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Dear All: 

The following two recent articles in The Economist seem to indicate the economics 
achievement and political development in Mainland China are indeed pointing toward the 
likelihood of an ultimate peaceful political settlement of Cross-Taiwan-Strait relations, which I 
wrote you as a bold predication to be reached in 7 years (that is, by 2020) in my last group 
email distributed yesterday. 

(1) The cover story titled “Towards the end of poverty” (The Economist June 1st 2013). I quote 
a few paragraphs from wherein as in the following: 

IN HIS inaugural address in 1949 Harry Truman said that “more than half the people in the 
world are living in conditions approaching misery. For the first time in history, humanity 
possesses the knowledge and skill to relieve the suffering of those people.” It has taken much 
longer than Truman hoped, but the world has lately been making extraordinary progress in 
lifting people out of extreme poverty. Between 1990 and 2010, their number fell by half as a 
share of the total population in developing countries, from 43% to 21% --- a reduction of almost 
1 billion people. 

Now the world has a serious chance to redeem Truman’s pledge to lift the least fortunate. Of 
the 7 billion people alive on the planet, 1.1 billion subsist below the internationally accepted 
extreme-poverty line of $1.25 a day. Starting this week and continuing over the next year or so, 
the UN’s usual Who’s Who of politicians and officials from governments and international 
agencies will meet to draw up a new list of targets to replace the Millennium Development 
Goals (MDGS), which were set in September 2000 and expire in 2015. Governments should 
adopt as their main new goal the aim of reducing by another billion the number of people in 
extreme poverty by 2030. 

China (which has never shown any interest in MDGS) is responsible for three-quarters of the 
achievement. Its economy has been growing so fast that, even though inequality has been 
growing so fast, extreme poverty is disappearing. China pulled 680m people out of misery in 
1981-2010, and reduced its extreme-poverty rate from 84% in 1980 to 10% now. 

But the biggest poverty-reduction measure of all is liberalising markets to let poor people get 
richer. That means freeing trade between countries (Africa is still cruelly punished by tariffs) 
and within them (China’s real leap forward occurred because it allowed private business to 
grow). Both India and Africa are crowded with monopolies and restrictive practices. 
Many Westerners have reacted to recession by seeking to constrain markets and roll 
globalisation back in their own countries, and they want to export these ideas to the developing 
world, too. It does not need such advice. It is doing quite nicely, largely thanks to the same 
economic principles that helped the developed world grow rich and could pull the poorest of 
the poor out of destitution. 

(2) An article titled “Tibet policy --- Bold new proposals” (The Economist June 22nd 2013, pp. 
30-31) as the attached pdf document. 
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The sign of change as pointed out by the author is in the interest of Mainland China itself as 
well as others including Taiwan.  The road map from bold proposal to bold action takes time 
and patience. We shall wait and see. I like the concluding sentence, in which it says: the 
independence movement of Tibet is now kept in check by the Dalai Lama’s search for a 
“middle way”. I believe the Dalai Lama’s wisdom of “middle way” approach is also to 
everyone’s benefit in dealing with the complicated problem of the Cross-Taiwan-Strait relations. 

I have added a few more names to the forwarding (Cc) list including the honorable Legislator 
(Chen), a CEO (Chen), three distinguished professors (Jahn of NTU-earth sciences; and Chou 
and Lee of Tsing-Hua University-nuclear engineering), four Harvard acquaintances (Walker, 
Klein, Austria, and Ohashi), four high-school classmates (Kuo, Lian, Wu, and Cheng), three 
former INER directors (Ting, Hsia, and Chou), two current members of INER staff (Lee and 
Liao), two couples of my in-laws (Yenfa & Ming-Chuan; Ming-Kuang & Mei-Hong), my family 
friend (Han-Wen), my son (Wann-Jiun) and my niece (Yann-Jiun). For their reference, I have 
attached also the previous 4 documents.  

For the email exchanges attached below, I have made a few corrections of the typos and 
rewritten some of my original passages.   

Thank you for your time and patience. Wish all of you a happy summer time. 

Che-Bao Ma    2013/6/23 8:10 PM, Taipei 
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Tibet Policy ---Bold New Proposals 

The Economist June 22nd2013, pp.30-31 

Welcome signs that some officials are at last starting to question policies on Tibet 

FEW outside China think the Communist Party’s strategy for Tibet working. A combination of 
economic development and political repression was meant to reconcile Tibetans to Chinese 
rule and wean them off their loyalty to the Dalai Lama, the exiled spiritual leader. Instead 
disaffection is still rife,especially among the young. And all across Tibetan areas of China, 
Tibetans still displaytheDalai Lama’s portrait, sometimes openly. Since March 2011 more than 
100 Tibetans ---especially in Tibetan areas of provinces bordering what China calls the Tibet 
Autonomous Region (TAR) ---have set themselves on fire. Most have done so in part to call for 
the Dalai Lama’s homecoming. An overwhelming security presence and the Dalai Lama’s 
commitment to non-violence mean that the unrest is easily contained. Hence little has 
suggested that China’s leaders are concerned about the bleak implications for the future: that 
their rule in Tibet can be maintained only by the indefinite deployment of massive coercive 
force.  

