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The “Singapore Model” and Its Influence on China 
 
Date: 9 April 2016 (Saturday) 
Venue: P4704, 4th  Floor, Academic Building 1, City University of Hong Kong 
Organizer: Southeast Asia Research Centre (SEARC), City University of Hong Kong 

 
 

Part I.  Workshop Schedule 
 

Time Topic 
09:00-09:30 Registration 

09:30-10:15 Welcome and Introductory Remarks 
Mark R. Thompson and Stephan Ortmann, City University of Hong Kong 

10:30-12:00 Panel I: The History of China's Interest in the “Singapore model” 
Discussant: Christoph Steinhardt, Chinese University of Hong Kong 
 
Singapore’s Role in China’s Reform Process: An Institutional Approach 
Lye Liang Fook, National University of Singapore 
 
Probing the “Singapore Hot” Phenomenon in Post-1978 China 
Cao Yunhua, Jinan University 
 
Why China Puts so much Emphasis on Learning from Singapore 
Lü Yuanli, Shenzhen University 

12:00-13:15 Lunch Break 

13:15-14:45 Panel II: Specific Lessons from the “Singapore model” 
Discussant: Darryl S.L. Jarvis, Hong Kong Institute of Education 
 
Rapid Economic Growth plus Consultative Governance: Assessing China’s 
Interest in the Singaporean Model 
Devin K. Joshi, Singapore Management University 
 
Singapore’s Experience and Its Implications for China’s Development 
Model 
Xiao Gongqin, Shanghai Normal University 
 
Singapore’s Social Welfare System and Its Influence on China 
Wei Wei, Gannan Normal University 

14:45-15:00 Coffee/Tea Break 
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15:00-16:30 Panel III: Singapore and China's Interest in Singapore 
Discussant: Donald Low, National University of Singapore 
 
State Capitalism in Singapore and China 
Chua Beng-huat, National University of Singapore 
 
Singapore’s Experience of Fighting   Corruption and Its Implications: 
Comparative Studies on Asian Countries and Regions 
Li Wen, Chinese Academy of Social Sciences 
 
Singapore’s Influence on China: Evidence from the Chinese “Mayors’ Class” 
in Singapore 
Tingyan Wang and Liu Hong, Nanyang Technological University 

16:30-16:45 Light Refreshment 
16:45-17:45 Panel IV: Future Perspectives 

Discussant: Toby Carroll, City University of Hong Kong 
 
Power and Populism: What the Singapore Model Means for the China Dream 
Benjamin Ho, Nanyang Technological University 
 
Mis-modeling Singapore: China’s Challenges in Learning from Singapore 
Mark R Thompson and Stephan Ortmann, City University of Hong Kong 

18:00-18:30 Publication Plans and Group Photo 
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Part II: Panel Abstract Review 

Panel I: The History of China's interest in the “Singapore model” 

Lye Liang Fook eaillf@nus.edu.sg 
National University of Singapore, Singapore 
Singapore’s Role in China’s Reform Process: An Institutional Approach 

 
Abstract: 
Singapore continues to play a role in China’s reform process. This paper examines how 
Singapore carries out this role via a high-level institutional mechanism in the form of the Joint 
Council for Bilateral Cooperation (JCBC) that affords a regular and systematic platform for 
both sides to share and benefit from each other’s developmental experience. In Singapore’s 
case, this process is commonly described as software transfer in the earlier years or software 
sharing in later years. The scope of the JCBC has also expanded which creates more avenues 
for mutually beneficial exchanges. Two other high-level institutional mechanisms such as the 
forum on leadership and the forum on social governance demonstrate the continued relevance 
of Singapore’s software to China. 

 
Cao Yunhua yhcao1956@163.com 
Jinan University, Guangzhou, China 
Probing the “Singapore Hot” Phenomenon in Post-1978 China 

 
Abstract: 
Singapore, a tiny island city, has become a model for china in the past three decades. It has 
noticeably become the visiting destinations of all-level governmental officials, research topics 
of many university students, and perceived paradise for oversees education, entrepreneurship 
and immigration. Why this phenomenon occurs, what are the reasons behind? This paper spares 
particular efforts on the fourth wave of learning from outside in modern Chinese history, named 
“Singapore hot”, and explores its origins, manifesting forms, outcomes and impacts. Nowadays, 
China has arrived at a critical turning point, heading for peaceful rise and becoming a global 
power. At this new historic stage, is Singapore’s experience still applicable for China? Are 
there any other countries that we can also refer to and learn from? 

 
Lü Yuanli lvyuanli@126.com 
Shenzhen University, Shenzhen, China 
Why China Puts so much Emphasis on Learning from Singapore 

 
Abstract: 
China’s reform and opening up has indissoluble bond with Singapore, which can be reflected 
from three mental emancipation movements since 1978: the first is in 1978. In that year, Deng 
Xiaoping visited Singapore and other Southeast Asian countries in November, followed by the 
Third Plenary Session of Eleventh CPC Central Committee in December, which formally 
kicked off the Reform and Opening-up journey. As recalled by Mr Lee Kwan Yew, Deng 
naturally drew the conclusion that china’s system went wrong after seeing those ever-poorer 
Southeast countries turning much better than China. Therefore, reform became extremely 
necessary. Moreover, Singapore’s achievements in attracting foreign investment further 
reinforced china’s determination of opening up. The second emancipation is in 1992.   During 

