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Series General Editor’s Foreword

Indeed, Hong Kong has little future without Guangdong. The days when Guangdong was considered Hong Kong’s hinterland of farms and fields are long over. Economic reforms have transformed South China. This has had an enormous impact on Hong Kong, which has moved much of its manufacturing over the border and now employs more than three million industrial workers in Guangdong. This is contributing to a “Manhattan-ization” of Hong Kong.

Yet, Guangdong’s economy still pales in comparison to that of Hong Kong. With a tenth of the population of Guangdong, Hong Kong is the world’s eighth largest trading economy. Does the Hong Kong tail wag the Guangdong dog? Or will Hong Kong soon be swallowed up by Guangdong? The plot thickens as four new international airports all within a radius of fifty miles in the southern tip of the Pearl River Delta, one each in Hong Kong and Macau and one in each of China’s Special Economic Zones, Shenzhen and Zhuhai, compete with one another. But make no mistake about it, behind Guangdong’s dependency on Hong Kong is, in fact, a growing dependency on the world economy. This will continue to be the case, though in the process, Hong Kong’s growing dependency on Guangdong may reshape its own internationalism.

The PRC’s policy of reform and opening has permitted Guangdong to be more like Hong Kong. But Hong Kong is also becoming part of China by 1997. The reality is that as South China has become more like Hong Kong, Hong Kong has continued to develop in its own way. After 1997, Hong Kong is supposed to continue to go its own way according to the “one country, two systems” formula. Yet, the growing interdependency that is the focus of this book confronts Hong Kong with an interesting challenge. Can it continue to develop its own way while increasing functional integration with Guangdong? The answer will depend on what limitations are imposed on Guangdong’s future course by the central government, because Guangdong may become as much like Hong Kong as it is permitted by Beijing.

Though their partnership is and will continue to be in flux, their economies are, and will remain, inseparable. Economic linkages between the two may act to shape Hong Kong’s future development. But will Hong Kong remain in its own image? How long will it be before the Hong Kong tide is turned back? Herein lies the contradiction. It will be impossible for Guangdong to turn back the tide of Hong Kong influence until it possesses comparable economic strength and external clout.

Guangdong has more than its fledgling economy, however, to interact with Hong Kong; it also has the PRC’s full economic might behind it. Hong Kong’s economic miracle, in a similar manner, has the support of a global economy. The loyalties of that global economy, nevertheless, are pragmatic and would just as soon move north as Hong Kong sheds its “little tiger” image and becomes increasingly overshadowed by the dragon.

As two separate points on a flat plane, the upward progress of Hong Kong and Guangdong could meet to form an isosceles triangle. More accurately, however, Hong Kong’s path is upward and direct, and while Guangdong may move more rapidly than Hong Kong, its upward path will be more obliquely upward and in the direction of Hong Kong, resulting in a right triangle. The base of that right triangle will be angled to support a similar direction of the development of the market economy in other regions of China north of Guangdong.

The editors of this volume have chosen the approach of center-periphery, rather than triangles. The Hong Kong-Guangdong nexus does not exist in a vacuum, but in a global relationship rooted in the Asia-Pacific belt of economic prosperity. Hong Kong has much to offer its cousins from the mainland, not the least of which is access to its global network. At the same time, Hong Kong will reveal more about its cultural roots and identity to the global community. This will require a psycho-cultural adjustment, oriented more toward the mainland, that will test its current internationalism.

Future scenarios for the Hong Kong-Guangdong nexus are many and complex. There are no better experts on the subject than the contributors to this volume. The various dimensions and implications of the partnership between the two have been carefully considered by chapter authors and volume editors; many of them have the advantage of personal roots in Guangdong, as well as years of active research on the Hong Kong-Guangdong relationship, from both the regional and Pan-Pacific perspectives. Their collective efforts contribute to an informed and in-depth understanding of the dynamics of growth and development in this Hong Kong-Guangdong region as it become a rising economic core on the Pacific Rim toward the twenty-first century. If the Hong Kong-Guangdong links work well, there will be even more ground for optimism for the larger PRC-HK integration.


Gerard A. Postiglione 
Hong Kong, June 1995









Acknowledgments

This volume consists of some extensively revised and updated papers stemming from a conference in November 1991 at the University of Hawaii at Manoa under the auspices of the Hawaii Committee for the Humanities and the Center for Chinese Studies. Some chapters were commissioned after that conference for this book. The past and present directors of the center, Daniel Kwok and Roger Ames, have given this project continuous encouragement and support. The Louise and Y.T. Lum Foundation, Priscilla K.T. Chung, Panda Travel, Inc., Spaces, AM Partners Inc., the law office of Alan W.C. Ma, and Daniel Leung donated generously to bring scholars from the continental United States and abroad to the conference. The School of Hawaiian, Asian, and Pacific Studies and the Department of Sociology provided the financial support for manuscript preparation. To all of them, we are most grateful.

In editing the volume, the comments and suggestions of Ming K. Chan and Gerry Postiglione were immensely helpful and much appreciated. Brian Daly, Sylvia Donati, Martin Leicht, and Kim Mar formed an effective team for computer formatting, manuscript typing, and the painstaking task of reference checking. We are particularly appreciative of the thankless but meticulous production work done by Angela Piliouras and the M.E. Sharpe staff.

Alvin Y. So is especially thankful to Don Topping, the director of the Social Science Research Institute at the University of Hawaii, for the release time to edit this publication. Finally, the editors would like to take this opportunity to show their gratitude to their teachers—Professors Chester Rapkin, Carl Riskin, and Lucie Cheng—for their introduction and guidance in the fields of political economy and contemporary China.


Reginald Yin-Wang Kwok and Alvin Y. So









[image: fro1]
 
















The Hong Kong-Guangdong Link






1
A Framework for Exploring the Hong Kong-Guangdong Link

Reginald Yin-Wang Kwok and Roger T. Ames

On July 1, 1997, Hong Kong will formally be returned to the People’s Republic of China (China). The territories most directly involved in this transfer are Hong Kong and the adjacent Chinese province of Guangdong. These two territories have had a continuous, though at times interrupted, cultural and economic relationship since Hong Kong was ceded to Britain in 1842. Following China’s adoption of the Open-door Policy in 1978 as part of its Economic Reform, the links joining Hong Kong and Guangdong have intensified and flourished.

