving 
in that direction albeit with a slightly different 
agenda and scale. Both India and China are late 
comers to the innovation party and hence find 
themselves at the bottom on many statistics used 
to measure national innovation system. Some of 
the best brains who invent and innovate in US 
are of Indian and Chinese origins. But it takes 
much more than sheer brain power to be on the 
cutting edge of innovation and more importantly 
on a sustainable basis. Some of the key factors 
that contributes to culture of Innovation society 
includes investment in and quality of education, 
infrastructure which facilitates collaboration, 
institutions that fosters knowledge dissemination, 
Business network that can exploit commercial 
value and law enforcement which protects the 
inventors and invention. However both countries 
are learning quickly and have made rapid 
strides in many of the above areas leapfrogging 
their developed counterparts just as Japan and 
Germany did long time ago.
 
 China had a rich tradition of innovation in 
the past and is quite well known for innovation 
in compass, gunpowder, iron casting, printing, 
porcelain, iron casting, shipbuilding, etc. These 
days it is in media for all the wrong reasons. 
Take a walk down the silk market alley in China 
and you mostly witness mass manufactured 

goods and knock offs of renowned brands and 
pirated DVDs of Hollywood blockbusters. 
China adopted a fast track growth path from 
1980s by attracting FDI through open door 
policy resulting in relocation of world’s factories 
to China at an astonishing scale. These factories 
produced goods which were designed abroad 
at the cheapest price and reasonable quality. 
Although technology transfer was always at the 
core of all local relationships that MNC had with 
Chinese government and Chinese companies, 
the culture was predominantly of cost reduction 
leveraging economies of scale and not of fostering 
innovation. While this has started to change 
lately, it typically takes a generation if not more to 
inculcate the culture of innovation in the society 
and create the ecosystem of institution to sustain 
and derive commercial value. 
 
 Apart from “harmonious society” the 
second most frequently used phrase amongst 
the Chinese politicians and elite is “Innovation” 
these days. The Chinese government would 
like to see China move up on the value chain 
– from “Manufactured in China” to “Designed 
in China”. In the last decade or so China has 
made significant investment in strengthening 
national innovation system. Investment and 
Quality in Education, Volume of R&D activities, 
Infrastructure and Policies are the 4 main pillars 
for National Innovation System.
 
 On education front, China has invested in 
world class primary and secondary education 
system which is far ahead of India. It boasts of 
a literacy rate of more than 90% for all citizens 
above 15 years of age. China spends almost 3.3% 
of its GDP on education which is far higher than 
India in absolute value. While India scores better 
than China in higher education front. Both India 
and China combined produces half a million of 
engineering graduate each year as compared of 
mere 60,000 in US. China has witnessed a surge 
in engineering graduate rates since late nineties 
partly due to change in government policy to 
transform the science and engineering education 
from “elite education” to “mass education”. 
However the quality of education remains 
a big concern as number of institutes or the 
teachers have not kept pace with this increase in 
enrollment in engineering programs of more than 
140% over last 5 years. 
 
 One more factor which fuels China’s 
development in this regard is the reverse brain 
drain which has picked up in the last few 
years. With the quality of lifestyle improving 
significantly in china and opportunities abound, 
it is estimated that more than 30% of Chinese 
Students returns back to home country after 

Intertwined Development Paths
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finishing higher education overseas. Equally 
strong is rush of overseas working Chinese 
wanting to return back to motherland for better 
opportunities bringing back years of experience 
working in MNC in various streams. It is well 
known that while Indians in US are credited for 
starting new businesses, the Chinese are known 
for creating the most intellectual property.
 
 China spends almost US$ 30 billion on 
basic and applied research with a little less than 
a million researchers involved directly and a 
whopping 42 million people involved indirectly 
in R&D activities. Much of the “development” 
research spend, which is far higher than basic and 
applied research, is contributed by over 700 odd 
R&D centers setup by MNC in China over last 
couple of decades. The pace of these R&D centers 
mushrooming in China have picked up in recent 
years with rise of purchasing power of Chinese 
consumers. The centers which were initially 
setup as lip service to government’s demand 
for technology transfer are now being taken 
seriously by MNC, more money is being pumped 
in, bright talent being hired and converted 
into innovation labs researching in product 
customization for Chinese market and in some 
cases innovating products even for world market. 
 
 More than 20 silicon wafer fabrication plants 
are being built by MNC in China. Intel, the 
world’s largest semiconductor maker, said this 
March it would invest $2.5 billion to build a 12-
inch wafer fabrication plant in Dalian. Using the 
90-nanometer process technology, the facility is 
slated to churn out 52,000 pieces of chipsets each 
month upon its completion in 2010. The Dalian 
plant is the company’s first wafer fabrication 
plant in Asia. With a total investment of $2.5 
billion, the facility is one of China’s biggest-single 
foreign-financed projects. Some other MNC with 
significant R&D investment in China includes 
marquee names such as Microsoft, Motorola, 
Texas Instrument, GE, Caterpillar, Boeing, Nokia 
and SAP. 
 
 However China does face a challenge in 
attracting core product design activities due to its 
perceived weak IP protection and enforcement 
mechanism. While the regulations are well crafted 
to portray a matured IP protection regime, it is 
the enforcement mechanism that most of the 
people are skeptic about. This will only change 
when China becomes a serious contributor of 
indigenously developed IP and filing Patents 
themselves which will then demand a much 
stringent domestic IP protection regulatory and 
enforcement regime.
 

 While most of the domestic players in China 
are imitators rather than innovators, handful of 
companies in some sectors has emerged as global 
players. Most of these are from industries such as 
consumer electronics which the government had 
opened up to foreign competition quite early and 
as a result forced the local companies to invest in 
product design, engineering and manufacturing 
to be competitive globally. Some others in 
strategic and highly regulated sector such as 
Automobile industry had ample time to learn 
from their MNC partners and have announced 
their ambition to be global player but have yet to 
make a dent on global scene yet.
 
 China can be quite focused and effective in 
innovation and development of technologies in 
areas which it regards as strategic and of national 
importance. For instance, it has almost single 
handedly created the third global standard for 
3G mobile technology called as TDS-CDMA. 
While China may not find any other country 
interested in adopting this standard, but it helps 
the government reinforce its message to the world 
that China wishes to be active participant in 
deciding global standards for future technologies 
and it has the technical might, political will and 
the largest consumer market to go along with it. 
 
 Other areas where China has made focused 
investment in R&D are Nanotechnology, 
Biotechnology, Material Science, Energy, Space 
technology, RFID, EVD, Audio Video Coding 
and few others. The goal is to reduce dependence 
on foreign science and technology by 30% 
and make China top in innovation in that 
field. To this effect, the Chinese government is 
developing national innovation system involving 
development of science parks. There are over 850 
programs for high technology research and over 
1000 programs for basic research. Ministry of 
Science and Technology (MOST) has invested 
in creation of Science and technology innovation 
programs. Special attention and incentives are 
given to foster innovation in small and medium 
enterprises which was sorely lacking in the 
past. There are special incubation programs 
in partnership with top notch universities to 
facilitate startups by foreigners and by Chinese 
returning from overseas. 
 
 Another example - China has poured over 
US$ 250 million in R&D of NanoScience 
and NanoTechnology over the last 15 years. 
To boost the R&D activities, it has setup 
the National Center for NanoScience and 
Technology, National Engineering Center for 
NanoTechnology and its Application and various 
outfits for commercialization of applied research. 

As of today, more than 300 enterprises and 50 
universities are involved in R&D activities for 
Nano-Science and Technology. Till date 15 
standards on Nanotechnology have been issued by 
China. 
 
 China has done remarkably well as low 
cost manufacturing base for the world where 
the critical drivers are low price, scale and 
infrastructure. India has earned its name 
in IT enabled services sector and generic 
pharmaceuticals where prime drivers are 
availability of English speaking engineering talent, 
connectivity, expertise in chemistry and low cost 
quality manufacturing respectively. Both have 
been relatively busy tackling with more important 
burning issues such as rural migration, poverty, 
infrastructure development, better education, 
wealth distribution, jobs creation and so on. 
Very little energy was focused on development of 
Innovation ecosystem. But this is changing very 
quickly and MNC are playing a crucial role in 
exploiting the full potential of knowledge talent 
in both countries. 
 
 While it is tempting to engage in rat race 
to create a major world shaking technology, 
there is a unique opportunity for both countries 
to be innovative about areas and format in 
which it develops the national innovation 
system for future. It should encourage and 
support creation of institutions and ecosystem 
which fosters innovation addressing problems 
relevant for today and even more relevant for 
tomorrow such as agriculture productivity, 
green industrialization, renewable energy, fuel 
efficient mass transportation, low cost mass 
communication, low cost housing, etc. While 
creating world’s fastest supercomputer is matter of 
national pride, it may be even more important to 
design low cost computer that is affordable for all 
schools and the bottom rung in the society. While 
it is nice to design the world’s best cell phone, it 
is even more important to innovate in designing 
low cost mobile network making it profitable 
to connect even the most remote part of the 
country. While it may be good to construct the 
world’s tallest building, it is even more important 
to innovate how to make the economics of low 
cost housing work for millions who are homeless. 
The key question is can India and China rise to 
the challenge and foster sustainable, relevant and 
meaningful national innovation system given the 
socio-economic imperatives that faces both the 
countries.
 
 
Published in Financial Express, July 11, 2007
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Chakrapani Ghanta

India and China have been recognized 
as agricultural countries for a long time. 
The agricultural scenario in India is 
pitiful compared to China, for the former 
galvanized all its efforts to lift agriculture 
to industrial status and has taken steps 
towards providing rural areas with a 
more urban look.
Recently, the contrast between the two countries 
has been widely captured by the media.  Hence a 
deep insight into the two news stories gives us a 
clear picture of the standard of living of farmers 
in the two countries.  One of the documents was 
released by a Chinese developmental research 
organization, which gives an in-depth analysis 
on the farmers’ suicides between 1997 and 2005, 
of the causes for their distress, and the economic 
reforms that were in full play.  
 The report is based on a study conducted 
by Prof. K. Nagaraj of the Madras Institute of 
Development Studies (MIDS) and was published 
by The Hindu on November 12, 2007. It claims 
that about 150,000 farmers committed suicides 
during those seven years and the number is going 
up. The report revealed that while the number of 
suicides in 1997 was recorded at 14,000, it went 
beyond 17, 000 in 2005, the report revealed. The 
number of Indians committing suicide each year 
rose from around 96,000 in 1997 to roughly 1.14 
lakh in 2005. While the rise in farmers’ suicides has 
been going on for over a decade, there have been 
sharp spurts in some years. For instance, during 
2004 over 18,200 farmers’ suicides had been 
committed across India. The year 1998, saw a huge 
increase as well, compared to the previous year. 
Farmers’ suicides crossed the 16,000 mark, beating 
the preceding year by nearly 2,400 of such deaths. 
Farmers’ suicides as a proportion of total suicides 
rose from 14.2% in 1997 to 15% in 2005.
Professor Nagaraj also points to the Annual 
Compound Growth Rate (ACGR) “for suicides 
nationally, for suicides amongst farmers, and those 
committed using pesticides.” The ACGR for all 
suicides in India over a nine-year period is 2.18 
per cent. This is not very much higher than the 

population growth rate. On the other hand, for 
farmers’ suicides it is much higher, at nearly 3 
(or 2.91)%. Powerfully, the ACGR for suicides 
committed by consuming pesticide was 2.5%, close 
to the figure for farmers’ suicides.  Such suicides are 
often linked to a crisis in the farm, with pesticide 
being the handiest tool available to the farmer. 
“There are clear, disturbing patterns and trends in 
both farmers’ suicides and pesticide suicides.” 
Although this is alarming, it still does not capture 
the full picture. The data on suicides is complex, 
and sometimes misleading. This is the case not 
just because of the flawed manner in which they 
are put together, or because of who puts them 
together, but because there are other problems as 
well. Farmers’ suicides, as a percentage compared 
to the total number of farmers, is hard to calculate 
on a yearly basis. A clear national ‘farmers’ suicide 
rate’ can be derived only for 2001 because we 
have a census that shows how many farmers there 
were in the country that year. For other years, that 
figures would be a conjecture, however plausible, 
says Professor Nagaraj.   
Governments and the authorities should realize 
that the unkempt rural economy is on the slide, 
instead of boasting of economic reforms and 
growth rates. Farmers are facing severe hardships 
and are driven into distress, despair and suicides.  
It is surprising though that more suicides occur in 
the developed states.  
 The situation in China is completely different. 
In a concerted effort, farmers, farmers’ unions and 
local industries have painted the rural landscape 
pink. A week before the report on suicides in 
India came out, on November 5, 2007, People’s 
Daily Online published a survey of Chinese 
Rural-Urban Developmental Federation, prepared 
by the Chinese Association for Promoting 
Township and Village Development.       
 This report stated that Chinese villages and 
the rural economy are prospering with every 
day that passes. This year about 8,000 villages 
produced more than 100 million yuan (equivalent 
to 13.3 billion US dollars). Statistics from the 
Chinese Association for Promoting Township and 
Village Development says all these villages on the 
Chinese mainland have each generated wealth 
of 100 million yuan or more since the first of its 
kind emerged in 1987. According to the latest 
survey, the villages, including eleven of them 

whose gross domestic product surpasses 10 billion 
yuan (1.3 billion US dollars) each, create a total 
of 1.6 trillion yuan of wealth. The survey shows 
more than 60 percent of the 100-million-yuan 
villages are located in eastern developed regions 
such as Beijing, Shanghai, Tianjin, Jiangsu, 
Guangdong and Zhejiang. 
 The development of villages is mainly driven 
by special farming and raising industries, heavy 
industries, tourism, trade and commerce. Daqiu 
village, located in the suburbs of Tianjin, became 
the first 100-million-yuan village in 1987 on the 
Chinese mainland, driven by industries, such 
as steel and printing since the country started 
economic reform and opening-up policy in 1978. 
 In 2003, Huaxi village, in east China’s Jiangsu 
Province, became the first village to generate 10 
billion yuan of gross domestic product. China 
now has 600,000 villages. “The rich villages will 
play an active role in driving the underdeveloped 
rural areas in China through economic strength 
and experience,” said Yang Yongzhe, a consultant 
to the association.
 With focus on irrigation, village industries 
and other progressive plans could help China to 
earn 1.6 trillion dollars. Of the six lakh villages, 
about 10,000 villages prospered to a position 
which could be envied by cities with increased 
production. This does not mean that there is no 
poverty in China. More than 100,000 villages 
are reeling under poverty. Villages in coastal 
areas have seen that massive industrialization and 
market economy is in play. Prosperity bloomed in 
that part of the country.                                
 The context in India is completely different. 
Imbalances shadow development and the lack 
of mechanism to proper distribution of wealth, 
plunged rural India into a deep crisis 
 Development of rural China is going in 
a planned manner. After the revolution, the 
Peoples’ Republic of China has laid the necessary 
foundation for rural development through proper 
reforms. China has taken up major rural reforms 
in 1978, keeping in view the nationalization of 
land and commune farming experiences. As part 
of the reforms, China registered families in rural 
areas and introduced the “hukou” system, which 
supplies the authority information on manpower, 
families and natural resources, so they could make 
decisions on how to utilize these resources. 