mailto:eaillf@nus.edu.sg
mailto:yhcao1956@163.com
mailto:lvyuanli@126.com
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the “Southern Tour”, Deng pointed out that “Guangdong needs to surpass the ‘Four Little 
dragons’ within 20 years, not only in economy, but also in social order and social atmosphere. 
The victory on these two civilizational constructions (material and spiritual) is the essence of 
our Socialism with Chinese Characteristics. Singapore’s social order is quite good, they govern 
(the country) strictly. We should borrow their experience and perform better than them.” Thus 
Singapore becomes the first publicly-named learning target for China since 1978. From then 
on, a new wave of Singapore fever boomed. The third emancipation started since 2007. In that 
October, the 17th National Congress of CPC encouraged further deepening of mental 
emancipation. Under this guideline, some provinces and cities stirred up another wave of 
learning from and surpassing Singapore. At the end of the year, the newly-appointed secretary 
of the CPC Guangdong Provincial Committee, Wang Yang, required Guangzhou and Shenzhen 
to “Challenge Singapore”. With the deepening of the reform and opening-up, China’s reference 
to Singapore has shifted form economic aspect to cultural and political aspects, and recently 
started investigating deeper into the construction of the ruling party. 
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Panel II: Specific lessons from the “Singapore model” 
 
Devin Joshi devinjoshi@smu.edu.sg 
Singapore Management University, Singapore 
Rapid Economic Growth plus Consultative Governance: Assessing China’s Interest in the 
Singaporean Model 

 
Abstract: 
In recent years, mainland Chinese leaders in government and academia have frequently referred 
to the city-state of Singapore’s political economy as a model for Chinese national development. 
To systematically understand this phenomenon, this article undertakes a systematic content 
analysis of Chinese writings in academic journal articles, weblog posts, and book monographs 
appearing between 2000 and 2012 to examine how they assess the desirability and feasibility 
of replicating various aspects of Singaporean political economy in China. Overall, with few 
exceptions, and in contrast to most Western authors, mainland Chinese sources convey a nearly 
unanimous positive appraisal of the Singaporean model as an example of a one-party state that 
has successfully generated rapid economic development, along with mixed but generally 
positive assessments of the Singaporean model’s applicability to China. 

 

Xiao Gongqin xiao9981@126.com 
Shanghai Normal University, Shanghai, China 
Singapore’s experience and its implications for China development model 

 
Abstract: 
China’s development model after Reform and Opening-up Policy is “Post-revolutionary New 
Authoritarianism Regime”, which has gradually evolved from “Leninism” (or 
“Totalitarianism”) under pluralist market economy. Its development route, political resource, 
political culture and historical background are very different from that of Singapore’s electoral 
authoritarianism. But thorough studying and learning Singapore experience, Chinese political 
elites with Comrade Deng Xiaoping at the core have drawn a number of important implications 
from Singapore model, including: the outweigh of Empiricism political philosophy, 
commonsense rational thinking over ideological thinking; the role of strongman politics, and 
authoritarian leadership on achieving political order in developing countries; limited 
constraints on small parties by a dominant party, and etc. These implications play a significant 
role in enhancing China’s transformation from “Revolutionary Regime” to “Post-revolutionary 
New Authoritarianism Regime”. Based on this understanding, this paper tries to further 
analyze the potential problems and challenges in the future under China’s development model, 
and assess the possible influences of evolutionary path of Singapore’s corporatist civil society 
on China’s social pluralism development. 

 
 
Wei Wei ww341000@126.com 
Gannan Normal University, Jiangxi, China 
Singapore’s Social Welfare System and Its Influence on China 

 
Abstract: 
Singapore’s social policy encourages personal endeavors: during industrialization stage,   this 

mailto:devinjoshi@smu.edu.sg
mailto:xiao9981@126.com
mailto:ww341000@126.com
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was manifested as the trend towards minimum social assistance; with the advance of 
industrialization, social welfare further declined. However, as the social welfare faded into 
limited social assistance, the advanced economic standards and increasing expectations from 
citizen of more government social responsibility, has expelled the ruling party to adjust its 
current social welfare system. To cater to the new development trend, Singapore government 
gradually improved its “Few Security, Comprehensive Service” policy, though holding tight of 
basic anti-welfare position. On one hand, the pursuit of equal opportunity and emphasis on 
personal responsibility has enabled Singapore’s social progress while preventing the 
government from heavy social welfare burden; on the other hand, given Singapore’s economic 
capacity, social development needs and social expectations from citizens, the existing social 
welfare seems quite inadequate. Therefore, the issues are how to improve government’s social 
security functions while upholding the principle of equal opportunity and personal 
responsibility, how to strike a balance between efficiency and fairness. These are new 
challenges to not only Singapore, but also other countries, like China. 
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Panel III: Singapore and China's Interest in Singapore 
Chua Beng-huat soccbh@nus.edu.sg 
National University of Singapore, Singapore 
State Capitalism in Singapore and China 