Before examining the various dimensions of this ongoing integration process, we shall first review recent interactions between Hong Kong and Guangdong since Economic Reform, in particular the effects of direct Hong Kong investment. In the years following 1978, Beijing gradually opened its door to international production and business, with Guangdong designated as the province for such experimentation (Xu, 1991). The Chinese Open-door Policy came at a time when Hong Kong’s export production had reached a point where Hong Kong was seeking to expand its production to offshore territories. China in general, and Guangdong in particular, provided the production advantages that had been steadily eroding in the de facto city state. Moreover, China offered the geographic advantages of proximity and convenient transportation, as well as the cultural advantages of a common language and family ties. Hong Kong seized the opportunity, becoming the first and largest investor in China.

Since then, Hong Kong has progressed from an export manufacturing base to a postindustrial information economy. Moreover, as a thriving international metropolis, it has regained its original function of entrepôt lost after 1950, and now serves as the trade middleman between China and the outside world. More important, it has quickly grown into a financial and investment center comprised of transnational firms whose investments are directed outward to other territories—over three-quarters of Hong Kong’s offshore investment is in China, with the remaining amount committed primarily to Southeast Asia (Hongkong Bank, 11–1990). Hong Kong has thus been able to establish itself as a world city with a complex of transnational connections in the Asia-Pacific region (Taylor and Kwok, 1989).

In the process of Hong Kong’s emergence as a world city, its economy has become progressively tied to that of China through its Guangdong connection, and vice versa (Kwok, R., 1986). Trade with China has grown spectacularly. During the seventeen-year period since the Open-door Policy came into effect, imports from China have grown by more than eighteen times to constitute over one-third of Hong Kong’s total imports in 1989. Exports to China have grown by over 540 times, amounting to more than 19 percent of Hong Kong’s total exports in 1989 (Kwok, R., 1992a). Hong Kong has been the source of two-thirds of the total foreign investment in China, contributing greatly to its foreign-exchange income and providing expertise in management, marketing, information, and advisory services for China (Hongkong Bank, 6–7–1989). China and Hong Kong, despite their different economic and institutional systems, have become close economic partners.

This collaborative production has accelerated both Hong Kong’s postindustrial development and Guangdong’s industrial takeoff. In the future, their respective production roles are generally expected to continue basically unchanged. International commerce, finance, transportation, and services remain Hong Kong’s primary functions, while Guangdong is expected to initiate a program of technological enhancement, labor training, and product upgrading within its industrial development (Tong and Wu, 1992). This strategy is a natural extension of the present trend, but it seeks to do more than merely preserve the status quo.

Hong Kong-Guangdong integration is a crucial turning point in Chinese history and has profound meaning for its socialist transformation to a mixed economy. The process of integration is having a major impact on the future institutional forms of both territories, as their governments, societies, and political groups maneuver for positions of influence on the outcome of the 1997 unification project. The 1997 issue has appeared frequently in newspaper headlines and has been reported on in international, national, and local mass media. It has already occasioned comprehensive economic and cultural transformations in both Guangdong and Hong Kong, leading to massive changes in industrial infrastructure, population concentrations, structure of management, and land use. There have also been significant changes in personal values and world views, ethics and etiquette, institutional behavior and ideology. Within households and organizations, conflicts have emerged among the generations. As a result, individuals, families (both nuclear and extended), neighborhoods, communities, enterprises, and governments have all been forced to respond by adjusting their internal and external relationships, their modes of expression, and their decision-making procedures. Historically, practically all accepted norms and dictums have been openly challenged (Kwok and So, 1991).

The principal purpose of this introductory chapter is to suggest a method for investigating the Hong Kong and Guangdong connection, with the intention of applying this method to appraise the present course of development and forecast a possible future outcome. There are three levels of discussion in this chapter. First, we propose an analytic framework that might be useful for reviewing and interpreting the economic, social, political, and cultural dimensions in the Hong Kong-Guangdong link. Second, we examine, in general, the present relationship between Hong Kong-Guangdong and the global community through patterns of population migration. Third, related to the framework of analysis and the relationship between the region and the world beyond, we present four research issues addressed by scholars in the humanities and social sciences who have been studying various aspects of this integration process, and here offer their assessments of the territory’s future.

Although the integration process is having greatest impact on Hong Kong and Guangdong, there are altogether five players who continue to influence and be influenced by this process. Apart froin the two contiguous areas—Hong Kong and Guangdong—Britain (London) and China (Beijing) have also participated in the negotiating process. Less obvious and more remote is the fifth population affected—the migrants from Hong Kong who have established residence in Canada, Australia, Britain, the United States, and parts of southeast Asia, adding greatly to the numbers of overseas Chinese (Huaqiao).

There are many perspectives in this complex and conflicting interaction. In a broad sense, the integration is a process of societal changes within the context of large-scale development. We would suggest that the societal evolution in the Hong Kong-Guangdong region is essentially subject to three major forces: political and cultural forces, institutional structure, and development. The fast-paced transformation in this south China region can be construed as a contention among different political and cultural forces. There is a historical dynamic between national unity and diversity, and a continuing philosophical dialectic between the center and the periphery—Beijing vs. the Hong Kong-Guangdong region. Institutionally, integration is the blending of socialism and capitalism, the determination of a territorial organization for managing the process of change, and the delineation of the level and limit of the fusion—Beijing vs. Hong Kong. Developmentally, the process of integration maneuvers between economic growth and political control—Hong Kong-Guangdong and Beijing. These three interdisciplinary perspectives are by no means mutually exclusive; they frequently overlap and interact with each other. To study and understand the interaction toward territorial integration, it is necessary to construct an analytical framework that incorporates these three perspectives. Of the players, Hong Kong, Guangdong, and Beijing are the chief constituents and hence are the bases of the analytic grid.

Before we can discuss Hong Kong’s possible transnational future, we must first examine the symbiotic relationship between Hong Kong and Guangdong, their economic restructuring since Economic Reform, and their domestic and international connections. One of the most noted trends is the continuous in-migration from other parts of China to Guangdong, and the out-migration of Hong Kong’s population. This floating-population phenomenon may well cause social and political imbalance in the province. The “brain drain,” it is argued, will deplete the crucial economic resource—skilled labor and tested entrepreneurial talent. The loss of Hong Kong’s most productive labor is expected to decrease productive capability and impair economic growth. Hence, the human exodus is seen as detrimental to the region’s future (for further discussion on Hong Kong population movement, see the recent publication of Skeldon, 1994).