China: Agriculture 
Reaping Rich Harvest

Intertwined Development Paths
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 Land reforms were targeted so that fertile 
land is evenly distributed, besides giving proper 
protection. 84,000 new reservoirs were developed 
to regulate rain water to irrigate 20 million 
hectares of land. These radical measures taken 
up by the Chinese government increased water 
availability from 16 million hectares during the 
revolution to 50 million hectares of today. 
 In the second phase, the country modernized 
the agriculture sector and created a new record in 
increasing productivity. The number of tractors 
drastically increased from 1,300 in 1950 to seven 
lakh in 1999.  The figure is estimated to be about 
12 lakh today. China brought down the prices 
of agricultural implements and popularized its 
use among farmers. Agriculture was given 20 per 
cent of the budgetary allocation while it has taken 
steps to ensure that 10 to 15 per cent lending of 
banks account for agriculture sector.
 All these measures enabled China to change 
its agriculture landscape. Ever since the advent of 
WTO, China initiated steps to increase exports 
and cut down imports. The balance of payments 
of China is very healthy and the gap is narrow. 
This could be possible through proper planning.
 The rural economy got a boost with 
decentralization of power to local bodies, 
providing unrestricted trade to farmers, 
encouraging agro-based industries. Investments in 
rural areas formed part of the plan. 
 The fruits of research were disseminated to 
farming communities by the scientists while the 
budget for agro-based research was increased 
three-fold. It germinated new breeds for main 
crops like paddy, cotton and soya bean. Not 
just agriculture but budget allocation for rural 
development is being taken care of by the 
government. Developing infrastructure like 
roads and irrigation is adding lush to the verdant 
villages. 
 During 2006, around 20 billion dollars was 
pumped into the villages and 325,000 rural roads 
were laid. 
 Agencies like the UN ‘recognize’ that the boom 
in rural economy helped poverty alleviation in 
China. There are at least 80 - 100 million people 
on the move in China as a result of poverty in the 
rural areas. Estimates of the extent of poverty vary 
depending on which indicators one chooses. Using 
the government’s poverty line, the number of 
China’s rural poor decreased dramatically from 250 
million in 1978 (30% of the rural population) to 
42 million in 1998 (4.6% of the rural population). 
Using a standard international poverty line of 
$1 per day would result in a substantially greater 
number of absolute poor, so the rate of reduction 
of people living in poverty is still to be confirmed.  
Further the report says “When poverty is measured 
in terms of nutrition, it often seems similar to that 
measured by the official income poverty line”. It 
observes that over one billion people live above the 
poverty line in China.  
Relatively speaking, Indian progress, despite its 

vast and rich resources, is growing at a snail’s 
pace. Though the extent of land in China is more, 
India has more cultivable land. China, the second 
largest country in the world, has a cultivable land 
of about 130 million hectares while the figure 
is about 161 million hectares in our country. In 
China land under irrigation is pegged at 54.5 
million hectares while in India it is 55.5 million 
hectares. Land holdings in our country are much 
more than in China. Land reforms reduced the 
holding to 0.4 hectares there while in India the 
extent is about 1.4 hectares. Still the progress is 
not up to the desired extent as it could achieve 
2.5 per cent growth rate 
During the past 15 years China achieved a growth 
rate between four and five per cent which could 
enrich farmers. A comparative study of crop 
pattern between the two countries would reveal 
difference in approach. During 2003-05 the 
average yield of food  grains in India was 3,034 
kg per hectare in paddy, while the yield in China 
during the same period was two-fold at 6, 233 kg 
per hectare. While the yield per hectare of wheat 
was 4.155 kg there it was 2,688 kg per hectare in 
India. 
 The changes that took place in the field of 
agriculture field during the past two decades 
resulted in higher yield per hectare. In 1980 
horticulture ratio between the two countries was 
55:60 million tones in favour of China. By 2003 
China reached 450 million tones while India had 
to settle at 135 tons. The agriculture yield was not 
just in paddy, wheat, cotton, soya, vegetables and 
fruits but medicines, livestock and aqua culture 
were also modernized. 
 However, the rural-urban divide in China is 
growing. The government identified new rural 
areas for development to address this problem. 
It has launched various schemes to take care of 
insurance, medical and education needs of the 
populace in the most backward areas. Orders 
were issued to cut down the fees in educational 
institutions in backward regions. Subsidy on 
agriculture implements was increased to 50 per 
cent in these areas by pumping in huge sums to 
restructure the rural areas. 
 China recently released its first major document 
of the year which calls for the construction of a 
“new socialist countryside” as the foremost task 
facing China in the 2006-2010 five-year period. 
The document embraces a set of ideas set forth by 
the Communist Party of China (CPC) Central 
Committee and the State Council. It’s the third 
consecutive time since 2004 that agriculture, 
farmers and countryside development have been 
the first document of the central authorities, 
showing the government’s determination to solve 
problems in rural areas. 
 The document said that the next fives years 
will be key to laying a solid foundation for the 
new socialist countryside construction. Its aim 
is to boost modern agriculture, develop new 
relationships between industry and agriculture, 

cities and countryside, and to increase rural 
affluence. 
The ideas set forth by the central authorities 
listed eight policy priorities to promote the 
reconstruction of the countryside: 
•  Plan economic, social development in urban, 

rural areas as a whole, and firmly promote 
construction of the new countryside; 

•  Boost modern agriculture to consolidate 
industrial support to the new countryside 
construction; 

•  Ensure sustained increases of farmers’ income 
to lay a solid rural economic foundation; 

•  Increase infrastructure construction in rural 
areas to improve rural material conditions; 

•  Accelerate development of pubic services in the 
countryside and encourage new farmers; 

•  Deepen comprehensive rural reform to 
guarantee systematic protection for rural 
people; 

•  Improve democracy in rural areas and perfect 
rural management; 

•  Enhance leadership and motivate all party 
members and the entire society to care, support 
and participate in the construction of a new 
countryside. 

As mentioned in the document constructing a 
new socialist countryside is an important historic 
task in the process of China’s modernization. It 
is because, the document clearly says “with more 
than 800 million people living in the countryside, 
the only way to ensure sustainable development 
of the national economy and continuous 
expansion of domestic demand is to develop the 
rural economy and help farmers to become more 
affluent”. 
In China, agriculture and villages are listed as ‘top 
priority’ now, as well as providing money to develop 
villages. The government in India, on the other 
hand, is relegating agriculture in the priority list. 

(Published in Vaartha, a popular Telugu daily on 
28, December 2007)
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Abstract: There are different development 

modes and innovation patterns behind 

China and india’s fast economy growth. 

national innovation system has built 

an effective frame of economy growth 

in knowledge-orientated period. Under 

the background of national innovation 

system, the essay analyzes China and 

india’s innovation system from three 

parts, including innovation environment 

subsystem, innovation operation system 

and innovation economy performance, and 

comment on the basis of comparison.

 
 

1. introduction
Recent years, as China and India develops 
constantly in terms of economy and comprehensive 
power, the comparative study of China and India 
has not only enjoy a world-wide attention among 
various kinds of media, but also attract attention 
from science and policy study. On one hand, 
the two countries have something in common 
as is known in many perspectives. The two are 
both civilized ancient countries, and have both 
experienced comparatively similar, painful process 
of economy and politics development. After 
World War II, both were politically independent, 
and devote to developing economy. On the other 
hand, both have taken on different modes and 
characteristics, Kenneth Rogoff, the professor of 
Harvard University once composed an essay and 
compared the competition of China and India as 
the racing between tortoise and rabbit, in other 
word, India may exceed China early or late.
 People with different academic backgrounds give 
different explanations from various perspectives 
while comparing China with India.  The Dragon 
and Elephant Competition between China and 
India forwarded first by HUANG Yasheng, a 
scholar from MIT pointed out that the fact that 
China has introduced a great amount of FDI, and 
FDI is warmly welcomed actually reflects some 
defects of Chinese economy rather than strengths, 
even a foreign investment reliance, while India has 
surpassed China from a microcosmic perspective 
and will be a competitor. The following studies 
compare China and India’s software and hardware 
fundamental facilities and find India has advantage 
in terms of software fundamental facility and even 
some key areas of promoting economy. Kapil Sibal, 
the minister of Science and Technology of India 
once made a comparison during the visit in China 
in 2006. He holds that the main feature of China’s 
Socialist Market-oriented Economy is driven 
by government, lead by industry, accompanied 
by inner high-savings, large-scale investment of 
fundamental facilities, foreign direct investment 
and expansion of foreign trade, which considers 
both internal need and external relations. However, 
India’s development mode is unique, which values 
consumption rather than investment, internal need 

rather than export, service industry rather than 
industry, high-tech industry rather than labor-
intensive, low-tech industry, which enforces India 
a stronger resistance towards depression of global 
economy and shows a strong tenacity and a long-
term economy stable growth. The economy growth 
of India shows the contribution of knowledge-
oriented economy, the software industry and 
Business Processing Outsourcing (BPO) and a 
strong development of bio-medicine industry, 
what is more, an impetus of “world office” lead by 
Indian economy. 
 The discussion of the comparison between the 
two countries’ economy in academia in China is 
increasing. Resent research tend to keen on an 
overall discussion from a certain perspective, such 
as the comparison of the ability to attract foreign 
investment and the method, the comparison of 
the development of the two countries’ service 
industry, the environment of industry development 
or a competitive power comparison or a certain 
industry’s comparison like software, etc. Viewing 
“the comparison between China and India” from 
China’s perspective, and learning from it seem 
more meaningful, however, as for the long-term 
trend of the two countries’ economy development, 
the present literature keen on narration, and the 
proof seems not enough, the conclusion always falls 
into a paradox.
 From the statistics, the economy development 
of the two countries is both fast, and the rating 
is quite similar, then, which country will own a 
permanent power and advantage in the future? We 
believe that the technology competitive power is 
a key index. According to the 2006-2007 Global 
Competitive Power Report forwarded by 2006 
World Economy Forum, China falls behind 
India, respectively No.54 and No.43, while 2006 
World Competitive Power Yellow Book issued by 
Lausanne International Management School in 
Swiss shows that mainland China ranks higher 
than India (Respectively Scored 71.554 and 
64.416, ranking 19 and 29), it is obvious that 
it is difficult to directly compare the technology 
competitive power of the two countries, while the 
innovation elements and its assorts are different in 
different countries, which decides the performance 
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of a country’s innovation, the extent of the 
combination of technology activity and economy 
action of one country, the easiness of innovation, 
thus constitutes the innovation system of various 
countries’ innovation system. The essay tries to 
analyze the background and environment elements 
that constitute technology power, and investigate 
some key indexes of the two countries’ national 
innovation system, thus to gain some references of 
the two’s economy development.

2. Theoretical Background and 
Methodology
From the concept of Technology Innovation to 
National Innovation System reflects a further 
understanding of the relations between technology 
and economy development. In late 1970s, 
Lundvall put forwarded that users and suppliers 
play key roles to technology innovation, which 
becomes a rudiment of a concept that technology 
is a systematic concept. Freeman, a famous scholar 
in Britain discovered during the visit in Japan in 
1987 that the technology innovation of Japan 
was mainly out of gradual innovation rather 
than formal research and development, and the 
innovators were mainly engineers in production 
sectors and technology workers in workshops. 
They keen on a dominant power of technology 
innovation, assisted by organizational innovation 
and systemic innovation. Japan’s Ministry of 
International Trade and Industry also plays an 
important role chasing after technology. On the 
basis of inspecting Japan, Freeman proposed the 
concept of National Innovation System. After 
that, Nelson and Lundvall further developed the 
concept of National Innovation System.
 Freeman and other scholars insist that the 
essence of National Innovation System actually 
is a system and institution that related to 
innovation, which decide the relate and interact 
power of promoting knowledge’s creation, 
diffusion and application among companies, 
universities, research institutions, intermediate 
institutions, and finance institutions. In a word, 
National Innovation System is a different method 
interpreting the national economy development 
race from a perspective of system (Freeman, 1997). 
From this perspective, Cimoli and other scholars 
proposed a method of measuring the power of 
National Innovation System. They believed that 
the ability of a country decides the technology 
ability of the country, e.g. the ability of solving 
technology and organizational problems by 
enterprises, institutions and countries, while the 
performance of the country is its competitive 
power and industrial growth power, between power 
and performance is National Innovation System. 
When it is appropriately organized, National 
Innovation System is a forceful engine; oppositely, 
innovation will be restricted. 
 Academia of our country has done some 
fundamental research towards theory of national 

innovation. When it comes to national innovation 
system judging index, some scholars analyze it 
from several perspectives, including the main 
effect of national innovation system, fundamental 
nature, and moving rules and believe that 
national innovation system is a multilayer system, 
multivariable, multi-subsystem under a dynamic 
external environment, including 4 elements, 
including innovation impetus, innovation 
resources, innovation movement and innovation 
values. The innovation of national innovation 
system is accomplished by 3 systemic processes, 
respectively innovation driven system (innovation 
movement transferred by innovation impetus), 
innovation marketing process (innovation 
value transferred by innovation movement) and 
innovation feedback system (new innovation 
impetus introduced innovation values). The 
three systems constitute the basic mode of 
national innovation, under which the effects 
and combination of various types of elements in 
national innovation system will result in various 
innovation results. Basic rules of innovation driven 
system contain two key stages. One is called 
innovation principal integration period, in which 
various innovation policies will lead to various 
kinds of combinations of national innovation 
principals, the other is named innovation resource 
optimization deploy, that is, the combination 
of innovation principal and other innovation 
resources. Essentially, national innovation always 
results in an upgrade of national resources, further 
more, to conduct a higher level innovation process. 
The above thoughts are concluded to be the basic 
modes of national innovation, which is the so-
called national innovation system mode as 4-3-2-
1shows. We can start from the mode of national 
system mode, and then deepen the four elements, 
and build a correspondent index system.
 Take the category of OECD for reference, 
national innovation system includes 4 principal 
parts including knowledge innovation system, 
technology innovation system, knowledge 
transmission system and knowledge application 
system. Knowledge innovation system is a 
net system constituted by institutions and 
organizations which relate to the production, 
diffusion and transmission. (Knowledge innovation 
refers to a process of gaining knowledge about 
new fundamental science and technology science 
through scientific research). The core principal 
part is national science and research institutions 
(including national scientific research institutions 
and sector scientific research institutions) and 
teaching scientific research universities. Technology 
innovation system a net system constituted by 
institutions and organizations which relate to the 
whole process of technology innovation, the core 
part is enterprises. Knowledge transmission system 
mainly refers to higher education system and 
profession training system, the main affect is to 
cultivate human resources capable of comparatively 
high skills, new knowledge and innovation 

ability, the main function is the real application 
of knowledge and technology. The main index of 
national innovation system now is rendered by 
investment, utilization and output of R&D.
 Based on the understanding of national 
innovation system from above research, taking 
the evaluation framework of national innovation 
system announced by domestic scholars, this study 
simplifies China and India’s national innovation 
system into three parts, including innovation 
environment sub-system, innovation operation 
system and innovation economy performance.(see 
figure 1)
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Figure 1: national innovation system 
summary chart
According to the above research framework, 
and with full consideration of the availability of 
involved data in two countries, we construct the 
national innovation system evaluation indexs from 
the three parts. The entire Evaluation system, 
including absolute indicators, relative indicators 
and growth indicators.(see Table 1) 

Table 1: national innovation system evaluation index

main index Sub-index Third index

innovation environment Scientific research institution organization structure
Infrastructure 1. Mobile telephone communications

2. Highway
3. Railway

Education 1. Financial education investment
2. The percentage of financial education investment in GDP
3. Literacy (above 15 years old)
4. The percentage of people with high education diploma

innovation operation R&D Input 1. Researchers in R&D 
2. R&D researchers per million population
3. Spending on R&D 
4. The percentage of R&D expenditure in GDP
5. R&D expenditure distribution

R&D Output 1. Scientific and technical article
2. Scientific and technical article per million population
3. Patents granted by US. Patent Office 
4. Patent applications granted by US. Patent Office per million population

R&D Efficiency 1. US$ 1000s of R&D spending per scientific and technical article 
2. US$ millions of R&D spending per patent granted

economy performance Economic growth 1. GDP
2. GDP growth rate

Industry Structure 1. Share of the Three Industries to the Increase of GDP 
2. Proportion of high-tech in GDP

3. The Comparison of China and india’ s 
national innovation system

3.1 Innovation environment Subsystem
Innovation Environment subsystem is a key to 
the capability of national innovation system. 
Technology innovation system involves in many 
elements. The essay compares the two countries’ s 
innovation environment from several perspectives 
including scientific research institutions 
organization, the development extent of innovation 
infrastructure, innovation human resources.
3.1.1 Scientific research institution organization 
structure
China and India have some similar structure 
features in terms of scientific research 

organizational structure. China has established 
some large-scale comprehensive scientific research 
institutions such as China Science Institution and 
China Social Science Institution, The Ministry of 
Technology, Agriculture, Irrigation and many other 
Ministries establish professional comprehensive 
institutions. Besides, there are key universities of 
research type, which constitute the principal part of 
national technology scientific innovation. In entire 
national technology activities in India, central 
government takes charge of science and technology 
development policy and plan, supports R&D 
activities and technology transfer and some work 
in other areas or links,. While state governments’ 
institutions and university research institutions 
keen on incorporating local resource, support and 

coordinate technology activities mainly for solving 
local real problems. The scientific institutions 
belong to the government are subordinate to 
different social economy departments, government 
minister its subordinate research institutions 
directly.
3.1.2 Infrastructure of innovation
Infrastructure is considered as carriers of a 
variety of flowing factors of Country or Region 
innovation. We select developing level of carriers 
containing information and knowledge, such as 
mobile telephone, internet, computer, as well as 
quantity and efficiency of carriers of the interflow 
of goods and materials, for example, highway, 
railway, as evaluation standard. 

innovation 
environment

innovation 
operation

economy 
performance

Intertwined Development Paths
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Table 2: infrastructure Comparison

Index of Infrastructure China India

Mobile telephone communications Number of telephone masterstrokes of one thousand 205.00 46.28
Number of mobile telephones of one thousand 210.20 24.17
Number of computers of one thousand 27.6 7.2
Number of Netizens of one thousand 63.25 17.49

Highway Quantity of miles 1765222 3315231
Rotation volume of good transport 6782.5 null

Railway Quantity of miles 73000 63140
Rotation volume of good transport 17246.70 3332.28

 
Data Source: China Statistical Yearbook 2006, Indian government budget and economic research website, http://indiabudget.nic.in/

Table 3: education system comparison

Index of input and output of education China India

Education investment 3850.6 2689.5
The percentage of financial education investment in GDP(%) 3.3 5.0
Literacy (above 15 years old)(%) 88.4 61.3
The percentage of people with high education diploma(%) 5.2 16.2

Data Source: China Statistical Yearbook 2006, Indian government budget and economic research website, http://indiabudget.nic.in/

From Table 2, we could see that index of mobile 
telephone in China is apparently better than that 
in India. And there is no big difference between 
these two countries in quantity of highway and 
railway, but China has better utility efficiency 
of the interflow of goods than India, which 
reflects that the quality of infrastructure in India 
is worse than that in China. That is to say, the 
weakness of infrastructure is the bottleneck of the 

manufacturing development in India. According 
to some reports, the average cost of infrastructure 
in India is 1.5 to 2 times as much as that in 
China except telecommunication, the blockage 
of highway and railway make the transport time 
cost increase greatly. In the other hand, trade and 
financial double deficit in India restrict the ability 
of the government in improving the infrastructure. 