 
Abstract: 
That China is using Singapore as a reference for its own economic development is widely 
known to Singaporeans and Chinese officialdom. This should not be too surprising, as the on 
the surface the two nations share similar ‘single-party-state’ structure. The hegemonic People’s 
Action Party (PAP) which has governed continuously in the past five and a half decades and 
likely to for at least another ten years in Singapore, has been able to achieve rapid economic 
growth, massively improve the material conditions of life of Singaporeans across the board, 
including a highly successful national public housing program and as a result gained sustained 
popular electoral support and political legitimacy at home and international recognition abroad, 
beyond its small size could justify; all these without having to share political power with other 
political parties and non-state actors. This, the Chinese Communist Party would like to be able 
to ‘replicate’! However, the ‘learning’ from Singapore is necessarily episodic and in selective 
areas. One area in which Singapore’s experience is germane to current economic development 
in China is the state capitalist sector of state-owned enterprises and sovereign wealth funds. 
The Singaporean state owns close to thirty percent of the total capitalization of the listed 
companies in the Singapore stock exchange, it is majority shareholder of some of the largest 
Singaporean multinational companies. All the state-owned enterprises are in turn housed under 
the single sovereign wealth fund, Temasek Holdings, a portion of the aggregated profits of its 
stable of companies are assigned to long-term equity investments in global companies. The 
Chinese government is in the process of rationalizing its state capitalist sector, primarily the 
management of the state-owned enterprises and the investment of its sovereign wealth funds. 
To success of the PAP government in both areas holds lessons for the CCP in China. 

 
Li Wen liwen@cass.org.cn 
Chinese Academy of Social Sciences, Beijing, China 
Singapore’s Experience of Fighting Corruption and its Implications: A Comparative 
Studies of Asian Countries and Regions 

 
Abstract: 
In contemporary Asia, all countries and regions are facing certain degrees of corruptions, and 
in some countries, rampant corruption has brought severe consequences to socio-economic 
development and public wealth accumulation. Based on the statistical resources from 
international organizations and the historical experience of combating corruption in Asian 
countries, particularly Singapore, this paper tries to figure out the conditions and mechanism 
for eradicating corruption in Asia. The successful management of corruption in developed 
countries, and the grim reality faced by developing and the least developed countries indicate 
that the corruption problems can be solved at root only through rapid and sustainable economic 
growth. Moreover, launching and deepening reforms, the breaking down of solidified power 
structures and unfair and unjust patterns of benefit distribution, and establishing comprehensive 
and effective prevention and punishment systems. The successful management of corruption 
must  occur  under  the  premise  of  sound  interaction  between  economic  growth  and anti- 

mailto:soccbh@nus.edu.sg
mailto:liwen@cass.org.cn
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corruption measures, political reform and perfected top-level design. Establishing 
comprehensive and effective anti-corruption mechanisms constitutes the basic protection. 

 

Tingyan Wang tywang@ntu.edu.sg & 
Liu Hong liuhong@ntu.edu.hk 
Nanyang Technological University, Singapore 
Singapore’s influence on China: Evidence from the Chinese “Mayors’ Class” in 
Singapore 

 
Abstract: 
Since the Deng Xiaoping era, China has shown tremendous interest in learning from Singapore. 
China’s interest typically takes the form of sending large number of public officials to 
Singapore to receive training and education. Among the various training providers in Singapore, 
Nanyang Technological University (NTU) has the widest influence in China, dubbed by 
Chinese media the ‘China’s Overseas Party School’. By 2015, NTU had trained almost 15,000 
Chinese students from government, banking, and education system, through either degree 
programmes or short-term executive trainings. The best-known programme at NTU is the 
Chinese ‘Mayors’ Class’, referring to two master’s degree programmes—Master of Managerial 
Economics (MME) and Master of Public Administration (MPA)—particularly tailored for 
Chinese government officials. This study takes the Chinese ‘Mayors’ Class’ at NTU as a 
research case to probe into the widely-debated question: What is Singapore’s influence on 
China? To answer this question, empirical data of the participants of the programme was 
collected. Apart from the alumni’s demographic information (N=1314) obtained from NTU, 
the authors also conducted an on-line questionnaire survey (n=189) among the alumni, focusing 
on their opinions about the programme, the ‘Singapore model’, and its applicability in China. 
The data shows that the alumni of the ‘Mayors’ Class’ almost cover the whole China 
geographically, mainly occupying the positions of (vice) mayor’s ranks in their respective 
localities. With regard to their opinions on the Singapore model, it’s interesting to find that the 
elements impressed them most about the ‘Singapore model’ are generally more pertaining to 
the practical aspect such as good governance instead of ideological ones. The empirical 
findings of this study would enrich the existing knowledge in the field and broaden our 
understanding of the connections between China’s development and Singapore. 

 
Keywords: China, Singapore, public official training, Mayors’ Class, influence 

 
 
 
 
  

mailto:tywang@ntu.edu.sg
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Panel IV: Future perspectives 

 
Benjamin Ho isteho@ntu.edu.sg 
Nanyang Technological University, Singapore 
Power and Populism: What the Singapore Model means for the China Dream 

 
Abstract: 
Singapore’s political system is sometimes criticized by proponents of liberal democracy as 
being highly authoritarian and inhibiting of individual freedom. Yet, as the recent 2015 general 
elections show, Singaporeans have largely consented to such a model as a legitimate social 
contract between themselves and the government. Given that the Singapore model is widely 
studied by Chinese officials as a positive pattern for governance, what do the latest results say 
about the future of the Chinese governing system; to what extent is the Communist Party able 
to wield power while being catering to populist sentiments, in particular to achieve the Chinese 
Dream? 