Projections of the Hong Kong-Guangdong future are often contradictory and always controversial. Beijing sees the process as a positive development, ideologically controllable and economically beneficial. Hong Kong will continue to be Beijing’s window on Western technology and its bridge to the capitalist world. The Western press is far more reserved. A perusal of the Asian Wall Street Journal or the Far Eastern Economic Review since 1984 should give the reader sufficient pause about the assumed efficacy of Chinese-style management in the future economic, political, and social development of Hong Kong. This same debate rages within academic circles with equal heat and diversity of opinion. The Hong Kong-Guangdong connection is fluid and changeable, and its possible future is the theme that occupies all of the authors in this anthology.


A Framework with Three Perspectives

Let us elaborate briefly the theoretical framework of the three perspectives outlined above. From these vantage points, we will attempt to analyze broadly events in Hong Kong, Guangdong, and Beijing—the most immediate players.


The Political and Cultural Forces

Looking at the process of integration from the political-cultural perspective, periods of national unity and disintegration have never been conceived of as contradictory or mutually exclusive events. Rather, they are complementary aspects of the dynastic cycle, reflecting as they do the two sides of the political dynamics of the state. The sequential alternation between unity and disunity within the Chinese state is its normal process of development (Kwok, D., 1991). In the Hong Kong/China relationship, the British colonization of Hong Kong has been perceived by Beijing as a dynastic incident. In historical terms, Hong Kong’s return to China is not only legally justifiable by appeal to international law; it is inevitable. The separation of Hong Kong from China has been nothing more than a temporary arrangement, and its reintegration is the natural course of things.

Unity runs deep in Chinese historical consciousness. Expressed through cultural mediums such as novels, poetry, operas, and the dynastic histories themselves, this historical consciousness informs us of the Chinese commitment to political unity and cultural continuity. Chinese culture simply does not question either the desirability or the inevitability of eventual reunion. The cultural ideal of a unified China tends to produce a prescriptive and didactic scholarship that at times pays greater attention to how things should be than to how things really are. Whatever the final shape of the Hong Kong-Guangdong integration in 1997, there may be some lessons to be learned about the distance between the ideal and the reality in the Chinese experience of dynastic unification and division (Kwok, D., 1991).

Anticipating 1997, Beijing has proclaimed the “One Country, Two Systems” (yiguo liangzhi) policy (Zhou and Shi, 1988: 60–61), providing the institutional instrument under which unification will take place. Hong Kong will retain its free market system, whereas Beijing will continue with its own brand of socialist development. This will ensure Hong Kong’s continuous economic role in China’s transformation as the “window” to the outside world and instigator of China’s growth through its uninterrupted supply of investment. Neither entity will interfere with nor impose itself upon the other (Huaqiao ribao, 12–24–1991). Implied in this policy is the acceptance of diversity within unity. In reality, diversity in China has always existed through the preservation of regional culture traditions, ethnicity, dialects, and localized growth.

Since the Economic Reform of 1978, economic diversity has become increasingly apparent among the coastal, central, and interior regions of China. Even more pronounced is the difference between the economic system prevailing in the south, particularly in Guangdong, and that of the north (Far Eastern Economic Review, 4–4–1991: 21–24). The south is more open to the free market system and overseas trade and has adopted many free market practices, especially in its enterprise structure, trade, and production. The north, on the other hand, retains much more of the orthodox state socialist practice. Beijing has generally accepted and tolerated economic regionalism, but often has been disturbed by the prospect that such diversification may lead to chaotic political conditions. Political opinions vacillate between encouragement and suspicion, although official policy has not closed down such experiments. Whenever the state feels that diversity may threaten its legitimacy, it reacts swiftly and with decision to reinforce uniformity and centralization. The Tiananmen Incident in 1989 is a recent reminder of such tactics. The uncertainty of the Hong Kong-Guangdong role in the Chinese Economic Reform is simply a reflection of the unpredictability of the dynamics of state politics.

Unity with diversity is a critical historical issue. In Beijing and Hong Kong, there are both believers and doubters with respect to the outcome and possible benefits of the 1997 integration. The present popular posture is one of “wait and see” without any firm commitment: Let the unfolding of events confirm or refute the historical phenomenon, and meanwhile put the Hong Kong-Guangdong future on hold.

Philosophically, the dynastic Chinese state has been structured as a hierarchical spire with power emitting from the center and with tribute drawn in from the periphery. This cultural model is not a concept but a practical guide for political distribution. Yu Ying-shih uses the “five zones” (wufu) of submission as a device for describing the dynamics of the Han world order, tracing the concentric circles from the court at the center to the “wild zone” at the frontier (Yu, 1986: 379–80). This hierarchical, radial scheme also describes the descending degree of tribute that was provided to the court at the center, not only in the form of local products and services, but also in the form of political and cultural influence. When the center is strong, tribute moves in to reinforce it, with the greatest degree of influence on the center being exerted from elements close to the center itself: the court officials, the aristocracy, the wealthy merchants, the military leaders, the population of the capital. The center commands control during periods of stability and strength, maintaining its centripetal relationship with the diverse political elements that together constituted the aggregate called China. Through the accumulation of both cultural power and political power, the court rules from the center by appeal to a unifying ideology.

As the center weakens, however, incidental elements that were on the periphery have the potential to exert an increasing amount of influence in the gradual process of reshaping, and in some instances, subverting the center. To the extent they do so, they move inward and cease to be marginal.

This “inner-outer” concentric-circle model of hierarchical, overlapping centers articulating a central focus through patterns of deference seems pervasive in the peculiarly Chinese world view, and has explanatory force in delineating the genetic structure of most of China’s formal institutions—for example, the traditional sense of polity with the emperor at the center. Concrete, functioning patterns of deference contribute in varying degrees, and are constitutive of the authority at the center, articulating and bringing into focus the character of the social and political entity—its standards and values. The attraction of the core is such that, when it is strong enough, it draws into its field and suspends the disparate and diverse centers that constitute its field of influence. But when the core weakens, what had been contribution to the center becomes the energy of contest What was a tightening spire becomes a gyre, disgorging itself of its now disassociated contents. Politically, the welter of disparate organizational structures—clans, municipalities, religious associations, tribal affiliations, warlords, regional identities, and so on—with their original diversity in some degree having been concealed within the previously existing harmony, precipitate out and reestablish their independence.