3.1.3 Innovate human resource
 The quality and quantity of innovate human 
resource directly influence the cost and efficiency 
of innovate human production, further have effect 
on behavior of innovation itself. We evaluate their 
levels of innovate human resource by comparing 
the investment and production of the two 
countries’ educations.

According to the data in 2003, the quantity of 
financial education investment in China is more 
than that in India, but the relative quantity 
in China is still low, such as the percentage of 
financial education investment in GDP is 3.32. 
at the most, which is lower than that in India. 
And relative quantity in India reaches the level of 
developed countries. According to the comparison 
of data in Table 2, we think that basic education 
in China is more successful than that in India, the 
quantity of people who could not read in China 
is less than that in India, but the high education 
in India is better than that in China. India 
extremely emphasizes on the cultivation and utility 
of technical people, expands the high education 
especially the high education of engineering, 
intensify the science research. India has achieved 
success in economy especially IT industry, which 
high education has great influence on. 
 3.2 Innovation operating subsystem 
 The two countries focus on R&D in the 
recent two years. As the increasing of investment, 

the utility efficiency of cost in R&D has been 
improved, which could be reflected in nuclear 
technology, space technology, and biological 
technology. According to the comparison of data 
of the investment and production in the two 
countries, we could find out the advantage and 
disadvantage of innovation individually.
 In the investment of R&D, the common 
evaluation index of investment is the quantity of 
engineers and funding for R&D. From Table 4, the 
quantity of engineers in China is about 8 times as 
many as that in India in 2004.
 The expenditure of R&D in China increased 
greatly from 2002. In 2004, it is the 1.44% of 
GDP. Although the percentage is still lower than 
that in developed countries, usually 2-3%, the 
distance is shorten gradually. In the form of activity 
type, the basic research funding is 13.12 billion, 
application research funding is 43.35 billion, 
experiment development funding is 188.53 billion, 
their proportions is orderly 5.4%, 17.7% and 
76.9%. In the 2006-2020 National Technology 

Long-term Plan, it demonstrates that the goal 
proportion of expenditure of R&D in GDP in 
China is 2% in 2010 and 2.5% in 2020. In the 
recent twenty years, the proportion of expenditure 
of R&D in GDP in India is between 0.8%-0.9%, 
70% of it is from the government investment. 
According to data published by the department 
of Indian technology, the basic research funding 
is 17.6%, application research funding is 
39.9%, experiment development funding is 
33.3% in national technology investment. 
Private departments, for instance, information 
communication technology, automobile, pharmacy 
industry have greater proportions in the last few 
years.
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Table 4: Comparison of innovation input and output in China and india

Index China India

Researchers in R&D 926,252 117,528
R&D researchers per million population 708 119
Spending on R&D (US dollars billion) 27.8 5.9
The percentage of R&D expenditure in GDP(%) 1.44 0.85
R&D expenditure distribution(%) Basic research 5.4 17.6

Applied research 17.7 39.9
Development 76.9 76.9

Scientific and technical article 29,186 12,774
US$ 1000s of R&D spending per scientific and technical article 953 462
Scientific and technical article per million population 22.7 12.0
Patents granted by US. Patent Office 597 376
US$ millions of R&D spending per patent granted 46.6 15.7
Patent applications granted by US. Patent Office per million population 0.46 0.34

Data source: China National statistic bureau, Indian science and industry research department, world bank in 2006

In the output of R&D, the number of Chinese 
science papers increases fast. Although it also 
happens in India, the quantity in China is two 
times as many as that in India in 2003, from the 
situation of the reference of science papers, the 
production of Chinese technology papers is better 
than that of India. We should pay attention to 

that India have better efficiency, the expenditure of 
R&D per patent and paper is lower than China, 
since India has advantage in the research of human 
resource. In some statistic reports, the cost of 
Chinese researchers is 20%-50% higher than peers 
in India 
3.3 Innovation performance subsystem

 The merit of innovation system in a country 
ultimately embodies on the contribution to 
economic increase. We could evaluate the 
economic performance of innovation system in 
the two countries by GDP, industry structure, 
production international competitive strength, 
average income per person.

Table 5: economic performance comparisons

Index of innovation performance China India

2006 GDP 27,000 8000
GDP growth rate 1990-2000 10.6 6.0

2000-2005 9.5 6.8
2005-2006 9.9 8.5

GDP per capita 1700 720
Industry Structure (2006) Three industry ratio 12.6: 47.5: 39.9 22: 27: 51

Proportion of high-tech in GDP 4.0 4.75
 
Data Source: China Statistical Yearbook 2006, Indian government budget and economic research website, http://indiabudget.nic.in/, and world bank, www.worldbank.org. 

From Table 5, the two countries develop very fast 
in the recent years. China has better performance 
in economy development by earlier market reform 
and reception of world industry transfer. At the 
present, GDP in China is more than two times 
as much as that in India, and the develop speed is 
still high. But deeply analyzing, we see that India 
has better increase from 2000. It could not be 
separated from the development of information 
technology and other high-tech industries in 
knowledge economy background. Three industry 
ratio in the two countries could testify the name of 
world factory and world office for China and India. 
In the proportion of output value of high-tech 
industry in GDP, India is better than China.

4 implication 
By analysis of environmental, running, 
performance of the innovation system in the two 
countries, we could simply conclude as follow.
1.  Research organization structure in the 

two countries are both in the leading of 
governments. China has apparent advantage 
in innovation infrastructure. But in human 
resource, China should increase the investment 
for education in one hand, and in the other 
hand, China should improve the high education 
to cultivate more engineers.

2.  By analysis of innovation running system, we 
could see that China has apparent advantage 
in the investment for innovation. But the 

competitive strength is not above India in 
the world. In some extent, we could see the 
problems of our national researchers structure, 
lack of high level researchers. And more 
important is that India has higher efficiency of 
input and output than China, it is really worthy 
considering.

3.  R&D expenditure in GDP in the two countries 
is still low. Although R&D expenditure increase 
fast in China, most of it is concentrated on 
experiment development and applied research, 
basic research investment is extremely low. 
And India has more reasonable ratio for R&D 
expenditure. In the long term, it could has good 
effect on Indian technology development.

Intertwined Development Paths
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4.  Innovation performance subsystem could 
reflect that the economic development of 
India has greater potential in the background 
of knowledge economy. Although economy 
quantity index in China is higher than that 
in India, India has the economic form led by 
three industry, which is more worthy paying 
attention to.

 In one word, innovation systems in the two 
countries are both in the initial stage of national 
innovation system form under market economy 
conditions as the economy development, which 
has proceeded for a long time and is proceeding 
now. Deep analysis of the same and different points 
of innovation systems in the two countries could 
help the development of nation innovation systems 
in knowledge economy period according to the 
laws of economy and technology development, 
which further pushes the sustained economy 
development.
The original research article, co-authored with two of 
Dr. Wu’s graduate students at School of Management 
at Zhejiang University, was published in Chinese in 
Studies in Science of Science (Beijing), vol. z2, 2007
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Chinese ‘house slaves’ and Indian ‘slum 
owners’
--  When the Property Law is about to be published 

Guo Yukuan
 
When talking about the general social trend in a friend gathering, housing 
price is an inevitable topic. When meet up for a chat, friends from different 
cities tend to take the housing price in their city as an indicator of their 
confidence. The higher housing price from their area can even boost their 
confidence. This is especially true among people from middle west area or 
the villages in Zhejiang and Jiangsu Provinces. When one announces proudly 
‘The housing price in our area has reached 5,000’, another will follow up 
immediately, ‘It’s nothing compared with that in our area. Over 6,000 
already!’ They try to imply that besides the cosmopolitans such as Beijing and 
Shanghai, their areas are with great potential too, in a way that Khrushchev 
and Nixon would argue in the kitchen about the advantages of socialism. 
 Not long ago, an Indian friend from Mumbai undermined the self-
importance of Beijing and Shanghai. When talking about housing prices, she 
told us that the price of an apartment building with reasonably high quality 
in Mumbai was USD 4,000/m2 on average. It is really shocking, given the 
far less GDP per capita in India than that in China. My Indian trip late last 
year proved this to be true. And that indicator is indeed strong enough to 
undermine the superiority of Beijing and Shanghai, gained from the economy 
growth.
 If one can afford a decent apartment in Mumbai, he/she is undoubtedly 
the upper class in India. Usually it is a nice neighborhood with tennis courts 
and swimming pools, and security guards in uniforms. Such an apartment is 
usually unaffordable even for salary-earning middle class, such as government 
officials or teachers. In China, there are two housing price systems, which 
offer to sell some apartments at prices much lower than the market. The case 
in India is different. Nice places are provided to people serving the army, 
the government officials, and university professors only when they are in the 
positions.
 In China, the rising housing price caused substantial stress on those who 
haven’t bought their own places. People would rather buy a place with a huge 
amount of mortgage, in fear that they lose the space to live. Those who haven’t 
their own places, or those who have in exchange of their own ‘freedom’ have 
developed bitter hatred against the real estate developers, as strong as class 
antagonism. Is the situation in India likely to be even more severe?
 There exists a drastic contrast between the rich and the poor in Mumbai. 
But due to the legal protection on the rights to move and to beg, an influx 
of people comes to seek livelihoods. To Chinese pride, Mumbai doesn’t 
appear a metropolitan at all, compared with Shanghai. It is dirty and chaotic. 
Beggars are everywhere and the slums next to skyscrapers. I wondered how the 
slummers felt, looking at skyscrapers which they can never afford.
 Compared with the apartments, the slums are almost hell. Clusters of small 
rooms are just similar to the Shanty Town in Shanghai, fully packed with a 
family of five or more in a tiny room of less than 10 m2. No compliment to 
the environment either! Chaos, no green, no playground. Children can only 
play cricket in the street. But the slummers seemed to feel surprisingly at ease 
and relaxed, which might be explained with the nation’s optimism. If you 
show any curiosity as a foreigner, they would happily you to their ‘shabby 
home’. They won’t feel embarrassed or shy, instead, will serve you with very 
sweet Indian tea, and willingly show you the place to sleep, to do laundry, to 
cook, maybe to turn on TV and show you his tank of goldfish…
 Not being well-educated, the slummers are still willing to greet you at times 
in English with strong Indian accent, ‘Are you from Japan?’ ‘Wow, China, 
great, I like it.’ Both adults and children are obviously proud of their rooms, 
and also of bringing a foreign guest in front of the neighbors. I felt amazed by 
one word I heard here. The people living here are called ‘slum-owners’. Very 
amusing. Yes, we stay in the slum, but as owners!

Vexing Urbanisms
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 How can they be ‘owners’? In Chinese standards, these rooms are absolutely 
illegal, built by some homeless or immigrants in the deserted corners, such 
as along the railway, near the garbage area. The Indian Institution grants 
its people the rights to move, and to vote where you get registered. It also 
stipulates that its people have the rights to decide where to move, which seems 
ridiculous. I asked my Indian friends whether it really means anywhere you 
choose to, then how about a tent in front of the Prime Minister’s residence 
as a neighbor of his? Or to have a tent in someone else’ private garden? 
According to them, that is not a problem theoretically, but can be very 
difficult practically because the owner can always drive you away from his 
private land. However, once you manage to stay in one such place for a period 
of time, such as one year, no one is entitled to drive you away any more. That 
is similar to Rousseau’s theory of contract: acquiescing is also regarded as one 
form of contract. I found this very true later. In many residences and gardens 
for the rich, there are a sign ‘Private property, no tent!’
 Nowadays, several millions of slummers come to own the land in this way. 
Their reasoning is that we took this piece of land when it was deserted; so 
there’s no way to drive us away when it becomes more valuable now. A large 
area of slum is in the prime location of Mumbai, which is far more expensive 
than that in Beijing and Shanghai. More than 80% of the housing price 
at USD 4,000/m2 comes from the land value. Even if the slummers can 
be reallocated to suburbs with rooms ten times as big, it is still a very good 
bargain for the government or the developer. Moreover, it’s not difficult to 
find excuses such as renovation of the old houses.
 To make people move by force can never work in India, especially in such a 
large area of slums packed with slummers. Each of them is extremely difficult 
to handle, and one careless action may, at any time, trigger demonstrations 
or even riots. Moreover, the politicians will lose votes if they offend the ‘slum 
owners’. It is impossible to make them move without compensating them in 
the preferred ways. These facts cause the huge cost to move the owners and 
destroy the old houses, and in turn mainly account for the unreasonably high 
housing price in Mumbai. Compared with China, the real estate industry in 
India doesn’t haven exorbitant profits. The grassroots are the group enjoying 
the most benefits from land revaluation. I was surprised to know that 
according to a medium in 2006, only six of the top 500 richest people in 
India came from the real estate industry.
 In this way, the high apartment price turned out to be beneficial for the 
‘slum owners’. Instead of feeling jealous, they mock at the rich. I heard from 
more than one people the comment ‘The rich should spend more of their 
fortune’. The lives of the ‘slum owners’ are not as miserable as we imagine. 
Although generally referred to as the slums, some of them get developed 
when the owners improve their financial conditions. A large number of them 
even have air-conditioners, a luxury in India. Even considerable amount of 
civil servants in the government and teachers rent the places in the slums for 
economical reasons. The government also establishes some practical public 
infrastructures such as hospitals, schools. 
 In India, the slummers are not necessarily people in extreme poverty. 
They lead a stable and happy life here, often work nearby or start their own 
businesses, or sometimes even workshops. In some areas, some cooperatives 
or businesses with local characteristics are set up, for instance, some are 
famous for producing jewelry while some for potteries… After having their 
own properties, and even being able to afford apartments, they still prefer to 
stay in the slums because their ‘factories’ are here. It also explains the pride 
the slummers take towards their own places. The people to buy spacious 
apartments by mortgage are the ‘slaves’ in China, while those in the slums 
in Mumbai are the ‘owners’. They can’t resist wind or rain to come into their 
place, but definitely can refuse the royal arms to enter. Shabby as it is, it is still 
their own property in the prime location in Mumbai, the richest and the most 
internationalized city in India.
 Many ‘slum owners’ share a similar background, coming from the rural 
areas to seek livelihood in Mumbai. To have their own place even in the slums 
means that they are properly settled. So instead of improving their own living 
conditions, they send the money back to his family, to build a spacious house 
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which their fellow villagers admire greatly, to make their children educated in 
Mumbai, to go to English schools, and maybe to get a decent job. When they 
grow old, they give the slums to the children or rent them, and go back to 
hometown and enjoy the big house in their villages.
 Many Chinese are pleased, ‘the biggest city in India can’t even solve the 
slum problem’. But that’s very superficial. For many people, the tidy streets, 
the skyscrapers, to keep the poor out of sight, and to prevent people from 
the rural areas from coming to the city and sharing the welfares, these are all 
more important than the institutional rights and even the comparatively fair 
opportunities for development. Superficially there are the slums next to the 
skyscrapers in India, but in fact the difference between the rich and the poor 
is less radical than in China. In a major Indian newspaper, I read an article 
by a columnist, entitled ‘Why is the Chinese Model not India’s choice’. This 
may reflect the thought of some Indian academics. She mentioned her initial 
thought on Chinese city development as much higher than in India, having 
seen skyscrapers everywhere, no small houses. But when seeing a large area 
of villages dozens of kilometers away from Beijing urban area, she found 
the development and infrastructure at similar stages with that in Indian 
villages, and the living standard was also quit low. She concluded that such 
development model with superficial glory is not reliable.
 Another surprise to me is worth sharing. When I arrived in India, I was very 
interested in the slums, but also concerned about the security issue there, so 
always asked local people for company. It is a stereotype and almost a belief 
in China that immigrants and the poor are the origins of crime. Once the 
situation gets worse, the public security authority always takes the immigrants 
as the focus. Different in India, friends told me that the slums in India are 
even safer than the streets in New Delhi. A social worker in Mumbai said that 
walking in the lanes in the slums late at night, even a girl doesn’t have to worry 
about her security. There are no thieves or robbers. Anyone in danger can get 
a lot of help with just a shout. He added, ‘this is their home. They own this 
place and love it.’

Originally published in Chinese in Tianyi (TECN: Training, Education, China), 
April 1, 2007. www.tecn.cn
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Migration 
and Slum 
Dwellers: Some 
Reflections
AMiTA BHiDe

Today urbanization is synonymous with 
development of slums. The pace of urbanization; 
4% growth in urbanization while 6% growth 
in the slum population is a testimony to this 
phenomenon. This statistics of different growth 
parameters is looked upon as a “problem” issue 
and is of grave concern to all involved.