 
Mark R Thompson mark.thompson@cityu.edu.hk & 
Stephan Ortmann stephan.ortmann@cityu.edu.hk 
City University of Hong Kong, China 
Mis-modeling Singapore: China’s Challenges in Learning from Singapore 

 
Abstract: 
This paper concerns with the challenges many Chinese observes face in their attempts to learn 
from the ‘Singapore model’ which they commonly misunderstand or misinterpret. The 
fundamental problem with the Chinese attempt to learn from Singapore is that the key 
underlying factors of what constitutes this ‘model’ are frequently inadequately understood. 
These limits can be found in the significance of size, its historical development, the legal 
framework, the electoral context, civil society, and its multi-ethnic character. Singapore's 
effectiveness as a state depends in large part on its being a small Southeast Asian city-state 
which facilitates political and social controls and eliminates concerns about regional 
imbalances. Second, while the PAP may be seen to have adopted a Leninist-style party 
organization, it was initially also strongly anti-Communist which created the basis for a 
fundamentally pragmatic, non-ideological form of rule. Third, despite frequent attempts to 
stress the contributions of the People's Action Party (PAP) in the country's development, the 
colonial legacy is crucial in understanding the city-state's success. There is much more 
institutional continuity than many analysts realize. One key legacy of colonial rule is 
Singapore's legal system whose fundamental principles such as the rule of law and equality 
under the law, although weakened, remain in place. Another key factor often misunderstood 
by Chinese observers is the significance of the electoral system. Although elections are biased 
in favor of the ruling party, opposition parties are allowed to compete and challenge the ruling 
party, which grants the ruling party a much higher degree of legitimacy. Chinese observers also 
generally underestimate the vitality of civil society in the Southeast Asian city state, which has 
been bolstered by its use of social media, which is quite lightly censored by Chinese standards. 
Despite continued restrictions on free expression and public demonstrations, civil society has 
played a major role in criticizing perceived failures of the ruling PAP and raising social issues 
such as LGBT rights. Finally, by identifying Singapore as being culturally Chinese, 
commentators from China miss the importance the multi-ethnic character of this Southeast 
Asian city state. 

  

mailto:isteho@ntu.edu.sg
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Part III: Participants Biography 
 
In alphabetical order: 

 
Benjamin Ho is an Associate Research Fellow at S. Rajaratnam School of International 
Studies (RSIS), Nanyang Technological University (NTU) since July 2011. He is presently 
researching on security multilateralism in the Asia Pacific region with a focus on regional 
institutions and fora, Chinese foreign policy and ethical philosophy, national security 
(intelligence) as well as the sociology of religion. He worked as a journalist at The Straits Times 
between 2002 and 2006 while pursuing his undergraduate studies. After graduating from NTU 
with a honours degree in Mass Communications (majoring in journalism), Benjamin joined the 
Singapore Ministry of Defence as a research analyst focusing on regional politics and counter- 
terrorism. He obtained his Masters’ degree in international relations from RSIS in 2010 while 
working full time. Since joining RSIS, Benjamin has been involved in a number of think-tank 
events and conferences including the Track II Network of ASEAN Defence and Security 
Institutions (NADI), the Pacific Young Leaders programme and CSCAP meetings. 

 
Cao Yunhua is the Director of the Southeast Asia Research Center at Jinan University, and 
Vice Chairman of Chinese Institute for Southeast Asia Studies. His research covers Southeast 
Asia economy, political and overseas Chinese studies, with particular interests in ASEAN 
cooperation. Since 1994, he has worked as senior visiting fellow and taken short-term research 
in Southeast Asia Institute at National University of Singapore, Sino-Philippines Resource 
Development Centre in the Philippines, Asian Studies Centre of Chulalongkorn University in 
Thailand. As a eminent scholar, he has frequently attended international conferences and 
professional seminars, and published more than 200 papers in academic journals at both home 
and abroad. His representative publications includes Singapore Macroeconomic Management; 
Spiritual Civilization of Singapore; Asia’s Switzerland: Inspiration of Singapore. Apart from 
academic contributions, he also provides consultations for government through advisory 
researches and reports, one example can be the Comparative Studies on Political Stability 
Mechanism in Southeast Asian Society. 

 
Christoph Steinhardt is an Assistant Professor at the Centre for China Studies at Chinese 
University of Hong Kong since 2013. Before that, he has ever worked as a visiting research 
fellow at East Asian Institute at National University of Singapore, postdoctoral research fellow 
at Department of Government and Public Administration at Chinese University of Hong Kong, 
and also visiting professor in Contemporary China Studies at University of Saint Joseph 
(Macau). His research focuses primarily on how the Chinese state deals with popular pressure, 
and the patterns of social and political trust in Chinese society. 

 
Chua Beng Huat is Provost Chair Professor, Faculty of Arts and Social Science, received his 
PhD from York University, Canada. He is concurrently Head, Department of Sociology, 
Convener Cultural Studies Programmes, FASS and Research Leader, Cultural Studies in Asia 
Research Cluster, Asia Research Institute, National University of Singapore. Before joining 
NUS, he was director of research at the Housing and Development Board. His research  areas 
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include housing and urban studies, cultural studies in Asia, East Asian pop culture and 
comparative politics in Southeast Asia. He is a founding co-editor of Inter-Asia Cultural 
Studies. 

 
Darryl Jarvis is currently the Associate Dean (Research and Postgraduate Studies) of the 
Faculty of Liberal Arts and Social Sciences, and Professor of the Department of Asian and 
Policy Studies. Before joining HKIEd, he was Vice Dean (Academic Affairs) and Associate 
Professor at the Lee Kuan Yew School of Public Policy, National University of Singapore 
(NUS). Professor Jarvis has published numerous articles in leading international journals and 
presented many papers in International Conferences. He is the co-editor of Policy & Society: 
An Interdisciplinary Journal of Policy Research and the series Studies in the Political Economy 
of Public Policy. He has also led consulting projects for various government bodies and 
business organisations in Asia. 