So for a Chinese scholar, Jin Wei, who is director of ethnic and religious studies at the Central 
Party School in Beijing, to call for a “creative”new approach is startling. For her to do so 
publicly, in an interview this month with Hong Kong magazine, Asia Weekly, suggests that she 
has high-level backing. A report from a Beijing think-tank in 2009 challenged the official line 
that rioting in Tibet the year before was instigatedfrom abroad. But Robert Barnett, a professor 
of Tibetan studies at Columbia University in New York, describes Ms Jin’s intervention as a 
sign that, after two decades, “debate has re-emerged within China about the government’s 
hardline policies in Tibet”. Ms Jin even accused former party chiefs in Tibet of being “biased 
against the practice of religious affairs”. This, she said, “foreshadowed the accumulation of 
grievances today.” 

One former party secretary in Tibet (from 1988-92) was Hu Jintao, who went on to head the 
party nationally for ten years until last November, when he gave way to Xi Jinping. Those who 
have forecast that Mr Xi might prove a bolder reformer than the cautious Mr Hu have so far 
seen little to back them up. Here, on Tibet, is at least a hint of crack in the hardline consensus. 
Some have detected another in the appointment of Yu Zhengsheng to head the party’s main 
policy group on Tibet and Xinjiang, a Muslim-majority region in the north-east. Mr Yu is the 
head of an advisory body designed to promote national unity. Previous heads of the group 
have been security specialists. 

Ms Jin’s analysis, thoughcouched in the terminology of party orthodoxy, is similar to that of 
many foreign observers. She argues that, by demonising the Dalai Lama, and viewing any 
expression of Tibetan culture as potentially subversive, the party has turned even those 
Tibentans sympathetic to its aims against it. The struggle has evolved from “a contradiction 
between the central government and the Dalai Lama separatist clique into an ethnic conflict 
between Han Chinese and Tibetans”. 
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She is not advocating a new soft approach to “political”issues, such as the Dalai Lama’s call 
for greater autonomy for Tibet and Tibetans’hankering after a “greater Tibet”---ie, within its 
historic borders, beyond the TAR. But in fact, most protests in Tibet are not about “politics”, 
defined likethis.Many have been sparked by anger at Chineserepression ---of Tibetan culture, 
language and tradition, or of individual protesters. It is a vicious circle, made worse by anger at 
the large-scale immigration into Tibet of Han Chinese. 

Ms Jin has ideas on how to break the impasse. Talks with the Dalai Lama’s representatives, 
stalled since the most recent of nine fruitless rounds in 2010, should resume, she says. They 
should concentrate on “easy”issues first, setting contentious debate about Tibet’s status to one 
side for now. China should consider inviting the Dalai Lama to visit one of its semi-autonomous 
cities, Hong Kong or Macau, and eventually allowing him back to Tibet. It should also try to 
defuse the crisis his death will bring by agreeing with him on achosen reincarnation from inside 
China’s borders. Otherwise, China risks having to deal with two incarnations: one it endorses 
and one in exile who is more likely to be revered by most Tibetans. 

One of the many obstacles to Ms Jin’s unlikelyvision is the identity of China’s negotiating 
partner. China will only talk to Dalai Lama’s representative. But two years ago the Dalai Lama 
retired from his “political”role, ceding it to an elected “prime minister”of the exiles’government, 
Lobsang Sangay. Mr Sangay has not done a good job of uniting the exiles and winning their 
trust. In any event China will not even contemplate talking to him. The DalaI Lamamay need, in 
one respect at least, to come out of retirement. 

The debate Ms Jin’s comments have provoked will not bring any immediate relief to Tibetans 
in Tibet. The infrastructure of Chinese repression is being enhanced and refined, with the 
implementation of a new “grid”system of street-level surveillance. Dissenters are still locked up 
every week. 