Traditionally, those who fell from favor were exiled to the periphery—the more undesirable, the farther from the center. The periphery represented the uncivilized and the weak, whereas political strength and cultural sagacity were concentrated in the state capital.

Contemporary China still retains this commitment to centripetal harmony. A real argument can be made that the China of our own day seen from within the Chinese experience itself is not a radical disjunction with its past. The present-day socialist state, founded after a half-century interregnum, has all of the trappings of a new dynasty. Some contemporary historians have gone so far as to describe the People’s Republic of China as an imperium redivivum:



The Chinese Communist state displayed all the characteristics of the Empire: a highly centralized, hierarchically organized bureaucracy with a coherent view of the world; a socio-administrative structure into which all parts of the population fitted and which fitted all parts of the population; and an ideology that provided a basis for the conceptual unification of the entire society. (Mancall, 1984: 337)




Political order is a hierarchical system with the pattern of authority radiating outward from the center to the periphery. Beijing can be seen as the inner region relative to the outer regions (such as Guangdong) of the barbarians, just as the royal domain was, relative to the outer lords’ zones, an inner zone. Whatever constitutes the authority at the center derives its authority from having implicated within it the order of its field of influence. During these times of instability, when the center has weakened, what was peripheral moves inward. The weakness in the center provides the opportunity for the periphery to take on a stronger political and cultural role. Ultimately, the periphery is in the position to affect and transform the center. Whenever state policy is indecisive and speculative, and administration is decentralized, the locality is increasingly able to deviate from the norm, and to exert its influence on the central government.

The political and cultural situation is complex. With London relinquishing political sovereignty and assenting to Hong Kong’s merger with China in 1997, the political and cultural transition will follow the now familiar path of “decolonization.” The laments of abandonment and the complaints of betrayal increase in intensity from Hong Kong’s local communities. Decline in the identification with and the importance of things British will, in the days ahead, be complemented with a rise in the importance of and interest in things Chinese. Externally, the flight of capital and the emigration of well-off and skilled people are phenomena accompanied by a growing internal consciousness of ethnicity and cultural identity. As the authority of London erodes, the assertiveness of Beijing moves in to fill the void (South China Morning Post, 6–20–1992).

The opposite is true in Guangdong. In its openness to overseas markets and influences, it embraces all things international as they are filtered through Hong Kong, and foreign culture takes on growing significance. The adoption and imitation of Hong Kong and overseas technologies and values becomes the norm, replacing those that are more traditionally Chinese. In commercial and production practices as well as in social behavior, the trend of internationalization prevails. The twin processes of Hong Kong decolonization and Guangdong internationalization will lead either to an integrated culture or to direct confrontation. Whatever the outcome, the Hong Kong-Guangdong culture will be the most powerful peripheral influence in reshaping the center.

In contemporary China, periphery-center interaction has certainly been acknowledged, and has regularly been adopted as a developmental strategy. For example, the commune movement of 1958 and the Dazhai and Daqing models of 1964 were introduced for national adoption only after experimentation on the periphery (Kwok, R., 1981). The ability of the periphery to offer viable alternatives for the formation of policy confirms the center’s legitimacy and its creditability, and serves to fortify and invigorate it. Thus, Beijing’s acceptance of Hong Kong-Guangdong integration depends on whether it is assessed as a workable, acceptable, and vital possibility for China’s future development, or, alternatively, is viewed as a threat to the prevailing policy of “socialism with Chinese characteristics” (for further discussion of core-periphery dynamics, see the recent publication of Chan, 1994).



Institutional Structure

From the institutional perspective, Economic Reform led the nation from state socialism to open-ended market socialism. The Beijing leaders deemed the time ripe to move upward from a primitive stage to a more advanced stage of socialism (Beijing Review, 1981: 35–39). The state socialism in force since liberation had served to move China out of a situation of underdevelopment and abject poverty, propelling it to a high level of independence and stability, and thus preparing the nation for a more diverse and complex form of development.

The critical factor in this institutional change is the perceived opportunity for greater economic growth and efficiency. The state socialist strategy fostered extensive growth by widening the economy (Szelenyi, 1989), but it also brought with it inflation, stagnation, inefficiency, and inflexibility (Kwok, R., 1992b). The market system is seen as a disciplinary mechanism for cost-saving production, for reducing waste and hoarding, for increasing responsiveness to demand, and for improving quality. These are the important characteristics of production that state socialism fails to promote (Komai, 1989). Market socialism, with the adoption of appropriate market instruments, is viewed as an effective way to overcome the deficiencies of state socialism and to combine the benefits of the socialist and capitalist systems (Brus, 1989).

Market socialism is also considered as a method to increase producers and consumers, to diversify decision makers, to enhance flexibility and fluidity in the exchange system, to adopt innovative and advanced technology, and to multiply the economic effects of these several developments. As the market brings forth competitive producers, they respond to demand efficiently, produce a variety of goods quickly and in abundance, and improve the technology used in production and, consequently, the quality of the goods. These various improvements can overcome immobility in production and many of the difficulties inherent in the present stage of Chinese state socialism (Kwok, R., 1992b). These are the necessary innovations to stimulate the economy and raise it to a higher level in order to achieve real growth and a better standard of living. Implied in the Economic Reform program are the diversification of economic decision making, a reliance on entrepreneurship, and, with Beijing still acting to resist it, the decentralization of concomitant political power (Kwok, R., 1992b). Capitalism is cautiously being adopted for China’s socialist modernization (Beijing Review, 1992: 12).

Institutional transition, nevertheless, is heavily determined by the relative strength of ideological postures. The penchant for change characteristic of reformers who advocate market socialism is countered by the orthodox adherence of the state socialist to strong statist rule and centralized development. The market system is considered to be “capitalistic” and “dependent” by those holding the orthodox state socialist position, taking the maintenance of ideological authoritarianism as their prime task. In contrast, economic acceleration and prosperity come first on the reformist agenda, and restraint on private entrepreneurship is viewed as conservative and obstructive. These positions have been periodically challenged and defended within the state bureaucracy. Often, ideological struggles emerge and subside unpredictably, as the fluid patterns of party politics and the lineaments of leadership take shape at some distance from the public. The reformist position gained ground in the early 1990s (Far Eastern Economic Review, 3–26–1992: 10; and Asian Wall Street Journal Weekly, 3–23–1992), a development that is likely to usher in some institutional changes. The orthodox position, however, remains in the background, and it is still more than capable of reasserting its political influence (Far Eastern Economic Review, 4–2–1992: 13).