 
Devin Joshi is an Associate Professor of Political Science at Singapore Management 
University. He currently also serve as the member of International Studies Association (ISA), 
American Political Science Association (APSA), and Academic Council of the United Nations 
System (ACUNS). His research covers but not limits to comparative Asian politics, good 
governance and democracy, and political ideology. His papers or articles are widely published, 
circulated and referenced by academics and various organizations. Since obtained his academic 
degrees respectively from Stanford University, University of Hawai’i, and University of 
Washington, he has been visiting scholars respectively in Free University of Berlin, University 
of Hawai’i, Ewha Women’s University, Peking University, Seoul National University and 
Uppsala University. 

 
Donald Low is Associate Dean (Research and Executive Education) at the Lee Kwan Yew 
School of Public Policy, National University of Singapore. His research interests include 
economics in public policy, inequality and social spending, behavioural economics, public 
finance, organizational change, and governance and politics in Singapore. Prior to his current 
appointment, Donald served fifteen years in the Singapore government. He held various senior 
position, including the director of fiscal policy at the Ministry of Finance and the director of 
the Strategic Policy Office at the Public Service Division. He also established the Centre for 
Public Economics at the Civil Service College of Singapore to advance economics literacy in 
the Singapore government. Donald is the editor of Behavioural Economics and Policy Design: 
Examples from Singapore (2011), a pioneering book which details how the Singapore 
government has applied ideas from behavioural economics alongside standard economics in 
the design of public policies. His most recent book, Hard Choices: Challenging the Singapore 
Consensus (2014), raises searching questions about the long-term viability of many aspects of 
governance in Singapore, and argues that a far-reaching and radical rethinking of the country’s 
policies and institutions is necessary, even if it weakens the very consensus that enabled 
Singapore to succeed in its first 50 years. 

 
Li Wen is Associate Dean of National Institute of International Strategy (NIIS), and Director 
of Socio-political research office, Chinese Academy of Social Sciences (CASS). He obtained 
his PhD from Peking University in History, and taught for many years in prominent Nankai 
University before coming to CASS. His current research areas mainly include East Asia 
modernization process, Singapore politics, comparative studies on corruption, Asia-pacific 
socio-political transition. His well referenced monographs include Cultural Elements for East 
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Asian Cooperation (WAP, 2005) and Social Movements in East Asia (CSSP, 2009). 
 
Liang Fook, LYE is a Research Fellow at the East Asian Institute of the National University of 
Singapore. His research interests include China’s central-local relations, propaganda and the 
media (particularly newspaper media groups), leadership changes and political stability in 
China. He was part of a team that completed a study on the Suzhou Industrial Park, the flagship 
project between China and Singapore. He was formerly with the Ministry of Foreign Affairs. 
Besides his academic work, he manages the Secretariat of Singapore’s Network of East Asian 
Think-Tanks (NEAT), a Track 2 body under the ASEAN Plus Three framework to foster 
regional cooperation. 

 
Liu Hong is Educated in China, Holland and USA, Professor LIU Hong was Assistant 
Professor/Associate Professor of Modern Chinese History at the National University of 
Singapore (1995-2006), Chair Professor of East Asian Studies and Founding Director of Centre 
for Chinese Studies at the University of Manchester (2006-2010), and Tan Kah Kee Endowed 
Professor of Asian Studies (2010-), Chair of School of Humanities and Social Sciences (2011-), 
and Director of Nanyang Centre for Public Administration at Nanyang Technological 
University (NTU). Professor Liu's main areas of research include: modern East and Southeast 
Asia from a transnational perspective; Sino-Southeast Asian interactions; and Chinese 
international migration. He has attempted new approaches such as "Sino-Southeast Asian 
Studies" and "Transnational Chinese" to highlight the significance of cross-regional and 
transnational flows of population and ideas and their significance. He has published 12 books 
and more than 80 articles in the English, Chinese, Japanese, and Indonesian languages, 
including in the World Politics, The China Quarterly, Journal of Southeast Asian Studies, Asian 
Studies Review, Journal of Contemporary China, Ethnic and Racial Studies, and Nature and 
Culture. 

 
Lü Yuanli is a research fellow of Centre for Contemporary China Studies and the Director of 
Singapore Studies Centre of Shenzhen University. He is also a part-time researcher at the East 
Asia Institute (EAI) of National University of Singapore, and distinguished research fellow at 
Tianda Institute of Hong Kong. Since his teaching in Shenzhen University in 1994, he has taken 
long-term research on political culture and party politics in Chinese-dominated society, with a 
strong dedication in Singapore politics and Lee Kwan Yew thoughts. He has undertaken several 
projects supported by National Planning Office of Philosophy and Social Sciences and some 
provincial funding, and published more than 90 academic papers. His widely referenced 
monographs includes Asian Values: Explanation for Singapore Politics; Singapore’s Political 
Science: The Statecraft of Singapore Ruling Party; Why Can Singapore Do It. Among them, 
Why Can Singapore Do It enjoyed enviable admiration by Singapore top leaders, especially 
Singapore PM Lee Tsien Loong. In 2007, he was warmly received by Lee Tsien Loong in the 
Istana Singapore, and thus the book became one of the bestsellers among Chinese government 
agencies and officials. 