During my visit to China I found a new lens 
to examine this issue. Although China does 
not seem to have slums per say, the percentage 
of migrants is large. In the prosperous East 
Coast cities of China, the migrant population is 
close to 30-40 % These migrants are treated as 
second class citizens, and are deprived of basic 
amenities like health, habitat, basic education 
and basic services. While the migrants contribute 
significantly in creating wealth for the city, the 
local administration continues to treat them and 
even their children as outsiders.

In 1960, China had hukou system which denoted 
an official permission to be associated with her/ 
his designated living quarters. It was very difficult 
to get a hukou permit, thus making it a powerful 
tool to encourage people not to migrate to the 
cities. Eligibility for the formal education system, 
proof of the employment in the city or a senior 
position in the city government were some of 
the conditions for getting a hukou permit. This 
worked smoothly till 1975 when the economic 
opportunities remained limited to government 
employment. Till that time everyone who got the 
hukou permit received all the services in the city 
to which the citizens are entitled.

As China opened itself to the market economy, 
the hukou system developed fault lines. In current 
times there is enormous disparity between the 
developmental process of rural and urban China. 
While burgeoning industries and growing service 
sector needs all the cheap labour the migrant 
provide, the government is unwilling to accept 
their actual presence in the cities, thus making 
them invisible. This emerging inequality speaks 
eloquently of the migrants and their plight.  

Indeed there are rapid changes taking place in 
this system with time. Zhejiang , an economically 
affluent and politically progressive province has 
taken a lead position in creating a better system 
for the migrants. This means providing them with 
health and educational services  and in certain 
areas, also providing them with a temporary 
hukou permits. Yet, upon retrospection, it is 
evident that for the majority of the cities, the 
migrant continue to remain “invisible”.

In India similar approach was taken towards the 
slum development which was clearly delineated in 
1956 policy of “Slum Clearance.” But this policy 
had to give away under the pressure of increasing 
population density in slums, and constitutional 
rights of universal adult franchises, and freedom 
of movement. Today there are multiple policies, 
projects and programmes for the slum dwellers, 
apparently in existence but implemented half 
heartedly.  On one hand these programmes claim 
to make the slum dwellers equal stakeholders in 
the process of their development yet the actual 
implementation is not based upon equity. The 
slum dwellers are provided with basic services like 
water, sewage, roads which are qualitatively and 
quantitatively inferior compared to the services 
provided in the other parts of the city. This forces 
the slum dwellers to access private services, paying 
a large chunk of their marginal income for these 
services. These services are delivered not on a 
right based approach but as a charity towards the 
slum dwellers, thus creating vote banks of their 
locality. While low coast housing is being planned 
for them, it is mainly for the objective of giving 
more Floor Space Index (hence monetary benefit) 
to the builders and not for the meaningful 
redevelopment of the slum dwellers.

Today globalization has become synonymous with 
urbanization. Today’s cities are becoming centers 
for progress in trade, technology, new knowledge 
production, thus fostering economic growth. 
Migration and migrants, whether intra-national 
or international, have become an essential part of 
this process, becoming almost indispensable for 
globalization to succeed. Despite this reality, why 
policies all over tend to disregard this important 
human force? In China and India, the labour in 
the unorganized sector and their contributions at 
various levels forms the mainstay of the economic 
growth of both these countries. When will 
Chinese and Indian policy makers be cognizant of 
this reality? When will the issues of migration and 
slum dwellers be looked upon as opportunities 
instead of “problems”? Making these people 
invisible will not benefit the people or the cities in 
the long run. At least in the current times, neither 
the State Centered Chinese policies nor the 
democratic Indian policies are willing to solve this 
issue. Are they waiting for some policy directions 
from the famous “Big Brother?”
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The promised 
land of SEZs
P A R T H A  M U K H O PA D H YA Y

IN the last year, Special Economic Zones (SEZs) were a much discussed 
issue. Most of the discussion focused on two issues, viz. (a) the acquisition 
of land, rehabilitation, the consequences for farmers and agricultural output, 
and (b) the cost of the various tax benefits provided to developers of SEZs 
and the units to be located in them. While these are important issues, they 
address only the cost aspect of the equation. Taking another path, this paper 
tries to determine the expected benefits from SEZs and whether they are 
being achieved. For this, it relies not on aggregate data but on projections 
made by the developers of individual SEZs that form the basis of claims 
advanced by the Ministry of Commerce and Industry. What does the data 
say about the promised land of SEZs, the exports, the nature of investment 
and employment, regional dispersion and overall governance? 
While the preamble to the SEZ Act 2005 says that SEZs have been 
established “for the promotion of exports,” section 5 of the Act says that 
the central government will be guided by the following principles while 
notifying any area as a SEZ, viz.: “(a) generation of additional economic 
activity, (b) promotion of exports of goods and services; (c) promotion of 
investment from domestic and foreign sources; (d) creation of employment 
opportunities; [and] (e) development of infrastructure facilities.” 
A reading of the brief discussion in both Houses of Parliament on the SEZ 
Bill in May 2005 indicates that lawmakers were more concerned with 
investment, growth of manufacturing and employment and referred to costs 
only in passing. The focus was much more on the condition of labour, the 
role of the state governments and the private sector in the administrative 
structures, and most critically, employment.1

Exports were seen not an end in themselves but as a route to increasing 
employment. The Minister for Commerce and Industry, Kamal Nath stated 
in the Lok Sabha: “We no more talk of exports to earn foreign exchange. [In 
the] Foreign Trade Policy which was announced by the UPA government. 
We kept the focus on how we would generate employment. In fact, 
exports today represent one of the most important employment generating 
activities.”
The other benefit apparently expected from SEZs is inclusive development. 
Speaking in the Rajya Sabha the minister said: “A concern expressed by 
almost all the members was that the development which takes place, the 
SEZs which takes place, don’t happen in a localized area. What happened in 
China? Largely the development and SEZs are highly localized. We don’t. 
We have always stated that our developmental process has to be all-inclusive. 
Not only all-inclusive but must encompass all states. That is not the Chinese 
belief. So, we cannot have a Chinese concept.) So, will SEZs help increase 
employment growth, especially manufacturing employment and help spread 
development more evenly? What does the data say?
Discussing benefits does not mean that the issue of costs is resolved. There 

1  The Parliamentary Standing Committee on Commerce however did address 
the land acquisition issue and recommended a reduction in the maximum size 
of the SEZs, a proposal that the Government acceded to by putting a cap of 
5000 hectares on the SEZ, which it now seems to be reconsidering (see ‘Govt. 
may ease land ceiling on multi-product SEZs’ Indian Express, 4 December 
2007 http://www.indianexpress.com/story/246437.html)

are serious deficiencies in our land acquisition policy. With changes in 
economic structure, the pattern of land use will change. If the new uses 
generate enough surpluses, most affected persons, can be persuaded to part 
with land voluntarily. Unfortunately, in India, state power has been used not 
to overcome recalcitrant hold-outs, e.g., through supermajority provisions, 
but to subsidize the cost of acquisition.
Dispossessing poor farmers to subsidize SEZs is prima facie unconscionable. 
In the land acquisition process, it is important to ensure (a) security for the 
family whose livelihood is being affected, (b) fairness, i.e., enabling them 
to share in the gains (Box 1 addresses some of the recent suggestions in this 
regard), and (c) capability to take advantage of the changes in economic 
structure. Our current land acquisition policy ensures none of these. Even 
when one agrees with the objectives of SEZs, this aspect needs to be thought 
through much more carefully.
Similarly, the fiscal benefits for SEZs are ill-designed. The current structure 
of incentives for SEZs envisages a tax holiday for five years, then a low tax 
rate for the next five, and an investment tax credit for the final five. Various 
estimates of revenue loss as a result of these incentives have been presented 
but a greater cost may be induced by investment distortions. Tax holidays 
tend to reward the founding of a company, rather than investment in 
existing companies and benefits short-term investments, characterized by 
companies that can quickly relocate from one jurisdiction to another. This 
undermines the effort to attract long-term stable investments. So, if tax 
incentives are indeed necessary, and this in itself is debatable, an investment 
tax credit or a lower tax rate may be better than a blanket tax holiday.

BOX 1: Sharing the Gains
One idea that has gained currency is to give affected persons a stake 
in the proposed project. This is not always sensible, since it ignores 
the possibility that the project may fail. There is little logic in making a 
deprived section of the population absorb the cost of failure, especially 
when they had little choice in initiating the project. Ideally, they should 
share in the gains, while their losses should be limited. One way to 
achieve this would be to transfer the payback from successful projects into 
a community fund that would go towards improving common physical 
and social infrastructure, like electricity, water, road connectivity, schools 
and hospitals. In case the project fails, the government can assure that it 
would provide these services.
The challenge is to ensure premium educational, health and physical 
infrastructure in the affected area so that the next generation, the teenage 
child of the forty year old can aspire to be and work as engineers and 
managers in the factory and not as unskilled workers. This is not romantic 
utopia. Even within our existing institutional system, our little-touted 
Navodaya Vidyalayas, coupled with an extensive scholarship and training 
programme, can make this happen.� Sadly, any reasonable person 
would disbelieve the government’s assurance of basic rehabilitation, 
leave alone such tall promises. The basic problem is a lack of trust in the 
state. In the final analysis, until the state is seen not as an instrument of 
expropriation, but as a fair arbiter, conflict is inevitable. The way to gain 
such confidence is by repeated demonstration of good intent. Regretfully, 
there are no signs that the state wants to start on this path.

2   While the Tatas have undertaken an initiative to train some local Singur 
youth in ITIs, this effort is so limited that it appears to be more tokenism than 
rehabilitation.
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The SEZ policy may be much more costly than necessary, but is it delivering 
the expected benefits? Earlier this year, the Ministry of Commerce and 
Industry (MOCI) began releasing data on the commitments made by 
developers in their applications for the grant of SEZ status. These promises 
are the basis of the ministry’s projections of employment and investment in 
the SEZs. A close look at this data can help us understand the promised land 
of SEZ.
For comparability, we focus only on the 154 SEZs that have been notified 
under the SEZ Act. These SEZs occupy a total of 20,388 hectares, i.e., about 
204 sq km. Information about the name, location, area and type of SEZ is 
available for all 154 SEZs. For the purposes of analysis, the types of SEZ 
have been grouped under four broad heads, viz. (i) IT/ITES, which includes 
information technology (IT) and IT enabled services (ITES)3 (ii) Existing 
Strengths, which cover our current export basket, i.e., apparel, textiles, 
gems and jewelry, footwear and pharmaceuticals (iii) Multi-product and (iv) 
Others.

3   This includes electronic hardware, which is a very small proportion of this 
group.

Table 1 shows the number of SEZs for which data is available for an 
additional set of sixteen items of data. It is curious that data on items 
mandated in the SEZ application is not available for all the notified SEZs. 
Indeed, only three notified SEZs seem to have provided the necessary details. 
This shows up the approval process negatively.
Table 2 shows the share of different types of SEZs for six different 
parameters, viz. (a) number of SEZs, (b) area under SEZs, (c) proposed 
investment by the developer (d) proposed investment by units (e) proposed 
direct employment and (f ) proposed indirect employment. This provides a 
measure of sectoral concentration of SEZs. As a measure of the geographical 
concentration for each of these six items, the table also shows the share of 
two states, viz. Andhra Pradesh and Gujarat and five states, viz. Andhra 
Pradesh, Gujarat, Karnataka, Maharashtra and Tamil Nadu, usually, the top 
two and top five states, except as noted below.

TABLE 1

Data Availability for Notified SEZs
Item No. of SEZs reporting data
Proposed Investment by Developer 109
Proposed Investment by Units 47
Proposed Indirect Employment 8�
Proposed Direct Employment 110
Proposed Rupee FDI 18
Proposed Dollar FDI 15
Cost of Land 8�
Projected Exports �007-08 63
Current Investment in Land 87
Current Investment (non-land) 54
Current Investment by Units �3
Current Number of Units 49
Current Indirect Employment 58
Current Direct Employment 57
Current Rupee FDI 13
Current Dollar FDI 11

TABLE � Sectoral and Geographical Share of SEZs by Different Measures
Sector Number Area Investment (developer) Investment by units Direct jobs Indirect jobs

Existing strengths  14%  13%  4%  4%   15% 1�%
IT/ITES  64%  14%  45%  9%  61%  68%
Multi product  5%  58%  �6%  78%  �1%  17%
Others 17% 15%  �5%  9%  3%  3%
Share of two states  38%  67%  6�%  9�%  58%  54%
Share of five states  76%  9�%  83%  97%  85%  76%

Note: The two states are Andhra Pradesh and Gujarat, to which Karnataka, Maharashtra and Tamil Nadu are added to make up the five states.
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To begin with, consider the number of SEZs and the area under SEZs. As 
is clear, the IT/ITES sector dominates the number of SEZs, with almost 
two-thirds in this sector. However, most of these SEZs are small in size and 
therefore the large multi-product SEZs, though much smaller in number, 
dominate in size, with over half the area under the eight multi-product SEZs 
that have been notified so far. Geographically, more than three-fourths of the 
SEZs by number and 92% by area are in the five states. Of this, two-thirds 
of the area is in just two states. The distinction in share between number and 
area occurs because Gujarat has relatively few IT/ITES SEZs and more large 
multi-product zones.
Information about proposed investment by the developer is available for 109 
SEZs, with a projected total of over Rs 100,000 crore, i.e., USD 25 billion, 
apparently over five years.4 Of this, 46% is in IT/ITES, another 4% is in 
existing strengths and 25% in multi-product SEZs, amounting to 75%. 
The remaining 25% is in other types of SEZs of which 17% is in port and 
power. Locationally, 83% of this investment is in five states with 62% in just 
two states. In this instance, the five states are not the top five. If one replaces 
Maharashtra by Kerala, which accounts for 12% of the total, the share of the 
top five states jumps to 89%. 
Information about proposed investment by units is available for a 
much smaller number of SEZs, only for 63 SEZs, with a projected total 
of Rs 166,785 crore. For purposes of comparison, the investment in 
manufacturing in India in 2005-06 alone was Rs 360,000 crore. Of this, 
9% is in IT/ITES, another 4% is in existing strengths and 78% in multi-
product SEZ, amounting to 91%. Locationally, 92.4% of this proposed 
investment is in AP and Gujarat, (46% each) followed by Karnataka, Punjab 
and Haryana, who add another 4.4%. The proposed investment in units is 
therefore extremely skewed, even more so than investments by developers. 
To illustrate, 40% of this, Rs 67,500 crore, is accounted for by one 10 sq 
km. multi-product SEZ in Kakinada.
The criticality of employment as an objective is well exemplified by the 
Minister for Commerce and Industry, Kamal Nath, who, at the end of the 
debate in the Lok Sabha, said: “With these few words, I request the support 
for this Bill to start a new avenue for employment generation.)

BOX 2: The fundamentals of SEZs�

Almost the entire indirect employment in Punjab comes from one zone, 
Quark City SEZ, in Mohali, which proposes to create half a million 
indirect jobs and directly employ 55,000 IT/ITES workers on a 13.75 
hectare plot. If we could replicate Quark’s proposed employment intensity, 
across the approximately �0,000 hectares of SEZs that have so far been 
notified, we would have created more than 500 million proposed jobs! 
Another SEZ that would create more than half a million jobs is the Sanghi 
SEZ in Ranga Reddy district in AP, which proposes to create 600,000 
indirect but only 1,000 direct jobs on a �00 hectare SEZ. These cases 
need to be studied in more detail.