The current movement toward market socialist reform has been fed by the momentum of nonstate development. The growth of the collective and private sectors has been steady and spectacular. In comparison, the growth of the state sector has been much slower. In particular, industries directly under central government control have continued to sustain losses, are frequently delinquent in tax payments, and tend to stockpile an inventory for which there is little demand (Asian Wall Street Journal Weekly, 3–9–1992). The nonstate sectors that operate in the market system have been expanding; they now produce almost half of the nation’s industrial output and can no longer be ignored. Capitalist development, though not explicitly acknowledged, is practiced in earnest. In the foreseeable future, this heavy dependency of the economy on the market sector is expected to continue its dramatic growth.

In territorial terms, the constant refrain, “socialism with Chinese characteristics,” refers to a desirable mix of things Western and things indigenous to the Chinese tradition. From dynastic times to the present, Beijing has insisted on the need to maintain Chinese independence and cultural uniqueness in the face of the constant threat of losing its territorial and cultural sovereignty to powers beyond its borders. To protect the nation from excessive dependency on foreign culture and to limit the penetration of overseas influence, a historically familiar policy of “territorial containment” was invoked to open up selected frontier zones for foreign systems of development. These open zones are for experimentation and observation, and serve to shelter the rest of China from alien influences. Other less-well-defined areas tolerate a foreign presence, but do so unwillingly. As overseas elements are allowed only in these clearly demarcated and guarded areas, their absorption can be controlled and their impact contained by keeping them at a distance (Chu and Zheng, 1992).

Treaty ports in imperial times served the same function as devices for territorial containment. The Special Economic Zones (SEZs) are all in south China, with three out of the four in Guangdong. Out of the fourteen Open Coastal Cities, two are located in the province. One of the three Open Regions, the Pearl River Delta, is also in Guangdong. These then are the present-day territorial containment areas that control international capital flow and cultural penetration. There has been a deliberate effort on the part of Beijing to maintain the lines of this territorial containment, so that foreign elements remain primarily in the outpost, Hong Kong, thus keeping mainland Guangdong relatively free from excessive influence. The aggressive entry of overseas-Chinese capital from Hong Kong, later joined by large capital investment from Taiwan and Singapore, however, has successfully integrated southern Guangdong into the world economy, and has accelerated the rapid growth of this province (Chu and Zheng, 1992).

To Beijing, Hong Kong’s market system clearly has economic advantages. It not only represents a successful demonstration of how market capitalism can be adapted into a culturally Chinese world, but also has been an effective catalyst for the dramatic economic growth of south China. Chinese socialist leaders are convinced that the Hong Kong experience has been effective, that its policies, management strategies, and techniques are adaptable to China, and that the model can be adopted selectively for China’s future development. Hong Kong is therefore a model as well as a potential engine for rapid and constant growth. So long as Beijing is moving toward market socialism, Hong Kong will continue to have a major functional role.

Hong Kong also serves as a contemporary experiment in territorial reunification. The process is viewed as a prelude to similar integration of Macao and hopefully Taiwan in the future. China will benefit from the experience, and will have the opportunity to make whatever adjustments are deemed necessary. If it is ultimately successful, it will demonstrate Beijing’s capability and willingness to practice “One Country, Two Systems.” Success in the reunification process may possibly give Taiwan an incentive to rejoin the mainland.

The present system in Hong Kong, however, has presented China with many political problems: the open demonstrations in Hong Kong following the Tiananmen Incident and its aftermath, the growing movement toward democratization, and the constant challenge to Beijing’s intervention in Hong Kong’s affairs by the elected representatives. These are signals of the political changes that come with successful economic growth, changes that are necessary for the working of the market. The demands of the community directly challenge central authority and require accommodation from the state. Beijing’s reluctance to make the necessary administrative changes and to pay the political price suggests that the present Hong Kong system is unlikely to be adopted unaltered.



Development

From the developmental perspective, the Hong Kong-Guangdong connection resides within the Asia-Pacific regional economic network. With the postmodern orientation of the capitalist West, the transformation from a Fordist to post-Fordist mode of production has initiated a series of technological and institutional adjustments (Harvey, 1990). The transformation of the production process is not yet complete, and both regimes are currently in place. Post-Fordist production requires small, constantly changing, low-skill, and labor-intensive operations as essential parts of the process. The industrialized economies have discovered that models of this kind of production exist in abundance in the Asia-Pacific region, and have found these plants to be suitable economic partners. The new production process has thus accelerated the process of industrialization in the Asia-Pacific region.

Fed by the globalization of the industrial process and the new division of labor, capital investment from the industrialized economies of the United States and Japan has flowed in a hierarchical pattern to Asia’s four Newly Industrializing Economies, or NIEs (Hong Kong, Singapore, South Korea, and Taiwan). The four Asian NIEs have been found to be suitable offshore locations for production for several reasons: Their economies are adaptable to the international market, they hold a cooperative and efficient labor pool, and they have globally oriented governments. Flexibility in entrepreneurial response and fast action in an ever-changing international market have ensured rapid and sustained growth in the economies of the NIEs.

As the Asian NIEs have developed, they have raised their investment capability and upgraded their labor skills. Their need for their own investment market for an overaccumulation of capital, and their need for alternative sources of manual labor to offset a domestic labor shortage have forced these economies to decentralize their production to other Asia-Pacific locations—locations that are necessarily at a lower level of economic development. The transnational economic system has thus extended farther downward in seeking out alternative production opportunities and advantages. When the Open-door Policy for foreign investment was adopted under China’s Economic Reform, the Asian NIEs found a receptive partner in China as a location for offshore production (Kim and Kwok, 1991). As Guangdong has historically been the most accessible region, has the best entrepreneurial capability, and has been willing and eager to join the global market, the transnational economic network quickly embraced south China as its new member.

The growth patterns in the Asia-Pacific region are being interpreted as new and successful models of development, implying that there are fundamental commonalities among the different developmental strategies employed by the Asian NIEs. There is also the assumption that the Asia-Pacific economies form a pyramidal hierarchy with Japan at the summit, capping sequential lower layers comprised of the Asian NIEs, the ASEAN 4 (Indonesia, Malaysia, Philippines, and Thailand), and China at the base. Growth effects are postulated to filter down through a descending flow of transnational capital.