 
Mark R Thompson taught in the United Kingdom (Glasgow), Germany (Muenster, Dresden, 
Passau and Erlangen-Nuremberg), and Japan (Keio University) before coming to CityU where 
he is also the acting head of the Department of Asian and International Studies and director of 
the Southeast Asia Research Centre (SEARC). He is outgoing president of the Asian Political 
and International Studies Association, APISA. 2007-08 he was Lee Kong Chian Distinguished 
Fellow for Southeast Asian Studies at Stanford University and the National University of 
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Singapore. He recently completed a German Research Council funded project on dynastic 
female leaders in Asia and has received a research grant from the Hong Kong government 
(together with William Case) for “Democracy and its Discontents in Southeast Asia.” He is 
also currently working with Stephan Ortmann on a project about China and the “Singapore 
Model." 

 
Stephan Ortmann is Visiting Assistant Professor in the Department of Asian and International 
Studies at the City University of Hong Kong, where he teaches on politics and society in Hong 
Kong, Mainland China, and Singapore as well as social research methods. He has worked on 
various aspects of political and social change in East and Southeast Asia, with an emphasis on 
Hong Kong, Singapore, Vietnam, and China. He has extensively studied the Chinese interest 
in Singaporean experience, which has been published as “The ‘Beijing consensus’ and the 
‘Singapore model’: Unmasking the myth of an alternative authoritarian state-capitalist model” 
in the Journal of Chinese Business and Economic Studies (2002) and together with Mark R. 
Thompson as “China's obsession with Singapore: learning authoritarian modernity” in The 
Pacific Review (2014) and as “China and the 'Singapore model'” in the Journal of Democracy 
(2016). He is also the author of two monographs: Managed Crisis: Legitimacy and the National 
Threat in Singapore (VDM, 2009) and Politics and Change in Singapore and Hong Kong: 
Containing Contention (Routledge, 2010). 

 
Toby Carroll devotes his research to the political economy of development, with a particular 
geographical focus upon Asia. He has published in journals such as Journal of Contemporary 
Asia, Globalizations, Development and Change, Pacific Review, Asian Studies Review and 
Antipode, and much of his work has been translated into Indonesian. Dr Carroll is a regular 
contributor to the international media, and has published opinion pieces in The Guardian, Le 
Monde Diplomatique, The Age, The Bangkok Post, The Canberra Times, ABC’s The Drum, 
Online Opinion, The Nation, South Reviews, The Jakarta Post and The Jakarta Globe. He also 
co-edits (with Darryl Jarvis, Kelly Gerard and Paul Cammack) the Palgrave book series, 
Studies in the Political Economy of Public Policy. Dr Carroll is a Co-editor of Journal of 
Contemporary Asia and a Thematic Editor (Political Economy and International Politics) for 
Asian Studies Review. He is also a published photographer who combines his research interests 
with social commentary-oriented photography. 

 
Wang Tingyan is postdoctoral fellow in Nanyang Centre for Public Administration at Nanyang 
Technological University (NTU), Singapore. She received her PhD degree from The University 
of Hong Kong, Hong Kong in 2014, and master’s degree from The Chinese University 
of Hong Kong in 2010 with distinction scholarship. Her current research project is about the 
overseas training of Chinese government officials, basing on the case of the renowned “Mayors’ 
Class” of Nanyang Technological University. Besides this, she also has wide research interests 
in transnational governance, social policy, social security, and urban child poverty, etc. As a 
young academic, she has published several quality research articles in world-class academic 
journals such as the International Journal of Social Welfare and has been actively 
participating in various higher education events and academic conferences. 

 
Wei Wei is currently the Associate Dean of School of History-culture and Tourism and director 
of Centre for Singapore Studies at Gannan Normal University, Jiangxi Province. She is 
concurrently the member of Chinese Institute for Southeast Asian Studies. Her research has a 
particular focus on Southeast Asia intra-regional relations and social transformation. 
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She has completed a NPOPSS-funded (National Planning Office of Philosophy and Social 
Science) project on Singapore’s social policy and governance and several provincial-level 
research projects. Her papers were widely published and articulated on prominent platforms 
such as Chinese Social Sciences Net (CSSN), Guangming Net, Xinhua Net, People’s Tribune, 
and Phoenix. Her monograph Singapore’s Foreign Policy under Lee Kwan Yew (CSSP, 2007) 
is considered ground-breaking on this topic in mainland china, and was widely referenced in 
not only mainland, but also Hong Kong, Taiwan, Singapore and even beyond. 

 
Xiao Gongqin is a professor at the Department of History, Shanghai Normal University, and 
part-time professor at College of International and Public Affairs, Shanghai Jiaotong University. 
He is concurrently the distinguished research fellow at Contemporary China Studies Centre, 
Fudan University. His research covers political transition in contemporary China, Chinese 
history in 20th Century, spiritual and cultural history in modern china, and etc. Notably, he is 
considered the leading light and eminent proponent of Neo-authritarianism in post-1978 China, 
and his academic insights enjoyed broad international popularity. Since 1998, he has been the 
visiting scholars at the United States (1998), Department of Politics and Administration at 
Chinese University of Hong Kong (1999), East Asian Institute at National University of 
Singapore (2001-2002), National Chengchi University of Taiwan (2004-2006). Besides, he is 
concurrently the member of Shanghai Federation of Social Science Association (SFSSA) and 
Cross Straits Academic Exchange Association (CSAEA), editor of Journal of Political Science 
at Taiwan National University, and distinguished commentator for Takungpao. 