Information about proposed direct employment is available for 110 SEZs, 
projecting a total of 2.14 million employees. Of this, 61% is in IT/ITES and 
another 15% is in existing strengths with a further 21% in multi-product 
SEZ, amounting to 97%. It is interesting to note that the 1.25 million direct 
employment proposed to be created by the IT/ITES SEZs alone exceeds 
the current employment in that sector. Further 85% of this proposed 
employment is in the five states, with 40% in Andhra Pradesh alone, of 
which two-thirds is from IT/ITES SEZs. 
In addition to direct employment, information about proposed indirect 

4  This is not clearly mentioned but is inferred from the fact that the SEZ 
Application Form mentions that the projections are over a five-year period.
5  A quark is a physical particle that forms one of the two basic constituents of 
matter and various species of quarks combine in specific ways to form protons and 
neutrons. Quarks are visible only fleetingly. The Quark City SEZ is promoted by 
Quark Inc., which has a large share of the publishing software market.

employment is available for 82 SEZs, with a projected total of 2.94 million 
employees. The methodology for calculating the indirect employment is not 
apparent and varies widely across SEZs, even in the same sector, as noted 
later. Of this indirect employment too, 68% is generated by IT/ITES, 
another 12% is in existing strengths and 17% in multi-product SEZ, again 
amounting to 97%.
The five states account for three-fourths of the indirect employment 
generated but in this instance, if one replaces Tamil Nadu by Punjab, the 
share of the top five states jumps to an amazing 92%. This is because 17% of 
the total indirect employment, i.e., half a million jobs are generated by one 
IT/ITES SEZ, Quark City, in Mohali, Punjab. Even so, it is not the top job 
generator, which is another IT/ITES SEZ, viz. Sanghi in Andhra Pradesh, 
which proposes to create 600,000 jobs. Of the approximately two million 
indirect jobs to be created by the IT/ITES SEZs, over half, i.e., 1.1 million 
jobs are in just two SEZs (see Box 2).
Not only are SEZs located mostly in a few states, even within these states, 
they are concentrated in a few districts. The notified SEZs limited to only 
53 districts out of 607 districts and even within these 53, they are highly 
concentrated. Figure 1 shows how the 154 SEZs and 20,388 hectares 
occupied by them are distributed across twenty districts and it shows the 
share of each district in the 2.1 million direct and 2.9 million indirect jobs 
proposed to be generated by the SEZs. These twenty, mostly urban, districts 
account for 71% of SEZs by number 82% by area, 88% by number of 
direct jobs and 89% of the indirect jobs generated. Even within these twenty 
districts, the top five districts in each category account for 43% of the 
number of SEZs, 53% of the area, 57% of the direct jobs and an astonishing 
79% of the indirect jobs generated, the last, driven by three distinctive SEZs, 
which account for 1.5 million of the 2.9 million indirect jobs proposed to be 
generated by the SEZs.
Not only are the SEZs localized, they are also localized in particular types 
of districts. Table 3 shows how many SEZs are situated in districts that are 
above the national average on a variety of parameters. Only 35 and 22 SEZs 
are in districts with above average numbers of Scheduled Castes and Tribes 
respectively. By contrast, of the 154 notified SEZs, 124 are in districts with 
an above average urban population and 131 with an above average number 
of non-agricultural workers and a staggering 148 in districts with an above 
average level of literacy.
All the major cities except Kolkata are part of these districts, viz. Delhi 
(Noida and Gurgaon), Hyderabad, Bangalore, Chennai, etc. even though 
some of the larger proposed SEZs around Mumbai and Delhi have yet to be 
notified. In addition, many of the new cities, such as Pune, Vishakapatnam, 
Coimbatore, Indore, Ahmedabad, Mohali, Nagpur and Surat figure in the 
list.
As for Foreign Direct Investment (FDI), information about proposed FDI 
is available for very few SEZs, 18 SEZs provide data on FDI in rupees and 
15 for FDI in US dollars. These indicate that Rs 16,139 crore (roughly 
US$ 4 billion) is proposed to be invested, of which 44% is in IT/ITES, 
another 21% is in existing strengths and 8% in multi-product SEZ, 
amounting to 73%. Most of the remaining (26%) is in two engineering 
products SEZs in Gujarat. Location-wise, 82% of the FDI is in three states, 
viz. AP (32%), Gujarat (28%) and Tamil Nadu (22%). The US dollar 
data indicate that another USD 1.92 billion is proposed to be invested, of 
which of which 38% is in IT/ITES, another 42% is in existing strengths, 
all of it in one textile SEZ in Andhra Pradesh and 17% in multi-product 
SEZs, amounting to 99% of proposed dollar FDI. Over 93% of this is in AP 
(55%), Punjab (21%) and Maharashtra (17%). The total FDI is thus USD 
6 billion.
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TABLE 3

Number of SEZ in Districts Above the  
National Average (Total = 1�4)
Urban Population 1�4
Non Agricultural Workers 131
Literacy 148
Male Labour Force Participation 1�3
SC 35

ST �� 

The available information also provides data for current investment by 
developers, separately by investment in land (Rs 8,447 crore in 97 SEZs) and 
in items other than land (Rs 10,220 crore in 66 SEZs). The combined total 
of Rs 18,667 crore is about 19% of the total proposed investment by 
developers in 119 units. Of the investment in land, 44% is in IT/ITES and 
21% in multi-product SEZ with power accounting for another 10%. Of the 
investment in non-land activities, again 44% is in IT/ITES, but 51% is 
in multi-product SEZs, which is almost entirely in two Gujarat SEZs. 
Existing strengths attract only 5% and 3% of investment respectively. 
Information about current investment by units is available only for 42 SEZs, 
with a total of Rs 23,434 crore, i.e. about 14% of the total. Of this, 6% is 
in IT/ITES, another 3% is in existing strengths but most of the rest, i.e., 
81% is in one multi-product SEZ in Gujarat. So far, this Rs 18,939 crore 
of investment has resulted in 680 jobs, including 43 indirect jobs. The data 
on current investments, therefore, if anything, reinforces the trend towards 
concentration seen in the data on proposals.
The examination of the data available from the ministry raises many 
questions. A few broad trends are discernible. 
First, the SEZ boom is concentrated heavily in the IT/ITES sector, one 
that has already boomed. It may not be out of place to characterize the SEZ 
policy as a continuation of support for the IT/ITES sector through the back 
door. Nearly 75% to 80% of the proposed employment emanates from the 
IT/ITES and the traditional exporting sectors viz. i.e., apparel, textiles, gems 
and jewelry, footwear and pharmaceuticals. The multi-product SEZs, 
which are to be the harbinger of manufacturing growth contribute but a 

sixth of the projected employment growth. Neither are the projections 
of FDI, limited as they are to a few SEZs, very encouraging. It is thus 
difficult to describe the SEZ policy as one promoting manufacturing 
employment, even going by the official numbers. If anything, it appears to 
be reinforcing existing paradigms and providing the IT/ITES sector with 
an arguably unnecessary tax loophole.
Second, regardless of the minister’s statement in Parliament that 
the “developmental process has to be all inclusive; not only all-inclusive 
but must encompass all states,” the forces of economic agglomeration appear 
to have triumphed over the minister. By all measures, whether by number 
or area or employment, most of the SEZs are in a small number of districts 
in select states such as Andhra Pradesh and Gujarat. These districts are 
more educated as compared to the national average and more industrialized 
and urbanised. SEZs can therefore be expected to exacerbate regional 
concentration.

BOX 3: How fast do SEZs grow?
An example from China may help to illustrate the time frame of growth 
in SEZs. The Beijing Economic-Technological Development Area (BDA) 
was established in 1993 on 46.8 sq. km, i.e., 4680 hectares of land, a 
size at the upper end of our current limit and is thus a more reasonable 
comparator as compared to SEZs like Shenzhen, which extend over 
350 sq. km. This BDA area is designed to contain industrial, business 
and residential spaces. It is well connected by road, rail, sea and air. 
Investors benefit from leveled land and access to (i) roads, (ii) storm 
water drainage (iii) waste water drainage, (iv) tap water, (v) natural gas, 
(vi) power, (vii) telecommunication, (viii) heat and (ix) cable television. 
Initially, the enterprise income tax rate was 15%, reduced to 10% for 
enterprises that exported at least 40% of total value of output.6

By �004, BDA was home to over 1600 companies from 30 countries 
employing about a 100,000 persons, with a total investment of USD 

6  Further, high tech enterprises were exempt from income tax for the first three 
years with 50% reduction in taxes from the 4th to 6th year and software firms 
were exempt for the first two years with 50% reduction in taxes from the 3rd 
to 5th year. In a recent change in the law in China, these benefits have been 
rationalized and both Chinese and foreign enterprises now have a common tax 
rate of 25%.
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8.1� billion, of which USD 3.� billion was FDI. Of the original 47 sq 
km, only �3sq km had been developed. Compared to this, the ministry 
projects that the SEZs will create � million direct and 3 million indirect 
jobs. This will be a result of investing approximately USD 70 billion in 
an area of �00 sq km, an investment to employment and an area to 
employment ratio of about 5 times that achieved by BDA. Furthermore, 
this will be achieved in 5 years compared to 1� years for BDA.

This is not necessarily bad, since there can be significant benefits from 
such agglomeration. However, the consequences of such concentration and 
the need to put in place policies to ensure that people from other areas also 
benefit from SEZs is being ignored, perhaps because of an unwillingness 
to accept a reality that conflicts with a stated goal. To begin with, there 
needs to be much more readiness to accept migration on a larger scale 
to the favoured districts from other areas in the state and the country. 
For those who think that there is already plenty of migration in India, a 
comparison with China is a useful cross-check. While about two million 
people migrate from rural to urban areas in India each year on average, in 
China, the comparable figure is 14 million.
Third, the credibility of the projections is doubtful. Box 3 provides a Chinese 
perspective on this issue in terms of the kind of growth that was experienced. 
In contrast, the case of Quark City and Sanghi SEZ mentioned earlier are 
striking departures. A number of the other projections could prove equally 
misplaced. At this point it is useful to ask whether these commitments made 
by developers of SEZs binding? Is there any enforcement mechanism? What 
will happen if the projections are not met? Who will be held responsible?
The answers to these questions are, as yet, unknown. The worrying 
part of these projections is that the Board of Approvals, composed of 
seventeen officers of the Government of India, one nominee of the state 
government (which may be a commentary on the participation of state 
governments), and one professor of IIM, has accepted them. Is this body 
applying its mind?
To answer this question, it is useful to consider the subset of 99 IT/
ITES SEZs. Usually, similar projects should have similar characteristics, 
within some range of parameters. For example, the cost of a power plant 
per mw (for a given type of plant, e.g., coal, gas, hydro, etc.) would lie 
within some bounds, as also, the cost per lane kilometer of highway. Part of 
the appraisal and project approval process is to ensure that the project costs 
are within acceptable ranges.
In the case of SEZs, this does not seem to be the case. Table 4 shows the 
range of variation in a few basic parameters across different SEZ projects 
of a single type, i.e., IT/ITES projects. The parameters relate to (a) 
investment by developer per hectare, (b) direct employment per hectare, 
(c) direct employment per crore of investment and (d) ratio of indirect to 
direct employees. As can be seen, the distribution is quite wide, varying from 
less than Rs 5 cr. per hectare to Rs 200 cr. per hectare.
The variation in employment ratios is even more, from less than 100 direct 
employees per hectare to over 5000 per hectare in direct employment, less 
than 10 employees per crore of developer investment to more than 2000 
and less than one tenth to over 10 (indeed, one SEZ has a ratio of 600!) for 
the ratio of indirect to direct employees. This kind of variation for a key 
parameter of interest in a given sector and relatively well understood sector, 
i.e., IT/ITES, is difficult to explain as variation across business models. Data 
such as this leads one to suspect non-application of mind at the approval 
stage.
Not just approval, this mindlessness prevails in monitoring too. Regardless of 
the statement by the minister in Parliament that “we no more talk of exports 
to earn foreign exchange, we kept the focus on how we would generate 
employment,” the monitoring formats remain antiquated. Form I, which is 
supposed to monitor the activities of units in the SEZ, and is issued as part 
of the SEZ Rules, focuses almost entirely on whether the unit is earning 
“net foreign exchange” devoting a couple of pages to gathering the relevant 
details. Employment, on the other hand, merits one line. From Form I, 

all one can infer is the number of men and women employed, with no 
information about wages, quality of employment, etc. 
Are these just more examples of implementation at odds with policy 
or lackadaisical and mindless administration?
From their location, it is evident that SEZs are very much an urban 
phenomenon, with the formation of new cities that will be clustered around 
existing cities. Worse, a number of the SEZs, especially in the IT/ITES 
sector, are too small to be planned in an integrated manner. For example, 
of the 27 SEZs in Ranga Reddy district around Hyderabad, 19, all in the 
IT/ITES sector, are less than 50 hectares. A higher rate of urbanization is 
an inevitable consequence and a necessary facilitator of rapid growth but 
are we prepared for this? What are the arrangements to run the SEZ cities 
that will emerge if the policy succeeds? 
The existing SEZ Act7 mentions the word “urban” in two places, once to 
note that the Ministry of Urban Development may form part of the 
Board of Approvals, and the other to provide fiscal relief in case a unit moves 
from an urban area to an SEZ. The word “plan” or “planning” occurs once 
in the SEZ Act, in the fiscal context mentioned above, but it does occur 
twice in the Rules, to state that the building approval plan will have to be 
submitted to the Development Commissioner who shall place it before 
the Approval Committee for consideration and to state that the developer 
and co-developer should “abide by the local laws, rules, regulations or bye-
laws in regard to area planning, sewerage disposal, pollution control,” etc.
It is apparent that the urban aspects of the SEZs have received 
little thought and consideration. This is true even in the deliberations of 
the Parliamentary Standing Committee on Commerce, which did receive 
some submissions on the urban planning is- sue from the Ministry of Urban 
Development. However, the demand to reduce the overall size of SEZs 
and increase the processing area indicates an inappropriate comparison 
between SEZs and industrial estates, rather than industrial townships.
It appears that the physical planning of the SEZ is at the mercy of 
the Approval Committee, composed of the Development Commissioner, 
five central government officers, two state government officers and the 
developer as a special invitee. The admonition to abide by local laws 
potentially involves the local panchayat that exercises jurisdiction over the 
SEZ area but it is unfortunately unlikely that they will get a role. Moreover, 
the capacity of the panchayat to engage in discussions with the SEZ 
developer on issues of area planning is questionable and significant capacity 
building would be needed in this area. Situations where multiple panchayats 
exercise jurisdiction over one SEZ can occur, and what will happen in this 
case is unclear. Indeed, the National Capital Region Planning Board has thus 
far been ignored in decisions regarding SEZs in the NCR.
So, if the SEZs were to succeed, they could well degenerate into the same 
kind of urban mess that we see in our cities today, for the same reason - lack 
of governance. There is almost criminal neglect of urban planning issues 
in the legislative and administrative framework for SEZs. Indeed, given 
the kind of location that we have indicated, the urban outgrowth from the 
existing cities and that from the SEZs can merge to form a large chaotic 
unplanned morass that will enclose the SEZ.
In contrast, the Chinese approach, e.g., in BDA, referred to earlier in Box 
3, is to bring the zone under municipal management. BDA is one of the 
thirteen districts of Beijing Municipal government. A similar zone in 
Hang Zhou, in Zhejiang province, is also under the administration of one 
of the municipal districts of Hang Zhou. The Chinese can do this easily 
because of two differences: (i) the zone land is publicly owned and (ii) the 
zones are near major municipalities. Furthermore, each of these cities has 
substantive planning capacity, e.g., Shenyang, a city of about four million 
and the capital of Liaoning province has a Planning Institute with 300 
professionals, including about 60 urban planners.
Since we have made it harder for ourselves by choosing privately owned 
SEZs, we will have to evolve alternative governance structures to address 
this issue. While on the issue, it is useful to clarify that there is no 

7  The Rules mention it only once, in the context of the Board of Approvals.
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conflict between public ownership of land and private provision of 
infrastructure services. The implicit cross-subsidy from profits obtained 
by developing the non-processing area to overall infrastructure can be 
achieved with the help of a dedicated fund. All the benefits of the SEZ 
that are currently touted could have been achieved as easily while retaining 
ownership of land with the public sector. The rationale for choosing this 
particular development approach has never been clearly explained.
Based on an examination of data available from the ministry’s own website, 
while the costs appear very real, the benefits of SEZs appear to be a mirage. 
If at all, the subsidies in terms of land and tax benefits extended are only 
helping to support the existing economic structure. More than two-thirds of 
the proposed employment growth is in IT and IT enabled services and 
almost 90% of the jobs will be available in twenty districts, which are all 
above average in terms of urbanization, industrialization, and education. 
Moreover, if SEZs were real, they foreshadow a promised land that we are 
not prepared for and appear unwilling, if not unable to manage. There 
has been no thinking of what would need to be done if the SEZs were to 
actually succeed and grow into cities. Given that many of them are close to 
existing urban areas, there are major implications for urban planning. 
Regrettably, this piece of the SEZ puzzle has been missing from inception 
and even today, there appears to be no recognition of the problem. It may 
well be that a Ministry used to dealing with Export Processing Zones and 
Export Oriented Units is quite unsuited to the task of regulating Special 
Economic Zones. However, given the multi-ministerial nature of the Board 
of Approvals, it appears that these issues are not appreciated by others in 
government either.
The failure is not so much of the SEZ concept as the fact that the 
existing governance of the process does not inspire confidence due to an 
inability to define priorities, and regulate and manage the phenomenon 
called SEZs. The government baldly accepts averments that half a million 
indirect jobs will be created from a 15 hectare zone. It appears to have no 
standard, even within sectors, for appraising a proposal and does not even 
insist on complete information being provided before an SEZ is notified. 
While monitoring, it ignores employment and sticks to hackneyed metrics 
like net foreign exchange earned. 
Evidently the government believes it can abdicate governance and outsource 
the task of development to the private sector. It will soon learn otherwise. 