This v-shaped pattern of regional economic interdependence is described also as the “Flying Geese” pattern. It is held together primarily by direct foreign investment from the economically more advanced locations to the less advanced ones (Chen, 1991). The international network of interdependence is necessary because of the globalization of the industrial process under the post-Fordist regime. Corporations seek production advantages by breaking up the production process and establishing subprocesses in locations that provide the most conducive environment. As labor is one of the essential factors in production, subprocesses are often situated in those territories that supply an optimal labor force. Social stability and hospitable political climates are local conditions vital to ensure the confidence of foreign businessmen. Responding to the code for direct foreign investment, many developing economies have set up export-processing zones that satisfy all of these requirements, and that offer special privileges and financial incentives to foreign investors (Kim and Kwok, 1991).

The Asia-Pacific region has proved to be the geographical area that provides investors with substantial production advantages, and as a consequence it has been attracting a substantial share of direct foreign capital. This infusion of foreign monies for industrialization has been a major stimulus for economic growth. As recipients of this foreign confidence, the Asian NIEs have been able not only to mount and sustain their development program, but also to export investment to less developed economies (Kim and Kwok, 1991). All four Asian NIEs are actively investing in China, and among them Hong Kong continues to be the clear leader and the most important partner (Sung, 1992).

Beijing’s Open-door Policy for international trade and its establishment of Special Economic Zones demonstrate clearly that it welcomes direct foreign investment as a legitimate mode of development. Enabling China to enter and entrench herself in the Asia-Pacific transnational capital network, these policies and instruments have ensured Hong Kong’s pivotal role and Guangdong’s important position in China’s future growth.

In reviewing the Hong Kong-Guangdong relationship, these three perspectives—political and cultural forces, institutional structure, and development—suggest very different trajectories for the future of the Hong Kong-Guangdong region, although the weight assigned them necessarily varies as they are factored into different integration issues. Projections for 1997 and after are further complicated by the often contradictory conditions that define each of these perspectives, leaving us with no simple prognosis.

Let us summarize the general conditions with respect to the three interdisciplinary perspectives. In terms of political and cultural forces, the present economic diversity reflects a kind of regionalism that has been and continues to be tolerated by the central powers, with Guangdong leading the way in experimentation with the market system (Vogel, 1989). However, the orthodox Chinese concept of the socialist state and the party has stressed the importance of unity. Philosophically, the acceptance of more localized decision making and greater autonomy for regionally based enterprises indicates the willingness of the center to be shaped at least in some degree by its periphery. This practice does not conform to party principle, which recommends strongly that lower-level administration abide by decisions from above. So far, there has been no strong ideological resistance to the actual pattern of development, but ideological rigidity does surface from time to time, particularly when the state comes under challenge. The Tiananmen Incident was a clear reminder of the fragility of the existing situation, the abruptness with which it can change, and the unpredictability of the future whenever pragmatism and orthodoxy come into conflict.

The institutional commitment to transform into market socialism seems well established. The instrument, the method, and the actual process that will effect this transformation have not been specifically detailed. The open-endedness of the policy invites speculation and confusion. If the market component can grow and lead the way, the future of Hong Kong-Guangdong is guaranteed. If the market component has a secondary and supplementary function only, the region’s development will be constrained. Opening to transnational capital development has facilitated China’s growth and has given it new momentum. Rationally, the current direction is consistent with world trends and seems inevitable. However, the continuing impact of foreign forces is at times at odds with socialist morality, and periodically xenophobia erupts and hampers development.

The combination of all three perspectives suggests that Beijing’s commitment to market socialism and an open economy would favor Hong Kong-Guangdong integration. As long as the economy of the region continues to perform better than the economies of the other domestic regions, the Hong Kong system will have an interregional impact through its investment in, production linkages with, and multiplier effects on other parts of China. At the very least, Hong Kong’s market system serves as a model for China’s development, giving it some economic legitimacy to survive and flourish. The economic role of the future Hong Kong-Guangdong region seems clear. It stands between the international market and China proper as a facilitator and a buffer for market experimentation, as a laboratory for the selection and adaptation of management techniques and production technologies, and as a periscope for examining foreign market possibilities.

In order to pave the way for economic changes, the political and cultural systems will, by necessity, also transform. That Beijing is willing to concede and to accommodate this transformation is less clear, since at present it still assumes that these attendant changes are ideologically undesirable and unnecessary. The political role of Hong Kong in China’s future can also be problematic. It is often considered to be a haven of capitalist transgression and a breeding ground for political subversion (Chan, 1991). It must be carefully watched. The territory may need to be disciplined and controlled if its civic actions continue to challenge the authority and legitimacy of the state. These social, cultural, and political consequences will lead to a direct confrontation with the orthodox ideology and morality. Whatever the outcome, this confrontation will create disorder, disintegration, and disincentive for the region’s economy.

We now have identified some of the key factors that will have a determinative force on the development of the Hong Kong-Guangdong connection and the process of integration, and that must be taken into account in any discussion of future events. The uncertainties remain, partly because of the speculative nature of futuristic studies, and partly because of the many perspectives that must enter into any assessment or projection.




Transnational Relationship Through Migration

In the intersectoral analysis of the dualist Third World, the modern capitalist sector absorbs surplus labor from the traditional indigenous sector for industrial production. With a relatively limitless supply of labor from the traditional indigenous sector, the modern capitalist sector accumulates wealth and continues to grow. The less developed sector, by reducing its surplus human resource, becomes more efficient in production and gradually improves its technology and income. As the more developed sector continues to industrialize, both sectors grow in a symbiotic relationship (Meier, 1989). This simple model reflects one aspect of the Hong Kong-Guangdong pattern of growth. What it shares in common with the south China experience is the transfer of labor through migration to Hong Kong (the more developed sector) and job creation in Guangdong (the less developed sector). More significantly, this model asserts that labor mobility plays a key part in development.

Hong Kong and Guangdong are not isolated entities, and they have had a shared history. From imperial times, Guangdong—particularly the Pearl River Delta, which is one of the three most populous river delta regions in China—has had a very high man-land ratio. The high population density has been resolved in two ways: by intensive cash-crop farming to increase production and income, and by emigration to reduce labor surplus and consumption. Emigration has been directed primarily to overseas countries, with Southeast Asia and North America being the favored targets. Hong Kong traditionally has been the transit point for migration abroad. Waiting for opportunities, negotiating for immigration, and taking jobs in the colony often waylaid the intended migrants, transforming them into Hong Kong residents. Many would-be migrants have stayed on, especially during periods of economic growth when employment was plentiful. In the post—World War II period, Hong Kong witnessed a continuous and spectacular growth. The escalating job opportunities and living standards created a migration magnet for Guangdong’s population.