  



  

15 
 

 
 

“新加坡模式”及其对中国的影响 
 

会议时间：2016年4月9日（星期六） 
会议地点：香港城市大学一号教学楼四楼紫区，P4704会议室 
主办单位：香港城市大学东南亚研究中心 
 
时间 议程 

09:00-09:30 登记入场 

09:30-10:15 致欢迎辞与开题演讲 
Mark R. Thompson and Stephan Ortmann,香港城市大学 

10:30-12:00 第一组：中国学习“新加坡模式”历史综述 
评议嘉宾: Christoph Steinhardt，香港中文大学 
 
专题演讲： 
新加坡在中国改革进程中的角色：制度研究 
Lye Liang Fook, 新加坡国立大学 
 
论1978年以来中国的“新加坡热”  
曹云华, 暨南大学 
 
中国为什么注重借鉴新加坡 
吕元礼, 深圳大学 

12:00-13:15 午餐 

13:15-14:45 第二组：“新加坡模式”的具体启示 
评议嘉宾: Darryl S.L. Jarvis, 香港教育学院 
 
专题演讲： 
经济快速发展与咨询型管理：评估中国对新加坡模式的兴趣 
Devin K. Joshi, 新加坡管理大学 
 
新加坡经验对中国发展模式的启示 
萧功秦，上海师范大学 
 
新加坡的社会福利制度对中国的影响  
魏炜，赣南师范学院   

14:45-15:00 咖啡/茶歇 
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15:00-16:30 第三组：新加坡及中国对新加坡的兴趣 
评议嘉宾: Donald Low，新加坡国立大学 
 
专题演讲： 
新加坡和中国的国家资本主义 
Chua Beng-huat, 新加坡国立大学 
 
新加坡走出腐败高发期的经验的启示:一项对亚洲国家和地区的比较研究 
李文，中国社会科学院 
 
新加坡对中国的影响：新加坡“中国市长班”论证 
刘宏 和 王婷艳，南洋理工大学 

16:30-16:45 小食歇 

16:45-17:45 
 

第四组：视角前瞻 
评议嘉宾: Toby Carrol，香港城市大学 
 
专题演讲： 
权力与民粹主义-新加坡模式对于中国梦有何启示 
Benjamin Ho, 南洋理工大学 
 
被误读的“新加坡模式”：中国向新加坡学习的挑战 
Mark R Thompson 和 Stephan Ortmann，香港城市大学 
 

18:00-18:30 出版计划 和 集体合影留念 
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参会论文摘录 

 
第一组: 中国学习“新加坡模式”历史综述 
 
Lye Liang Fook eaillf@nus.edu.sg 
新加坡国立大学 

《新加坡在中国改革进程中的角色：制度研究》 
 
【摘要】新加坡在中国的改革进程中持续扮演一定的角色。这篇论文欲探讨新加坡如何通过

高层体制化机制，即中新合作联合委员会（JCBC），来承担这一角色。该机制为中新双方互

利互惠发展提供了一个常规性，系统性的交流平台。在新加坡一方，这一过程通常被描述为

软件转让或者软件分享。随着该委员会涉及范围的不断扩大，中新有了更多互惠性交流的空

间。其他两个高层体制化机制，即 中新领导力论坛和中新社会治理论坛，也展示了新加坡

软实力对中国持续的影响力。  
 
曹云华 yhcao1956@163.com 
暨南大学 
《论1978年以来中国的“新加坡热”》 
 
【摘要】新加坡这样一个城市岛国，居然在最近三十多年成为中国学习的榜样，成为中国各

级官员争先恐后像朝圣那样考察和访问的对象，成为众多学子研究探索的目标，成就了许多

博士和硕士，也成为许多青年才俊留学和创业的理想国，更是许多人实现海外移民梦想的家

园。为什么会出现这种现象，其背后有哪些原因？本文重点分析中国近代史上第四次学习外

国的浪潮，即“新加坡热”，分析这种现象产生的根源、表现形式、后果及影响等。当前，中

国又进入到了一个重大的转折关头，即和平崛起，迅速成长为世界大国，在这样一个新的历

史时期，新加坡的模式和经验还适用吗，我们还需要向哪些国家学习与借鉴？ 
 
吕元礼 lvyuanli@126.com 
深圳大学 
《中国为什么注重借鉴新加坡》 
 
【摘要】首先，文化原因使得中国较为注重借鉴新加坡：一是领袖思维相近，二者都是实事

求是；二是政党作风相通，中共与行动党都有革命党背景和社会主义取向；三是政治传统相

似，东方视政府为可能的善，其目标是强大政府，其理念是“最好的政府，最多的关爱”，其

角色是操心父母。其次，现实原因使得中国较为注重借鉴新加坡：一是新加坡提供了最不坏

的方式；二是新加坡提供了较可行的范式；三是新加坡提供了较诱人的成就。廉洁、高效、

和谐，是新加坡最大亮点，也是中国最迫切目标。最后，模式原因使得中国较为注重借鉴新

加坡：一是是新加坡提供了从传统到现代的过渡模式，二是新加坡提供了东西方结合模式，

如负责任的新闻自由、“社会为先”与“尊重个人”相结合的共同价值观、“托管式民主”等。当

然，还有一个重要原因，是因为新加坡政府胸怀大志，突破蕞尔小国的局限，通过提供他国

可资借鉴的经验成为耀眼的小红点。 
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第二组：“新加坡模式”的具体启示 
 