Originally published in Seminar, January 31, 2008)
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Governance and Democratization 

The importance of independent research for national policy decision-making
Guo Yukuan 
Guo Yukuan’s essay addresses the role of independent think tanks in the protection of the public interest. It is framed 
around a conversation with K.C. Sivaramakrishnan, former Secretary at Ministry of Urban Development, and former 
chair of the Center for Policy Research in India.  The essay was published in Nanfang zhoumo, (Southern Weekly), July 
26, 2007.  Nanfang zhoumo is a major liberal Chinese newspaper with circulation of 3 million.  
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An Ongoing Revolution
To contrast between China and India, one 
prevalent view holds that India’s democratic 
and legal environment will eventually fuel more 
momentum. India is compared to a road with 
lots of bumps and holes but with a clear sense of 
direction. Cars along this road have to be slow but 
they are never in danger of great perils. Whereas 
China is compared to a magnificent four-lane 
highway that is still being built, thus cars may run 
into an abyss. But for many Chinese, the biggest 
doubt towards India is its democratic system in its 
form and operation. This is also a main topic of 
discussion during ICI Fellows’ residency in India.  
 The topic of Indian democracy can 
be summarized in two main aspects. First, 
democracy is the inevitable choice to hold 
a complex society together. Second, the 
effectiveness of Indian democracy cannot be 
measured in terms of efficiency. I agree with 
the first aspect in light of India’s independence. 
Since 1948, democracy has kept the country 
with multiple ethnic groups integrated despite 
a few major turbulences. Tolerance, one major 
requirement of democracy, has made great 
contributions. In a democratic system, people 
can express their wills in various forms, such as 
meetings, speeches, demonstrations etc. These 
forms of expressions may not necessarily bring 
desirable results, but the expression itself can, in 
a large degree, alleviate potential major conflicts. 
However, the danger of India’s democracy lies 
in that this tendency is so forceful that the 
government is put in the situation of inaction. 
In other words, there is a tendency that the 
government becomes a commons, i.e. a situation 
where no one is responsible. For this reason, I 
was not convinced by the second answer given 
by the Indian scholars—the effectiveness of 
Indian democracy cannot be measured in terms 
of efficiency. Although I do not agree that 
democracy will necessarily lead to economic 
successes, I do believe that a democracy should 
at least hold the government accountable to its 
people. It is at this accountability that India’s 
democracy is disappointing indeed.  
 From independence to 1977 when Indira 
Gandhi was ousted, India’s democracy had 
operated as an aristocracy under the control of 
the Congress Party. Nehru ruled India almost as a 
king with his tremendous reputation established 
during the Independence Movement. In his own 
words, he was ‘the last English gentleman’ in 
India. Under his leadership, India witnessed more 
than a decade of stability. One Indian scholar 
from The New School frequently reminded us 
of Bombay in the booming 1950s. Bombay 
is the name for Mumbai given by the British 
colonialists, while Mumbai is how the local 
language Marathi names the city. To erase the 
colonial marks, the Maharashtra state government 
changed the name from Bombay to Mumbai in 

early 1980s. But for the upper English-speaking 
society in India, it is always Bombay, which is 
not only reminiscent of the past but also of the 
social orders in the past. Although the underclass 
gained some respect in theory (one milestone 
was Dr. Ambedkar’s being granted the chance 
to draft the Constitution after independence), 
neither the Congress Party nor Nehru showed 
any intention to change the Caste System. Indian 
society before Indira Gandhi’s assassination was 
one of “everyone rests on his/her due position.” 
However, since 1980s, Indian society has been 
rapidly fragmenting with various emerging 
political powers. Meanwhile, political powers at 
local levels became active too, and even showing 
tendency to rival against the center. Hence, to 
be precise, Indian democracy started after 1977, 
instead of 1948.  
 To contrast Indian democracy and Chinese 
authoritarian system, I was most alarmed by the 
dominance of political populism in India. In one 
international conference, Professor Fan Gang 
talked about why China’s economic reform has 
been successful and he regarded a non-populist 
government as one major reason. After the 
conference, some British scholars expressed their 
shock to me: for them, Prof. Fan’s opinion seems 
to be an excuse for the Chinese authoritarian 
system. But political populism can indeed, at 
its early stage, slow down economic growth 
and interrupt democracy. When income is low, 
politicians can win votes with small bribes. In 
India, a trick to gain more votes is to offer slum 
dwellers small benefits, such as power connection, 
water supply and access to toilets. While not 
blaming the slum dwellers for being gullible, they 
are too poor to let a small chance to improve 
their lives slip away. Yet this is all they can get. 
The politicians just show up once for the election, 
and do not care about them the rest of the time. 
Fortunately, political populism has not become 
as disastrous as in Latin America, but its negative 
effects are obvious. A major manifestation is that 
politicians take advantage of the public for their 
own benefits, regardless of the society as a whole 
or their party’s positions.  
 One incident during my visit can be 
revealing. Tata Group, a long-established Indian 
enterprise, planned to start a car factory in West 
Bengal. Conflicts with the local farmers triggered 
when they tried to buy their land. This happens 
frequently in India. It reflects one advantage of 
Indian democracy, which allows various interests 
to be represented. In this case, the Communist 
Party was the ruling party of West Bengal while 
the right-wing BJP was amongst the organizers 
in the farmer protests. It was understandable that 
the Communist Party in West Bengal changed 
their long-term political position—after all, the 
factory would spur economic growth. Therefore, 
it is difficult to understand BJP’s participation in 
the public outcry. The only way to explain their 
action is that they wanted to gain more votes in 
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the next election. For during the last election, BJP 
got a big lesson. Confident about the economic 
growth rate of over 7% and the overall prosperous 
situation, the ruling BJP decided to hold an 
early election in 2004, hoping to win over the 
unprepared Congress and other left-wing parties. 
But the reality fooled the BJP. The election 
winner turned out to be the Congress Party. The 
main reason was that voters in rural areas were 
not happy about BJP’s policies because they did 
not benefit from India’s economic growth. To 
show their gratitude to the farmers, soon after 
their take-over, the coalition government led by 
Congress passed a law requiring the government 
to offer a government job to everyone who does 
not work for more than half a year. Obviously 
such a law is not practical; it is just a grand 
gesture to please the voters.   
 Populism not only wins more votes for 
politicians, but also blinds many intellectuals. The 
reconstruction of a textile district in Mumbai is 
a good example. The textile industry in Mumbai 
had been thriving until the 1980s. The textile 
factories are clustered on prime real estate in 
the center of the peninsular that comprises 
the city of Mumbai. Mumbai government had 
been planning on relocating these factories 
since the 1980s. The discussions on land and 
worker relocation went back and forth. When 
the city council finally passed the law in 1990, 
an effective solution on workers’ relocation had 
not been reached. As for the use of the factory 
land, a seemingly fair solution was proposed: 
one third of the land could be used to develop 
businesses, one third to build residence, and 
the rest for public use. For the factory owners, 
this was extremely difficult and expensive to put 
into practice. As a result, only a few factories 
executed the redevelopment plans. In 2000, the 
Mumbai government discreetly released a new 
interpretation of the 1990 law: ‘factory land’ 
in the previous version changed to ‘the land 
without buildings’. This way, little land had to 
be developed for public purposes. This provoked 
wide dissatisfaction, prompting frequent protests 
in the following years.  
 During ICI’s India residency, we had an in-
depth discussion on this topic with a professor 
in the School of Architecture. As a social activist, 
she argued that most factory owners obtained 
the land during colonial times at nominal costs, 
such as one rupee per acre. By this logic, it should 
be public land. Meanwhile, when the factories 
closed, workers’ lives became vulnerable because 
of the lack of a government re-employment 
scheme. She suspects that most of these factories 
are still profitable. Closing down factories 
would start a cycle of land revaluation, which 
would raise their profits. She points out that 
the redevelopment plan not only destroys the 
factories, but also the social ecosystem, which is 
worth preserving.  
 That evening, we spoke with two brothers 

who recently returned from overseas with master 
degrees to help their family business re-develop 
factory land. Their views differed greatly from 
the professor’s. First, they told us that 60% of 
the factory owners bought the land from other 
owners at market price rather than from the 
colonial government. For instance, the factory 
owner of their land got the land in the 1960s. 
Second, it is far more profitable to sell the land 
than to keep running a factory. Housing in 
Mumbai can be extremely expensive. For some 
apartments close to the sea, the price can be 
RMB 120,000/m2. The building these brothers 
are developing is estimated at RMB 8,000/ m2. 
Moreover, according to the 1990 law, factory 
reconstruction could be postponed indefinitely. 
In addition, factory owners have to pay their 
workers as long as their factories are not formally 
closed. Many factories also accumulated sizeable 
debts because of wages. The two brothers paid the 
factory workers a large amount of overdue wages 
when they bought the land from the factory 
owner.  
 Our discussion on this issue lasted for a 
long time. On the one hand, I appreciate the 
democratic process in the redevelopment process 
and wish that the Chinese government would 
also allow different voices to participate in urban 
redevelopment. On the other hand, I would have 
to say that democratic participation in India has 
gone to another extreme—over-politicization 
of social and economic issues, resulting in 
deterioration of public trust. Thus, another 
planning scheme might offer a better solution to 
the 1990 law. For example, the ‘one-third’ rule 
could still be applied, not for each factory, but 
for the entire textile district. The better-situated 
real estate could be used for commercial purposes. 
Whereas those in quieter locations could be used 
for residential purposes, the rest could be used 
for public purposes. To execute this scheme, the 
government would need to invest in massive 
coordination and request compromises amongst 
various interest groups. The 1990 law seemed fair, 
but in reality, it hurts the interests of all groups 
concerned. A market-based solution could not 
function due to over-politicization, which is a 
major problem in India. Surprisingly, all the 
Indian scholars we talked with—at least those 
non-economists—barely thought about this 
question. When I proposed the above scheme, the 
architecture professor expressed strong objection. 
She argued that there were no good reasons to 
make workers move to quieter locations because 
it would cause difficulties in their lives. Indeed, 
if the government does not take the initiative 
to facilitate their livelihoods, the people will 
be affected. But why doesn’t the government 
implement re-employment schemes? After the 
new scheme, the government could easily use 
a small part of the commercial area for small 
businesses to ensure worker re-employment, and 
leave the major part for commercial purposes. 

 One area where the world appreciates 
India—and indeed where the world criticizes 
China—is a more developed legal system. In 
China, the judicial system leaves the government 
much more space to perform than in India. In 
this sense, Indian legal system does outperform 
Chinese system. Nevertheless, the legal system is 
not a machine that runs automatically. It needs 
people to implement it. In India, the human 
factor is missing. Its judicial system is overloaded, 
leaving 1.5 million cases unsolved each year 
and some cases without a conclusion even after 
dozens of years. In the process of balance and 
compromise, the government lost the original 
motivation of the law. Hence, in regards to the 
rule of law, India is no better than China. Here 
are a few examples.     
 My visit to India coincided with a case 
involving Minister Shibu Soren. He used to be a 
hero among the lower caste, but was prosecuted 
in 1994 for murdering his secretary. To raise funds 
for the Congress party by illegal means, he asked 
his secretary to do the dirty job and promised 
200,000 rupees as kickback. When it was done, 
his secretary attempted to raise the amount by 
threatening to reveal the illegal operation. With 
assistance, Soren murdered the secretary. But soon 
after being sued, he was released on bail, and even 
appointed as a minister after the Congress party 
came into power. After twelve years, he was finally 
convicted with life in prison. But his membership 
in the lower house was kept in tact. Theoretically, 
he could still attend house sessions.  
 In the coalition cabinet of the Congress 
government, Lalu Prasad, the Minister of 
Railways was another one who has run-ins with 
the law. Originating from a low caste family 
in Bihar, the poorest state in India, he has his 
own political party. Taking advantage of his 
background, he won many votes from lower 
castes and became Chief Minister in Bihar. He 
was notorious for being rude. Once in front of 
a large mass gathering, he questioned one local 
official whether he had finished a certain task 
to help the local residents. When the official 
answered no, he publicly slapped him in the face. 
Political populism made him a rising star. People 
call him by his first name Lalu instead of his 
family name. Suspected of raising illegal election 
funds, he was forced to quit the Chief Minister 
post. But his wife stepped in to be his successor. 
She is illiterate and cannot even write her name 
correctly. Prasad is very popular in Bihar, but 
it is unfortunate that it is still the poorest state 
in India. On the other hand, comments on his 
performance as the Minister of Railways differ 
greatly. One problem with the trains in India is 
that there are too many first and second-class 
seats/compartments compared with third class 
seats. While third-class cars are fully packed, the 
first and second are very likely to have empty 
seats. After his take-over, Prasad dramatically 
reduced the price and numbers of the first and 
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second-class seats to increase their affordability 
and third-class seat availability. Eventually, the 
financial loss of railways decreased. It is said that 
this reform has been used as a classic case study in 
Harvard Business School. Yet when local people 
and officials in the Chinese consulate in Mumbai 
were asked about this railway reform, I did not 
get many positive responses. People continue 
to complain that the trains are overcrowded. 
Prasad’s anti-elitist and unorthodox attitude 
and his deliberated populism have made him 
unwelcome among the intellectuals. Many people 
thought that he took advantage of the public to 
consolidate his political power.    
 The police force in India is also worth our 
attention. Suketu Mehta, an Indian-American 
author, lived in his hometown Mumbai (which 
he continues to referred to as ‘Bombay’) for two 
years. Comparing the Bombay today to one of 
his childhood, all he saw was disorder, resent and 
deterioration, in short, “a lost city.” In his book 
Maximum City, published soon after his two 
years in Mumbai, he revealed in great detail the 
city he encountered, especially its underground 
world, which flourished after racial riots in 
1993-94. Mumbai police invested heavily in 
efforts to eradicate organized crime, but were not 
successful. One of the reasons was that the courts 
had difficulties convicting the suspects, and many 
were eventually set free without punishment. 
In the worse cases, the judges were bribed or 
politicians were involved. Their collusion with 
crime organizations made it more challenging for 
legal institutions.  
 For instance, in late 1990s, Sena, a Hindu 
extremist organization, was rampant in Mumbai. 
They allied with BJP in Maharashtra, and also 
managed a massive underground world. They 
controlled grassroots communities and crept into 
Bollywood, the heart of the Indian film industry. 
In the riots in 1993-94, Sanjay Dutt, a popular 
actor, was sued for illegal firearm possession and 
suspected participation in the riot. Soon after 
his bail, he went to Bal Thackeray’s house to 
show his gratitude. Bal Thackeray, the leader of 
Sena, facilitated Dutt’s bail with his political and 
underground resources.   
 When the judicial system is too weak to 
eliminate the underground world, the police used 
their own means to deal with murderers. When 
they catch one murderer, they take him to a 
secluded place and shoot him dead. Then they put 
a gun in his hand to fake an encounter with the 
police. Gangsters are terrified at these ‘encounters’ 
because death comes by accident. The police were 
not entirely flawless themselves. Even the best 
cop (such as Ajay Lall, Mehta’s friend) has abused 
suspects mercilessly and ruthlessly. One gangster 
told Mehta in an interview about his story with a 
police friend in Punjab Pradesh. After a big meal, 
the friend took him on a motorcycle ride with 
two other cops to a house in rural area, they gang 
raped the hostess when the husband and daughter 

screamed under gunpoint in another room.  
 Although it was formally banned in the 
Constitution after independence, the caste 
system still has powerful influences. Two of 
our ICI Fellows from India are from low caste 
backgrounds. One of them shared a story about 
his uncle when he was still a child. In rural areas, 
people from low castes are not allowed to have eye 
contact with those from upper castes, let alone 
to touch them. Once an upper caste is touched 
by a low caste, the upper caste person would 
take a shower to clean himself. Our colleague’s 
uncle often played tricks on the upper caste in 
the village. When they came out, he touched 
them. Of course it caused serious beating, but 
the upper caste had to go back to take a shower. 
After several rounds, the uncle felt content despite 
the physical pain. Another example shows how 
serious the caste system still hurts people’s dignity 
in the countryside.  
 Kala Hoff, a scholar from the World Bank, 
held an experiment among Indian villages two 
years ago. She randomly picked a group of 
children aged twelve or thirteen from six villages, 
and chose one child from each village to form 
groups of six for a math quiz. She randomly 
divided these groups into two kinds. Children 
in the first group were asked to reveal their caste 
in front of other people; those in the second 
group were told not to do so. The findings are 
surprising: the low caste children in the first 
group scored 18% lower than the average of 
the low caste children in the second group. This 
shows the mere fact of speaking out caste origins 
could hurt a child’s confidence.   
 To raise the social status of the low castes and 
women, local election laws from the early 1990s 
stipulates that a certain percentage of villages 
should elect a low caste woman as the village 
head. Kala Hoff interviewed one such village 
head. She was illiterate, and not allowed to go out 
without her husband’s permission. ‘Why would 
I need to go out anyway?’ she asked Hoff. Her 
husband took the responsibilities of the village 
head, but he complained that it is still the upper 
caste people that control the village.  
 The conflicts between the lower and upper 
castes prevail in rural areas. In October 2006, an 
incident in Maharashtra triggered Dalit (lower 
caste) riots throughout the state. A road-building 
project required a low caste family to relocate, but 
was met with strong resistance from that family. 
The upper caste in the village hired a mob who 
raped the female members of the family, then 
burned all the family members to death along 
with their house. After the incident, slow reaction 
from the government ultimately intensified 
public outrage. On November 28, a statue of 
Dr. Ambedkar in Mumbai was beheaded. This 
triggered Dalit riots throughout the whole state. 
The riots occurred during our ICI Fellows’ 
residency in Mumbai. Local scholars told us 
that this riot was different from other Dalit riots 