As most of the residents in Hong Kong are originally from its hinterland, Guangdong province, kinship ties have always been strong between the two territories, and the populations have shared in the same geographical and cultural heritage. Ever since Hong Kong was ceded to Great Britain as a colony in 1842, there have always been intense political, economic, and sociocultural linkages between Hong Kong and Guangdong. Even when China turned socialist and closed its door in the 1950s and the 1960s, there were still substantial informal economic and sociocultural interactions between capitalist Hong Kong and socialist Guangdong through kinship ties. When China reopened its door in 1978, the process of integration between the province and the colonial metropolis accelerated. This integration dynamic was further intensified after the signing in 1984 of the Sino-British Joint Declaration, in which London promised to return the sovereignty of Hong Kong to Beijing in 1997. Both events have given further impulse to invigorate the enduring ties of kinship.

Those emigrants who took up residence overseas similarly continued ties with their families and clans in their native places, not infrequently by sponsoring new emigrants from the same village and by sending remittances back to families and relatives (Nee and de Bary, 1972). Village or native-place associations and the perceived obligation of the emigrants to aid the residents of their native places have been characteristic of overseas Chinese communities, and continue in modern times. It also strengthens an international network of cultural, social, political, and economic ties that last for many generations.

Before the 1978 Economic Reform, remittances to China were controlled, predominantly through nonluxury personal goods such as clothing. Traveling in China, for both nonresidents and residents, was restricted. Visits to one’s home village by overseas Chinese, including those from Hong Kong, were not easy and not customarily attempted. Communications between native-place associations and the native place were limited. Since 1978, the flow of Hong Kong travelers to China has rapidly and steadily increased. By 1990, the annual per capita trips to China had reached close to three, and projections have it continuing to increase in the years ahead (Kwok, R., 1992a). At present, the internal population movement within the region, particularly between Hong Kong and Guangdong, is increasing.

Most of the trips between Hong Kong and Guangdong are business-related, but there is a significant proportion of family visits, and journeys to native places usually are accompanied by abundant gifts of household electronics and other durable luxuries for relatives and friends. Increasingly, remittances take the form of donations for civic and social services. Schools, hospitals, old-age homes, roads, and bridges are built and maintained by those who are financially well off (Kwok, R., 1986). One very successful businessman in Hong Kong donated a university to his home city of Shantou in Guangdong. In addition to providing income subsidies and social service capital, the remittances also contribute to Guangdong’s balance of payments. The native-place association is a strong cultural institution that continues to aid development through remittance and to foster international ties through social affiliation.

With the spectacular industrial growth in south China since Economic Reform, Guangdong has become a magnet for migration from other provinces. Industrialization led by Hong Kong investment not only absorbed Guangdong’s surplus rural labor, but further attracted the existing agricultural labor as well. Migrant workers initially were contracted for agricultural work in order to replace the depleted labor. As foreign investment continued to grow, the new labor-intensive plants swallowed up the local labor and demanded still more; manufacturing firms began to employ laborers from other provinces. The same conditions exist in other sectors, and now migrant workers are engaged in all sectors, including transportation, service, and security, often filling those undesirable (dirty, difficult, and dangerous) jobs left vacant by the availability of better-paid manufacturing positions (Zhou, 1992).

With the pending 1997 reunion, there has been a steady exodus of middle-class Hong Kong residents, who feel insecure about the uncertain economic and political future. International migration from Hong Kong has been increasing since 1986. Although the increase has fluctuated, the number held steady at about sixty thousand per year in the early 1990s. The migrants are typically professionals, managers, skilled workers, and the wealthy. This “brain drain” is projected to be as high as “a quarter of a million of Hong Kong’s best and brightest before the Chinese takeover” (Skeldon, 1990). The depletion of the critical white-collar workers and entrepreneurs is generally considered to be a major problem for Hong Kong’s growth. This migration is not an isolated phenomenon, but is part of the general pattern of increasing mobility of the Asia-Pacific and Chinese populations (Skeldon, 1990).

The continuous flow of migrants to North America, Australia, Britain, and Southeast Asia has also meant the establishment of a new and expanding network of native-place associations now with the native place being Hong Kong itself. Since the new overseas Chinese are modern, educated, and skilled, their social ties and exchanges are often transferred into the arenas of business and production (for example, the Hong Kong-Canada Business Association). The new role of the native-place associations as economic institutions will further strengthen the international capital system.

As the Hong Kong-Guangdong region develops, there are three major kinds of population movements. Internal to the region, there is an intensive and continuous population interaction between the colonial metropolis and the province, consolidating the region economically, socially, culturally, and, in due course, politically. External to the region, there is the migration to the province from other parts of China, supplying the region with low-level inexpensive labor, while allowing the provincial work force to upgrade economically and technically. Other provinces provide an additional reserve labor pool for further regional development. There is also a strong out-migration of educated laborers from Hong Kong to overseas destinations, leaving a vacuum to be filled by an expanding professional work force. These emerging white-collar employment opportunities replace the blue-collar jobs previously available in the metropolis’s manufacturing sector, which has now been relocated to the province.

These three population movements are interlinked by industrial production. They are also instrumental in the region’s industrial restructuring and the process of population relocation. Migration allows for labor substitution and upgrading in the region. With the rise in numbers of Hong Kong-originated overseas Chinese, industrial labor in the metropolis is reduced, causing the relocation of plants to the Guangdong area. The provincial laborers, in taking up industrial employment, have to be replaced by workers from other provinces. The migrant workers from the rest of China, by filling the lower range of Guangdong’s labor market, provide an unlimited labor pool. This pool constitutes a base for the division of labor and supports the transnational production process. With this network of production spanning the Pacific and linking up with North America and Europe, the Hong Kong-Guangdong region becomes the transmittal point for information between China and the outside world. This new transnational economic network further reinforces the region’s crucial role in China’s development, and will propel the south China metropolitan region into a new stage of development. Thus, migration need not be considered totally detrimental to Hong Kong’s future: it has the potential to make the entire region more enterprising, innovative, and vital.