Moreover Ms Jin’s is still a lone voice, at least in public. Few others seem to realizethat a new 
approach in Tibet is in China’s interest. Not only would it ease tension in Tibet; it would help 
relations with other minoritiesin China, make reunification with Taiwan more likely and improve 
China’s relations with the outside world. The more conventional Chinese view is the one 
voiced recently by a scholar at a Beijing think-tank: “The old Dalai will die soon. End of 
problem.”Though the Dalai Lama seems in good health, he turns 78 next month. The hope is 
that Ms Jin will not be the only Chinese adviser to understand that the dying in exile of this 
Dalai Lama would not be the end of China’s difficulties in Tibet. Rather, his death risks an 
explosion of violence and the rekindling of a Tibetan independence movementthat is for now 
kept in check by the Dalai Lama’s search for a “middle way”. 
************************** END ************************** 



2013-06-23: Message from Che-Bao Ma (馬哲保) 

 Page 8 of 9 

Hail, President. Well Met 

In small but important ways, Obama and Xi moved the needle on U.S.-China relations  
FAREED ZAKARIA; COMMENTARY / WORLDVIEW; TIME June 24, 2013 

WHILE WE WERE CONSUMED BY THE crises of the moment ---Turkey’s riots, NSA 
snooping and Washington’s “scandals”---something happened on June 7 and 8 that is 
potentially of more lasting importance. The Presidents of the U.S. and China held their most 
significant and successful meeting in the decades. It was a vital step forward in the crucial 
relationship ---between the world’s superpower and its fastest-risingpower ---that will shape the 
21stcentury. 

Thesummit at Sunnylands, in California, was the result of months of preparation, led on by the 
American side by National Security Adviser Thomas Donilon. He explained to me the two 
teams agreed to a format that was a great break with the past: “Usually at meetings like these, 
each leader brings a set of talking points. This creates a format that highlights problems. This 
was different: We didn’t come in with a set of complaints. The leaders came with ideas about 
opportunities. It created a completely different discussion and dynamic. 

The two sides had eight hours of meetings, including 50 minutes of one-on-one talks between 
the two Presidents, with no aides other than their interpreters. The first session was devoted to 
the priorities of each leader. Xi Jinping’s presentation made clear that the main focus of his 
agenda was domestic. He explained at length what he means when he talks about the “China 
Dream,”his governing slogan, and what reforms he intends to pursue to achieve it.In typical 
Chinese style he outlined long-term goals for his nation,for 2020 and for 2050. President 
OBAMA outlined his first-term achievements and his hopes for his second term. The two then 
discussed the international scene and the challenges and opportunities it presented. 
The conversation was far more informal than usual; it was even personal. In talking about 
poverty, Xi described his years of hardship during the Cultural Revolution. Obama talked about 
spending four years as a boy in Indonesia at a time when the countrywas largely rural and 
poor.In the middle of the first night’s dinner, the Chinese team surprised their hosts by bringing 
out Moutai, the famous (or infamous) sorghum-based liquor, for a special toast.Perhaps they 
thought it would help grease the summit;Henry Kissinger is said to have told China’s former 
supreme leader Deng Xiaoping, “I think if we drink enough Moutai, we can solve anything.” 
While the purpose of the meeting was to build trust rather than produce a set of results, 
progress was made on specific issues.The Chinese already made one important shift in policy, 
long sought by the Americans, even before they got to California. A week before the summit, 
Xi told a North Korean envoy that his country had to re-engage in a diplomatic process 
whosegoal was to rid Pyongyang of nuclear weapons.Reflectingon the conversations at 
Sunnylands, Donilon told me, “On North Korea, China now sees the denuclearization of North 
Korea as its top goal.” 

In the discussions on economics,contentious issues like cyberattacks came up, and each side 
stood its ground, but even here there was a search for opportunities for increased 
cooperation.Obama pointed out to Xi that given China’s vast resources of shale and America’s 
leading-edge extraction technology, there was an opportunity for economic cooperation that 
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would benefit both. Xi had his own list of such opportunities, like Chinese investment to fund 
U.S. infrastructure projects. 

AEREAS OF TENSION WERE DISCUSSED, INCLUDINGChina’s relations with Japan, on 
which the Chinese were impassioned. But the atmosphere was somewhat different this time.In 
the past, Beijing has argued the Obama Administration’s “pivot”to Asia looked to it like a 
strategy to contain China. At this meeting, Donilon said, “the Chinese leaders made clear that 
they understood and appreciated America’s historic role in Asia in providing stability.” 
This is mostly rhetoric and atmospherics. “The true test of this summit will be in two or three or 
five years,”Donilon acknowledged, “when this background goodwill has to get translated into 
specific actions on both sides.”Clearly both sides will have to follow up in the years ahead. But 
it is a significant achievement to create goodwill and trust between two countries that are so 
different in so many dimensionsand could easily become adversaries. When historians write 
about China’s renaissance and America’s role in ensuring its peaceful rise,they highlight the 
meetings between Richard Nixon and Zhou Enlai in 1972 and between Jimmy Carter and 
Deng in 1979. If things go well, perhaps they will add to that list this meeting between Obama 
and Xi in the California desert. 
*********************** END *************************