because it was well planned and organized. For 
example, one train was burned in the suburb, but 
the passengers were removed from the train before 
the fire was set, so no one was hurt. It seemed 
that the Dalits had begun organized political 
movements in Maharashtra.  
 Since 1979, though Indian politics became 
more localized and began to involve more 
people from the lower castes, their systematic 
involvement in political issues remains largely 
limited. Having been disappointed by Hinduism, 
Dr. Ambedkar took a group of his Dalit followers 
to convert to Buddhism towards the end of his 
life in the 1950s. His hope was that Dalits would 
be treated equally in a different religion. For 
half a century, many Dalits have converted to 
Buddhism or Islam, but still failed to improve 
their situation considerably. Indian independence 
was achieved by non-violence means and led by 
intellectuals from the upper castes. As a result, a 
thorough social revolution was bypassed. Indian 
democracy inherited the caste system from the 
old system. Some academicians are so naïve as 
to believe that democracy itself can eradicate the 
caste system; others believe that globalization 
and economic growth can achieve that goal. 
However, more serious Indian scholars are more 
clear-minded. They realize that Indian democracy 
cannot automatically lead to the end of the caste 
system without true social reform. Globalization 
and urbanization may alleviate impacts of the 
caste system, but it would continue in the vast 
rural population and possibly hinder economic 
growth there. Therefore, political participation 
of lower castes in an organized way might be one 
significant step to eradicate the caste system.  
 Indian democracy is a transplanted 
institution. The country had been ruled by 
aristocracies until it opened to the public in 
1979. In this sense, ‘chaos’ is inevitable, and India 
is still in ‘chaos’ now. According to Professor 
Morhanty, an established Sinologist in India, 
Indian democracy is ‘an ongoing revolution’. In 
a revolution, ‘chaos’ happens, but the danger 
lies in that the society may be in ‘chaos’ forever, 
and there could never be ‘governance’. From 
this perspective, I am confident of the Chinese 
democratic process. China takes a completely 
different approach: India is going from ‘chaos’ 
to ‘governance’; China starts with ‘control’, and 
is trying to reach ‘governance.’ ‘Chaos’ provides 
the public freedom from the beginning, but may 
cause the public to lose their freedom eventually. 
On the other hand, ‘control’ keeps the society in 
order during social transitions, but asks the public 
to compromise on certain freedoms. Which is 
a better approach? It does not help much to 
just compare India and China. Their distinct 
histories determined that they couldn’t follow the 
other’s approach. But this does not mean that 
they cannot learn from each other. The current 
problem is that for most Indians and Chinese, 
Indian democracy is how democracy should be. 
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That means the regularity of democratization. If 
this were true, for Indians, India would not need 
to learn from China. As for the Chinese, China 
would not want to learn from India because 
the performance of democracy could be messy. 
I would rather regard both countries in the 
same process of democratization with different 
approaches but with the same objective—a liberal 
democratic system that protects the substantial 
freedom of the public. In this sense, both 
countries are undergoing ‘an ongoing revolution.’   
  

A People’s Movement 
It is generally believed that democracy guarantees 
that a government will be accountable to the 
public. But this is provisional. This visit to India 
convinced me that social equality is one of the 
conditions that makes it possible for the public to 
monitor the government in a democratic system. 
Indian democracy can generally reflect the public’s 
will. Indira Gandhi implemented the Emergency 
Law without authorization, hoping to enhance her 
personal authority. But the reality worked against 
her will. She lost the election and the Congress 
party lost its glory too. The recent loss of the BJP 
in the election also showed that democracy can 
reflect the public’s will. However, India’s democracy 
has failed to keep its promises to marginalized 
groups, such as the lower castes (e.g. there are 
200 million Dalits in India) and the urban slum 
dwellers. During our residency, we visited the old 
streets in Old Delhi, semi-slums in New Delhi 
suburbs, and slums in Mumbai, and developed 
more in-depth understandings of their lives.  
 Slums can be found in every major city in 
India. Mumbai has the largest population of 
slum dwellers. Amongst its 14 million urban 
population, 60% live in slums. Dhalavi, in the 
center of Mumbai, is the biggest slum in Asia. 
It is extremely dense—the average space per 
person is only 1.8 m2, this includes the space for 
houses, roads and other public areas. We took a 
narrow lane and arrived at the heart of Dhalavi. 
In the middle of a small piece of land, we found 
a ceramic kiln surrounded by dense thatched 
houses. If a fire occurs, it would be disastrous. 
When we visited, two women and a man were 
making ceramic products as if modern technology 
never arrived in India.  
 Dhalavi has a long history. One of the 
women told us that she was born in one of 
the thatched houses. In such a prime location, 
Dhalavi is the traffic bottleneck between Mumbai 
Airport and the high-tech development zone, to 
downtown. Mumbai government has long passed 
a law to redevelop this area and to provide a room 
of 20 m2 for each family from this slum. We also 
visited one building from a slum-rehabilitation 
project by joint government-NGO efforts. The 
government only provided the land, and an 
NGO funded its building costs. The building is 
similar to an old Chinese style apartment building 

where apartments are arranged on both sides of 
a long corridor. In this building, each apartment 
includes a kitchen and a toilet. Theoretically, each 
20m2 apartment is for one family, but in reality 
two or three families (eight to twelve people) 
live in each. Why are these apartments still so 
crowded? One reason is that the maintenance 
charges of these apartments are too expensive for 
one family to afford. Indian homes are always 
clean, even those in slums. We had to take off 
our shoes to visit a home. The furniture is simple, 
but tidy, not messy at all. There is no bed. People 
usually sleep on the floor. But outside the home, 
it is totally different. Most streets are not paved 
yet. Those already paved were not even. The 
main streets were dug open because the drainage 
system is being repaired. It seems the repair has 
been going on for a long time, nor does it seem 
like it will be finished in the foreseeable future. 
The leaking sewage formed a ditch. It was the dry 
season, but flies and mosquitoes were everywhere. 
Imagine what this area would look like in the 
wet season? I can assure anyone who comes here 
that they would definitely be surprised at the 
human capacity to endure. This is not where 
people should live! In the villages of middle and 
west China, I had seen some places in extremely 
unsanitary conditions. While nature surroundings 
around them helped absorb most of the bio-
pollutants, this was not possible in Dhalavi. No 
nature exists where so many people are packed in 
such a small place.       
 How do slums come into being? I had 
thought that it was because people were too poor 
to live elsewhere. This visit helped me understand 
that not all the slum dwellers are extremely poor. 
Only 4% of the people in the slums in Mumbai 
live under the government poverty line. Some 
residents in Dhalavi work in the office buildings 
in the southern tip of the peninsular. Actually, the 
recent increase in slum dwellers in Mumbai has 
been closely related to the economic growth in 
the city. Compared with the unstable livelihood 
in the villages, to stay in slums is seen as lesser 
of the two evils. So with a formal or informal 
job, immigrants new to the cities often have 
the slums as the only option. It is in fact quite 
accurate that Indian scholars regard slums as 
‘informal settlements.’ Slums usually began as 
illegal occupation of public or private land. The 
slum near the World Trade Building in Mumbai 
used to be a place for the building’s construction 
workers to stay. As they were not offered a place 
to stay by their contractors, workers and their 
families had to build sheds near the construction 
site, which eventually turn into a slum. Slums 
are widespread in Mumbai. The ‘sidewalk slums’ 
are the worst. They are built along the walls on 
the pedestrian walkway. There is no water, no 
electricity, and no sanitary facilities. In fact, 28% 
of the slum dwellers, or roughly 2.4 million 
people, do not have access to toilets, and have to 
excrete their wastes in open air.       

 Since slums are illegal, why doesn’t the 
government force the slum dwellers to leave? The 
government did and is still taking some measures, 
but with little effect. Crime organizations are one 
of the reasons why the measures don’t work. The 
gangsters build shelters on public land and rent 
them to the immigrants. In some cases, no rent is 
needed as long as the residents help keep the land 
occupied so that the gangsters could lay claim to 
government compensation if it decides to take 
the land back. When the government destroys 
the shelters, the gangsters then re-build them 
again and again with very low costs of 100 to 200 
rupees. Yet this is not the fundamental reason why 
slums exist. Such a vast and almost permanent 
slum as Dhalavi came into existence because of 
ineffective laws and politicians’ maneuvers.    
 The Indian Constitution grants priority to 
the rights of free movement and settlement over 
the integrity of public and private properties. In 
fact, the phrase ‘to protect the integrity of private 
properties’ was deleted from the Constitution 
when Indira Gandhi amended the Constitution 
in late 1970s. In contrast, after two decades of 
countless requests, the Chinese Constitution 
finally included one entry to protect private 
properties (with a note to emphasize that the 
properties be ‘legal’, however). When China 
heads towards capitalism, India is dropping it for 
socialism. When I discussed slum rehabilitation 
issues with my Indian friends, they had the 
consensus that the residents’ rights should 
come before the integrity of public and private 
properties. Government’s demolition of slums 
causes outrage because of its disrespect to human 
lives. In China, the most effective resistance 
against demolishing is not to move; but in India, 
people die at times in the shelters when they are 
being demolished. More importantly, after the 
slums are demolished, many residents lose their 
means to support themselves. After leaving the 
slums, many would fail to survive.  
 In India, the service industry takes up a 
large percentage of employment, but most of 
these jobs are informal. It is said that China is the 
world’s factory, and India is becoming the world’s 
office. But this is a euphemized dream rather 
than reality. There is not a large country that can 
skip the manufacturing stage and leap forward to 
the service stage. India’s weakness lies in that its 
manufacturing sector is under-developed, thus 
leaving many people clustering in the low-end, 
poorly-paid and location-restricted service sectors. 
Labor reallocation should be an important part of 
slum rehabilitation plans. 
 In Mumbai, the Rent Control Act is another 
reason that slums exist. Soon after WWII, there 
was an influx of immigrants to Mumbai. The 
British colonial government enacted rent control 
to keep rents at an affordable level. It was meant 
to be temporary and would be nullified after 
a few years. But its beneficiaries demonstrated 
their lobbying power and kept this law effective 
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until today. What is more, more terms were 
added. The most absurd one stipulates that once 
renting the place for one year, the tenant enjoys 
the priority to buy the property. If he pays the 
rent regularly, the tenant is entitled to stay as 
long as he likes. A funny consequence of the 
act is that an army of people has to move every 
October. Landlords would rather build temporary 
housing for the tenants to stay for two months 
than let them stay in one place for more than a 
year. Even worse, many people become unwilling 
to rent their own properties, let alone to build 
new places for rent. There have not been any 
new rental buildings built in Mumbai in the last 
fifteen years. While more than 7 million people 
are crowded in shabby slums, there are 400,000 
empty apartments in Mumbai. The government’s 
ambition is to provide a place of 20m2 for each 
household in the slums. But the slum population 
increases much faster than the government’s 
ability to build accommodation. Nehru and 
Indira Gandhi used to set the objective to develop 
a socialist country different from that of the 
Soviet Union or China. This objective is scarcely 
mentioned nowadays, but the government still 
interferes with the economy, as exemplified by the 
Rent Control Act.  
 To see China as a mirror of India, we can 
better understand China’s progress in developing 
its market economy. In China, there are still 
many kinds of arbitrary interferences from the 
government, reflecting officials’ wills. In India, 
interference is the result of democracy, instead 
of the free wills of the government. Too much 
government discretion is not desirable, but 
democracy does not always bring satisfaction 
either. A potential risk in democracy is that the 
government could become a commons where all 
the groups emphasize their own interests, leaving 
public interests unattended.      
 When the government becomes a commons, 
politicians can pursue their own benefits under 
the disguise of public interests. Slums exist largely 
as vote banks for politicians. Without trust in the 
government, many middle class people choose 
not to vote, so politicians turn to the poor. 
They desperately need the government to act on 
issues such as water/electricity supply, education, 
toilets and drainage system, etc. Politicians can 
easily bribe them with promises. The Indian 
government manages water and electricity supply 
to households. Decentralization of distribution 
of public services in fact facilitates politicians to 
win votes. The gangsters are another reason that 
politicians get votes easily. Most political parties 
in India, especially the local parties, are powerful 
in the underground world as well. The gangsters 
control orders in the slums, thus controlling the 
underground world ensures votes. 
 The incompetence of the government makes 
it possible for politicians to take advantage of the 
state and for the gangsters to bully the common 
people. However, one advantage of democracy 

is that it offers people the right to organize and 
fight back against politicians and gangsters. We 
interviewed an NGO in a semi-slum area in a 
suburb of New Delhi. Through this interview, we 
gained a more profound understanding of India’s 
civil society.  
 The NGO is named ‘People’s Movement.’ 
There are many NGOs named ‘People’s 
Movement’ in India, and this is a small one. After 
taking the subway, changing to motorcycles and a 
long walk in the streets bustling with people, cars 
and cows, we finally arrived at their office in the 
late afternoon. It was small in size with two rooms 
as tidy as a home. Sitting on the floor in the inner 
room, we began our discussion with four or five 
of their active members. They didn’t speak English 
well, so our Indian colleagues became interpreters. 
People’s Movement’s founder, Arvind Kejriwal, 
looked young, well educated and energetic. The 
rest were younger and with one girl seemed to 
be only seventeen or eighteen years old. Arvind 
talked most of the time and the girl spoke at other 
times to give additional information. 
 The organization was founded because many 
poor people in this area could not get the food 
supplied at a cheap price from the government. 
To solve the problem of supplying food to people 
in extreme poverty, the Indian government 
subsidizes over one billion US dollars each year 
in the form of food coupons. The low-price foods 
are not directly delivered to the poor, but via 
community stores where the poor can buy foods 
with the coupons. This gives the storeowners 
some opportunities. When the poor come to 
get buy the subsidized foods, they refused to 
offer foods with the excuse that the poor were 
not on the subsidy list or that the government 
had not distributed the foods at all. Taking it as 
a bad luck, the poor buy food at normal prices 
and the storeowners gained considerable profits. 
For Chinese scholars, the Indian poor were 
incredibly meek. If it happened in China, at 
least a small group of them would certainly go 
to the government to complain. Indian scholars 
explained that the poor regarded these sufferings 
as their fate. They would consider themselves 
lucky to get government’s support, and it was 
normal if they get nothing. A few active members 
of the People’s Movement decided to seek justice 
for the poor with the aid of the newly passed 
Information Disclosure Act. This act grants the 
general public access to any information from 
the government not related to state secrets. 
They went to get the subsidy list from the local 
government and confronted the storeowners. This 
triggered bitter hatred against the activists, and 
the owners united to fight with them. Once they 
caught Arvind, after a violent beating, he escaped 
to the police station. The owners even dared to 
shout outside the police station to demand the 
police to let him out so they could burn him to 
death. Another time, the young girl from the 
NGO we just met was choked around the neck 

from behind and almost killed her. In the end, 
the media helped the activists succeed. From 
newspapers and TV, people in Delhi showed their 
support and eventually pressured the stores to 
start selling enough subsidized foods to the poor. 
 The People’s Movement is a true grassroots 
organization. There are many organizations of 
this kind in India, playing a role the government 
cannot replace. China should be inspired. 
There used to be powerful NGOs in China, 
such as the extended families in villages and 
neighborhoods, and trade unions in cities. These 
died out in the planned economy, leaving society 
to sole management by the government. The 
society became less dynamic. After almost 30 
years of reform and economic growth, China is 
regaining its strength. The society is beginning 
to develop new self-governing mechanisms and 
organizations. But compared with India, the 
civil society in China is much weaker. Indian 
democracy offers a nourishing environment 
to civil society. Since we are undertaking a 
revolution towards democracy just as India is 
doing, there is no reason why we shouldn’t start to 
build a richer civil society.  
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This saying of Wei Zheng, Prime Minister for Emperor Taizhong in the 
Tang Dynasty during the early 7th century, is often quoted in China. 
Many people in China believe that darkness follows light, like the deadly 
night after a sunny day. People are applying the same moral to the growth 
of China.  They predict that the limitless wealth accumulated in China is 
going to result in a crisis for China. This is not the whimsical propaganda of 
traditionalists. This is the estimate of scholars, sociologists and economists 
who have been studying the developments, conditions, and the consequences 
of capital in China. Although the series of successes that China is achieving 
in the economic field is amazing for every one, impatience and unrest in 
the society is covertly increasing due to great dissatisfaction, differences and 
inequalities. The capital that entered China like a cat has transformed into 
a tiger, and is intimidating people and the government. Although China 
is claiming to be a Communist country, a clear class divide is visible there. 
We can see several layers of differences beginning from the party leaders to 
common people.