Just as Beijing must be seen in a way continuous with its past, we can use the Chinese sense of centripetal harmony to trace the “Hong Kong-overseas Chinese” phenomenon back into history. As an outpost on the frontier of Chinese culture mediating overseas influences and translating them into something acceptable to prevailing values, “Hong Kong-overseas Chinese” is a familiar enough phenomenon.

We begin from the classical Chinese assumption that there is only one world, with the Chinese states at the center. It is important to observe that the term, zhongguo, a self-designation for China that is generally translated as “the Middle Kingdom,” originated in preimperial times and referred to the collection of disparate polities that made up the “central states.” It was not one, but many. These states, however, were conjoined by standing in closer proximity to the shifting cultural center than did the waiguo, also a term of classical vintage referring to the relatively more foreign states. Human civilization was ordered through a pattern of tributary relationships that drew the plethora of outlying political spheres into the centripetal center at the Chinese court—a peculiarly Chinese kind of ritually constituted political and cultural harmony.

It is important to observe that China was traditionally a “stay-at-home” civilization where its control over its extended regions was derived from its wealth and culture. The goal was one of self-sufficiency rather than expansionist designs prosecuted through trade initiatives and military conquest. This notion of parochial self-sufficiency seems to be the pattern at the local level as well as on a national scale; even today, a town qualifies as a “city” (shi) on the basis of its complete and self-sufficient complement of industries and services. Historically, when expansionism was necessary, it was usually in an effort to preserve the imperial order of China and defend it against incursions of hostile intruders. Frequently the Chinese court would pursue the policy of “using barbarians to control barbarians” (yi-yi zhi yi), employing the “inner border-guarding (baosai) barbarians” as a buffer against the “outer barbarians.” The “barbarians” that belonged to the Chinese world as “dependent states” (shuguo) would be divided into “inner” (Hong Kong as the modern counterpart) and “outer” (overseas Chinese as the modern counterpart) on the basis of taxation and tribute; they were generally allowed to follow their own traditional ways and customs.

In this border hinterland, there were many different kinds of markets—junshi markets within garrisoned cities, and guanshi or hushi “frontier” markets—where the much-desired Chinese products could be used to vent aggression and manipulate the border peoples into a relationship with China that required a minimum of direct control. The Han dynasty Confucian Jia Yi describes these commercial centers on the borders of China:



The fact that the border market often swarmed with the Xiongnu (a northern nationality in classical China) was not only because it was a place for the exchange of commodities, but also because it was a place where fine Chinese food and wine could always be obtained. (Cited in Yu, 1967: 101.)




Taking this kind of an internal perspective and looking over the broad sweep of Chinese history, analogies to Hong Kong might include Guzang, the capital of Wuwei province in the Heshi of the northwestern frontier; certainly Jiaozhi (now Tonkin in present-day Vietnam) when it served as a seaport in the later Han, known for its pearls, ivory, incense, and tortoise shells; and Panyu in Guangdong, which served as a traditional port of entry.

Hong Kong is unquestionably a place where fine Chinese food and wine can always be obtained. But such analogies in treating Hong Kong as just one more satellite mediating overseas Chinese and foreign access to Chinese markets and culture might understate the importance of Hong Kong and its potential influence on China’s future. Applying this centripetal model, the growing influence of Hong Kong on the periphery has to be measured in the degree of difference it introduces into the Chinese world order. Hong Kong’s territory and population are insignificant in the Chinese world. Its land area is less than 1/10,000th of China, and its population is less than one half of 1 percent. Yet tiny Hong Kong might well have the potential and the opportunity to alter the future course of Chinese history in a significant if not truly dramatic way (Ames, 1991).



Research Issues

In the recent literature, researchers have been interested in foreseeing what will happen in 1997. Will the merger of capitalist Hong Kong and socialist China work? If so, to whose benefit? Will capitalist Hong Kong be transformed into a semisocialist colony? Or will socialist Guangdong be turned into a branch of the international bourgeoisie?

Many researchers on the Hong Kong-Guangdong integration process are attracted to the study of short-term episodes that are major news concerns (Jidutu Xianggang shouwangshe, 1988; Mushkat, 1990; Zheng, 1989), rather than to the task of delineating and articulating the complex and long-term structural transformations in the region. Also, these existing studies tend to focus narrowly on either Hong Kong or Guangdong (Jao et al., 1985; Vogel, 1989; Xu et al., 1988; Yee, 1989), thus ignoring the intricate linkages and dynamic calculus of forces that conjoin the two territories. Furthermore, the literature concentrates almost exclusively on either political or economic topics (Chen, Y., 1991; Segal, 1993; Zhou, Chen, and Qu, 1992), without providing an interdisciplinary approach to trace the interactions among these factors on Hong Kong’s and Guangdong’s future development. Finally, focusing on short-term fluctuations, the literature often promotes a one-sided pessimistic perspective, insisting that the merger of the market capitalism of Hong Kong with the state socialism of Guangdong will lead to economic breakdown and political disintegration. There is a decided absence of a comprehensive investigation of the nature, the rate, and the long-term impact of the process of transformation that is overtaking the two territories as they move toward 1997.

Obviously, this unprecedented process of integration that will define the future of Hong Kong and Guangdong offers an opportunity for various disciplines to interact in an effort to document and analyze die restructuring that has already been set in motion. Although the present literature on integration has been mainly produced by economists and political scientists, other scholars have responded to the situation to provide different interpretations and perspectives. In fact, the process of integration is advancing with such speed and complexity that it requires an interdisciplinary approach to examine its origins, the constantly changing configuration of economic, political, and cultural forces, and the prospects for future development.

We believe that the combination of disciplines represented in this volume can shed new light on the major changes in the Guangdong-Hong Kong relationship since 1978. The need for a more comprehensive approach invites this dialogue between the humanities and the social sciences to examine those pertinent issues that will have a bearing on this historical example of quantum societal transformation.

In addition to the disciplines of economics and political science, the chapters in this volume include philosophy, history, sociology, anthropology, and geography. Scholars who have been researching and writing in these areas collaborate to share their findings and analyses. By bringing humanities and social science researchers together, new insights are revealed, challenging questions are raised, and diverse viewpoints are proffered. The contributors to this volume, after a period of initial consultation, gathered together in November 1991 at the University of Hawaii to exchange information, compare views, and discuss and comment on findings. Coordination, revision, and update of papers took place during the first half of 1992. The contents represent the collective thought on the subject up to that date.

Some major integration issues emerge in this collaborative study, and can be identified.
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