At present, a portion of its population is dictating China in its political, 
mercantile and intellectual fields. This group, which is gaining from 
investments, does not recognize the needs, dreams and rights of the majority 
of people. Although this criticism is growing everyday, it is not reaching the 
outside world because of the lack of freedom of expression. The China that 
could curb the 1989 Tiananmen Square protests with an iron hand is not 
trying to understand the dissatisfaction and agitation that is growing with 
everyday. The protests that began with one or two incidents in 1980s (the 
demonstrations) are growing in number. In 2005, more than three million 
people took part in protests in China. According to official figures number 
of protests was 58,000 but Human Rights organizations report that this 
number of protests has reached over 2 millions. The reports in the media 
blame government policy for this unrest. The problems media mentions 
are wage disputes, social welfare problems, the restructuring of state-owned 
enterprises, and evictions. 

Many protests in China happen far from the public eye, but these figures 
show they are on the rise. The Ministry of Public Security confirms that 
there were more than 58,000 “mass incidents” - the term they use to describe 
public protests - involving three million people: that is an increase of almost 
15% over the year before.  Especially, it is important to note that these 
protests are also increasing in the process of increasing SEZs and foreign 
investments. Normally, a protest rally in China is the most extreme act. 
When their requests, representations and other party cadres’ discussions fail 
and problems do not get resolved, only then people protested, but only after 
getting official permission. Sociologists say that the number of such extreme 
acts are increasing into the thousands, is evidence for dissatisfaction and 
inequality.   

According to Taiwanese Economics Professor Ching-hsi Chang China’s 
economy is going to collapse soon. In his presentation, entitled “The Real 
Chinese Economic Miracle”, the head of Economics at the National Taiwan 

University at a “China in the Spotlight” dinner-forum1 says that China’s 
economy is on the verge of collapsing. “I am not the first one, nor am I the 
second one. In fact, there are quite a number of people who have warned 
about this dangerous situation”. According to Chang, China’s economy 
looks fine based on official figures and what appears on the surface. It has 
the highest economic growth rate in the world; more than nine per cent in 
recent years. The Chinese government has not even been able to bring it 
down, while other countries are struggling to pump it up. Trade is growing 
very rapidly. Foreign exchange reserve has been the largest in the world, 
second only to Japan. Foreign direct investment (FDI) is only second in the 
world, behind the United States. 

China seems rich enough to offer high price bids to merge with 
multinational companies. Cities and urban areas on the east coast have 
been built in a very remarkable and impressive way. World prices fluctuate 
sensitively to China’s economic happenings; up when it is over-heated and 
down when the Chinese government cools it down. 

In fact, China has also built up its military power to the point where it 
could threaten world peace and has even been confident enough to threaten 
the U.S. with nuclear war. Doesn’t China seem to be also so glamorous 
compared to other nations? China is the sponsor of the world’s biggest 
hydroelectric project (the Three Gorges Dam), the site of the world’s highest 
railway (5,000 meters, to Tibet) and the first commercialized Maglev in the 
world (Shanghai), the host of 2008 Olympics (Beijing) and the 2010 World 
Expo (Shanghai), etc. But it is truly a case of “beauty is only skin deep.”
 In his presentation, Chang referred to the growing public unrest and 
protests. He says “there are problems everywhere in China: little incidents 
are becoming major riots. In the media there were 60,000 large scale riots 
that happened in China during 2004 (average 164 per day); but in the book 
titled China Second Citizen, published in Hong Kong, it states there were 
100,000 riots that happened in the year 2000, and went on to say that this is 
only the official figure, implying there are many incidents unaccounted for. 
Therefore, 2004 may not be just 60,000. Any statistics from China cannot 
be trusted. Many people describe the current situation of CCP as sitting on 
top of a volcano. We shouldn’t wait until things happen then regret it”. 

On the other hand a survey, conducted by the Peking University revealed 
that China is certainly going to face a crisis in 2 or 3 years and with that 
China will collapse never to recover again. Peking University Professor Ding 
Yuanfu has presented a survey of governmental and non-governmental 
experts, most of whom predict that a crisis with a big effect on China‘s 
economic and social development will occur before the year 2010.  The most 
likely type of crisis to occur, according to the experts, would be a social crisis.
The survey, entitled “Dangers in a Prosperous Era,”2 asked 98 experts to 

1  Professor Ching-hsi Chang, The Coming Collapse of The Chinese Economy, 
the Epoch Times, http://en.epochtimes.com/news/5-8-25/31554.html
2 Beijing professor: serious crisis in China before 2010,  translated by Manfred 
Elfstrom,   http://www.chinaelections.net/newsinfo.asp?newsid=3373

Communist China is on Siege of ‘Capital’
Chakrapani Ghanta

“Shui ke zai zhou, yi ke fu zhou.”
-Water can carry a boat; it can also sink a boat-
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make predictions on two questions: “Will a crisis with a big influence on 
China‘s economic and social development occur before 2010?” and “What 
three kinds of crises could occur in China before 2010?”
 
The results of the survey surprised people.  Of the 77 experts who replied to 
the questions, 51 believed that a crisis with major consequences for China‘s 
economic and social development would happen.  As to the realm of the 
crisis, the experts mostly thought that it would occur in 1) the social realm, 
because of growing social disparities, a worsening public health situation, 
and high unemployment rates; 2) the economic realm, because of the ‘’three 
agricultural problems’’ and financial risks; or 3) the political realm, because 
of a change of leadership.

The experts were concerned that a crisis could hurt China’s ability to build 
a “well-off” society.  They emphasized that although globalization and 
other international issues have a great impact on China, resolving domestic 
contradictions should be the country‘s priority.   China should not neglect 
social issues in its emphasis on general economic development. 

According to this survey, the context for this, are the growing inequalities 
between rural and urban people. Because of the reforms taken up by Deng 
and the construction of vast SEZs, the coastal areas became industrial 
villages and production factories. Thus, compared with villagers’ income, 
their income increased from 500 to 1000 times. During the Reforms, 
the facility for free medicine for rural people in China was abolished 
and insurance methods were introduced. With this, medicine became 
an unbearable burden for the rural poor. On the other hand, the divide 
increased as not all could possibly access new jobs and ways of income 
earning that were coming into reach. Migrating from one place to another 
without permission from the government is banned in China. 

Even to migrate to urban areas, they require government’s permission. 
The government will not permit anyone without a stable employment 
appointment letter. Those who are becoming imprisoned forcibly to land 
(agriculture) are being subjected to intense grief because of this. 

On the other hand, the number of people who are migrating discretely, 
working illegally, and settling down, is in millions. Such people who are 
mortgaged for very low wages cannot access any government facilities, 
and cannot escape rigorous punishment, if they get caught. Growth of 
investments and decrease of liberty is going to become another major 
problem for China. As a result of Liberalization, the state completely 
changed many laws which were favorable to workers. Many public limited 
companies were closed on the pretext of losses. Private and public-private 
partnership companies are growing in number. 

According to a study by Li Chengshui, chief of the State Statistics Bureau 
(SSB) in 1981-84 that was made public on October 12, 2006,  the public 
sector employed only 32% of China’s industrial and service workers, and 
accounted for 37% of the country’s GDP. This represents a remarkable 
change from just what it was a decade ago. In 1995 the public sector 
accounted for 78% of GDP. Li presented his findings in a report first 
completed in May 2006. The report was uploaded to the www.hbgongren.
com  website in October 2007. Li based his study on the official SSB figures. 
He also drew data from a report released in March 2006 by the All China 
Federation of Industry and Commerce (ACFIC) that surveyed the state 
of China’s minying (“people’s-run”) enterprises during the 10th five-year 
plan (2001-05). Minying enterprises consist mainly of privately-owned 
firms. But the ACFIC defined them as all enterprises except those wholly or 
partly owned by the state, thus including in its net the cooperatively-owned 
enterprises. Yet in SSB statistics, the “public sector” covers both, state and 
cooperatively (“collectively”)-owned enterprises. 

Since most of the private companies belong to Communist Party leaders 
the government has given freedom for these companies to make the workers 
slog, permitting to recruit workers on contract basis, non implementation 
of workers’ laws, minimum wages, job security and working hours etc. 
There is no opportunity to establish workers’ unions except as allies of 
the Communist (ruling) party. This situation pushed urban workers into 
insecurity. 

From the days of reforms, China has removed at least 30 million workers 
from jobs. Majority of workers in industrial cities and SEZs are made to 
work for 8 to 10 hours a day for 2 to 4 thousand rupees in Indian currency. 
It is estimated that factories, working with foreign investments and foreign 
companies, number more than 3 million in 2006. According to latest 
reports, between 1995 and 2005 the number of private enterprises rose from 
660,000 to 4.3 million. The number of workers they employed increased 
from 8.2 million to 47.1 million. Their capital base rose during this period 
26-fold, from 226.2 billion yuan (US$30 billion) to 6133.1 billion yuan 
($829.5 billion). In 2000, private capital accounted for 55% of China’s GDP 
(of which 42.4% was attributed to domestic minying enterprises and 12.6% 
to foreign capital). In 2005, private capital accounted for 65% of GDP (of 
which 49.7% was attributed to domestic minying enterprises and 15-16% to 
foreign owned enterprises). Over this five-year period, private capital grew by 
10 percentage points or at two percentage points per annum. China has no 
control over investments and capitalist factories and is frightened to interfere 
in their management as if it is walking into the lion’s den. 

Another argument is that, the elite section that has been growing strong 
over the past few years is responsible for the downfall of China. It seems the 
elite of all sections that are accessing financial benefits, have come together 
in China (like in India). Compared to the protests being expressed now, 
Tiananmen agitation was a minor one. But, since that suppression of the 
procession happened in the initial years of the capitalist phase and the 
majority intellectual section was with the agitators, that incident gained 
immense popularity. However, in the process of capital getting strengthened 
and markets expanding, political, business, intellectual sections have come 
together and have begun to argue that globalization is inevitable and that 
it will help China. Offering a major share in government and communist 
party for the section supporting capital began in Deng’s period itself. Party 
members collecting capital, establishing organizations, and getting contracts, 
also began in that period. Gradually, the Chinese Communist party became 
favorable to capitalists and China a favorable country to foreign investments, 
foreign companies and multinational firms. In this process, while the 
intellectuals who supported the government policies got high official 
positions, people who opposed the capitalist policies were branded as radical 
ideological forces. 

Pressurized by this new capitalist section that emerged as a strong section in 
the Chinese Communist Party, the 16th congress of the party held in 2002 
decided to give them membership. In a nationwide sample-based survey it 
is indicating that by the time Communist Party chief Jiang Zemin openly 
advocated in 2001 that capitalists be admitted to party membership, 29.9% 
of the CP members were already capitalists. Li estimated that 13% of the 
CP’s memberships were capitalists as early as 1993, increasing to 17.1% in 
1995 and 19.9% in 2000. According to ACFIC figures about 33.9% of the 
membership of the ruling Communist Party were capitalist employers in 
2005, noting that their weight in CP membership far exceeds that of the 
workers, peasants and intellectuals.

 Interestingly from the top 100 richest people in China, in the list prepared 
by Forbes in 2002, more than ¼ people claimed to be the members of 
the Communist Party. Since government officials occupying high status 
in society, journalists, intellectuals, and lawyers are voluntarily joining 
the party. Because the benefits provided by the state reach mostly this 
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section, a concern is being expressed about the lack of voices speaking on 
behalf of common people. Criticism is being raised that the intellectuals 
supporting state and capitalists are leading China in a direction which has no 
destination. 
In this way, China is slowly taking shape as a perfect capitalist country 
under the leadership of new policy makers. China’s government is thinking 
that inequalities should also be eliminated with the help of investments. 
China has framed the scheme of “New Communist Rural System” towards 
achieving an amicable society, even that it is not able to clear the darkness 
enveloping the remote villages. Darkness denser than the light emitted by 
investments is laying siege on China.

epilogue: CPM has the reputation of being the only party in India which 
follows the Chinese communist party meticulously. This is being declared 
proudly by that party. Although that party’s dreams of transforming West 
Bengal into mini-China by attracting investments were shattered by Singur 
and Nandigram incidents, its policy has not changed. Interestingly, print 
media reported that there were discussions on the growing corruption in 
the party and leaders’ income and those leaders alleged against each other 
in the recent state congress meetings held in Hyderabad. There was no 
resolution on this in the meeting but it instructed the leaders not to exhibit 
their income. Probably because it wants the illusion that communist party 
is the party that works for the poor or because it thinks that it is difficult 
to follow China’s policy.  But in fact, it quietly consents to wealth though 
suggesting that wealth should not be exhibit in public. So, the communists 
can ‘privately’ enjoy unlimited property! It is like this in China also!   

A shorter version of this article was published in Andhra Jyothi, a Telugu News 
Daily on February 20, 2008.
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Playing a Red Face to the End 
Guo Yukuan 
Guo Yukuan probes into the sensitive issue of 
Maoist movement in India.  Guo asks whether 
violent revolutions like the ones in Nepal are 
catalysts for political change and whether Maoism 
in India would threaten the country’s internal 
security.  He concludes that a Chinese-style 
cultural revolution would not happen in India 
where democracy and rule by constitution have 
been well established.  However, the noisy calls 
for revolution help keep the society from being 
anesthetized by inertia but to meet the demand 
for social change.  The essay was published online 
Twenty-First Century (University of Hong Kong), 
July, 31 2007.
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master’s curriculum in social work at her institute. 
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for Urban Development in the near future. Bhide 
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in the field of urban poverty and development 
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Rights Education Program, Dr. B.R. Ambedkar 
Open University.  He is a human rights activist 
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the context of the Dalit community, a population 
of economically oppressed, “untouchable” 
working class people. He has organised several 
workshops for Dalit NGOs on issues like human 
rights and globalization, including the World 
Social Forum desk on Dalit rights.  He has 
participated in international conferences and 
seminars, including a conference organised by 
the Human Rights Commission of the United 
Nations. At his university, Ghanta has been 
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innovative courses to the curriculum in fields 
such as Human Rights, Women’s Studies, and 
Mass Media. Widely published as an academic 
and journalist, he has participated in serious 
social debates in Telegu newspapers and research 
journals. In addition, he has developed content 
for several television and radio documentary 
programs.

GUO YUkUAn is investigative reporter and 
news commentator CCTV’s News Probing, and 
chief journalist at Nanfengchuang Magazine. 
He organized the first investigative journalism 
training program in China and established a 
cross-district collaborative network for journalists. 
He does hard-hitting segments on medical fraud, 
environmental issues, urbanization, and equality 
in education for CCTV’s high profile program 
“News Probing,” at Nanfengcheng magazine, 
he recently reported on urban land seizures in 
the country after interviewing over 100 victims, 
lawyers and government officials. What’s more, he 
has traveled to Kashi to interview Islamic leaders 
and to Xinjiang to study the volatile relationship 
between the Han (the majority population) and 
various minority groups. Yukuan is a fervent 
and influential advocate of free thinking, critical 
thought, and truth-seeking in the Chinese media.
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Development Manager, Infosys Technologies 
Limited in China. He has traveled and worked 
around the globe in his career with Infosys. As 
an Indian transplant in China, he is uniquely 
poised to observe the triumphs and challenges 
each country faces as it undergoes economic and 
social change today. Sparked by his experience 
at Infosys, Hiren is particularly interested in 
examining the role of information technology 
in catalyzing the development of both countries. 
Specifically, he aims to analyze the potential for 
increased sharing of resources and knowledge 
between India and China—a united front in the 
journey toward globalization. Hiren received an 
MBA in finance from the University of Mumbai. 
His international experience offers keen insight 
into dilemmas facing India and China today.

pARThA MUkhOpADhYAY is an economist 
and former Vice President Policy Advisory Group. 
As a vice president of the Policy Advisory Group, 
Mukhopadhyay has been actively involved in 
enacting public-private partnerships between 
policy-makers and stakeholders to enable the 
implementation of efficient infrastructure services 
to various sectors in India. In this capacity, he 
has worked closely with the government of 
Karnataka to develop core urban services such 
as sanitation and waste management and was 
an active member of the Prime Minister’s Task 
Force on Infrastructure, where he developed an 
annuity contract used by the National Highway 
Authority of India. Mukhopadhyay is interested in 
comparing the ways India and China implement 
their social and economic infrastructure services, 
focusing on the participation of public and 
private sectors. He holds a PhD from New York 
University, he has published extensively on urban 
development and taught at various universities in 
India and at NYU as a University Fellow.

WU XiAOBO is Vice Dean at the School 
of Management at Zhejiang University and 
Director of National Institute for Innovation 
Management. He was a Visiting Fellow to 
Institute for Manufacturing, Cambridge 
University, and a Fulbright Senior Visiting Fellow 
to Sloan School of Management, MIT.  Dr. Wu 
teaches and researches strategic management and 
technological innovation at Zhejiang University. 
He has directed many national research 
projects and international projects on global 
manufacturing, sustainable development, regional 
policy, and innovative economy. He has published 
widely on the topics of management and 
technology, co-authoring several books on this 
subject. He received his PhD in management of 
technology innovation from Zhejiang University. 

YAO YAnG is Deputy Director, China Center 
for Economic Research, Peking University. He 
has been following issues of land acquisition, 
ownership transformation, and migration 
in China for the past decade. Yao has taught 
economics at various institutions in China, 
Japan, and the United States. In addition, he has 
served as a consultant to the World Bank and 
participated in numerous contemporary debates 
about China’s economic reform. Yao writes widely 
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