Devin Joshi devinjoshi@smu.edu.sg 
新加坡管理大学  
《经济快速发展与咨询型管理：评估中国对新加坡模式的兴趣》 
 
【摘要】近年来，中国大陆政府领导层和学术界频繁地提及新加坡政治经济模式作为中国发

展的模板。为系统地理解这一现象，本文对中国方面2000年至2012年期间发表的学术期刊，

微博文帖，书籍专著进行系统地内容分析，以探知他们对新加坡政治经济模式在中国复制的

必要性和可行性评估。除个别例外，中国大陆方面整体上显示出与西方学者不同的观点，传

达了对新加坡模式几乎一致的积极评价，即新加坡是一党执政和经济快速发展并行不悖的模

范，且整体上对新加坡模式在中国的可行性持乐观态度。 
 
萧功秦 xiao9981@126.com 
上海师范大学 

《新加坡经验对中国发展模式的启示》 
 
【摘要】三十年中国改革开放形成的发展模式是一种从列宁主义政党体制（或称全能主义体

制）通过市场经济多元化而演变过来的后革命型新权威主义体制（Post —revolutionary New 
authoritarian Regime）。其发展路径、政治资源、政治文化、历史背景均与新加坡李光耀的

选举型威权体制有很大区别。但以邓小平为中心的中国政治精英，在考察与学习新加坡经验

过程中，从新加坡模式中获得了相当重要的启示，其中包括经验主义政治哲学、常识理性思

维对意识形态思维的超越，强人政治与强势领导作风对于整合后发展国家政治秩序的功能，

独大党体制对多元小党的有限制约能力的运用，等等。这些启示对于中国实现从革命体制向

后革命威权体制的转变起到积极推动作用，本文还将在这一分析基础上分析中国发展模式在

未来可能面临的矛盾与挑战，并进一步考察新加坡法团主义的公民社会形成路径对于中国社

会多元化发展路径的未来影响。 
 
魏炜 ww341000@126.com 
赣南师范学院   
《新加坡的社会福利制度对中国的影响》  
 
【摘要】新加坡的社会政策鼓励个人自我奋斗，在工业化阶段，表现出一般福利救助化的趋

向，工业化越深入，福利越退化，而就在福利将只剩下社会救助时，国家发达的经济水准和

对政府承担更多社会责任的国民期望推动着执政党调整其社会福利政策。为了适应新形势的

发展，新加坡政府在不改变反福利基本立场的前提下，完善了小保障大服务的社会福利政策

。对机会平等的追求和个人责任的规定使新加坡取得社会进步的同时避免了福利国家的政府

负担。但是，必须看到，新加坡社会政策的结果与其经济实力、社会发展需求、国民的社会

期望之间存在一定的距离，追求机会平等和规定个人责任的同时，如何提升政府的社保职能

？如何在效率与公平之间找到与国情更适合的平衡？这不仅是新加坡面临的新问题，也是值

得其它国家——包括中国——思考的问题。 
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第三组：新加坡及中国对新加坡的兴趣 

 
Chua Beng-huat soccbh@nus.edu.sg 
新加坡国立大学 
《新加坡和中国的国家资本主义》 
 
【摘要】中国以新加坡为典范实现经济发展已经在两国官方广为人知。这并不是很奇怪，因

为两国表面上奉行同样的一党体制。新加坡在优势党人民行动党执政下实现了经济快速发展

，大规模提升了人民物质生活水平，包括十分成功的组屋项目，并因此持续获得选民支持，

以及国内外对其政治合法性的认可，这些成就绝非“国家规模小”可以解释解释。该政党已经

连续统治新加坡约55年，并有望继续执掌至少10年，而且它实现这些（成就）并没有与其他

政党或非政府行为者分享政治权力，所以中国共产党希望去“复制”这些。然而，向新加坡的

学习必然是片段性的，并（集中）在特定的领域。 其中一个与中国目前经济发展相关的领

域是国有企业和主权财富基金中的国家资本主义经验。新加坡政府所持有的股票市价占到整

个新加坡股票市场的将近30%， 它也是一些新加坡最大跨国公司的大股东。反过来，所有的

国有企业归于唯一主权财富基金，即淡马锡控股公司，它旗下公司总利润的一部分划出来去

进行全球公司的长期股权投资。中国政府正处于理顺国家资本主义的进程中，主要是国有企

业管理和主权财富基金投资，（因此）新加坡人民行动党政府在这两个领域都有值得中国共

产党学习的成功经验。 
 
李文 liwen@cass.org.cn 
中国社会科学院 

《新加坡走出腐败高发期的经验的启示:一项对亚洲国家和地区的比较研究》 
 
【摘要】当代亚洲不同国家和地区在腐败程度上存在显著差异，一些国家中猖獗的腐败已对

经济社会发展和公共财富的积累产生严重负面影响。结合一些国际组织公布的数据资料和亚

洲各国治理腐败的历史经验，本文试图以新加坡为中心探究亚洲国家和地区走出腐败高发期

的条件和机制。亚洲发达国家与地区治理腐败的成功经验、发展较快国家和最不发达国家所

面临的严峻现实表明：只有尽快启动和深化改革，打破现有固化的权力结构和不公正、不公

平的利益分配格局，建立完备、高效的预防和惩治腐败的制度体系，实现经济持续快速增长

，腐败问题才有可能得到根治。深入实施反腐倡廉、推进廉政建设应当以经济发展与反腐倡

廉的良性互动为前提，以完善顶层设计、进行政治改革作为必要条件，以构建完善高效的廉

政机制作为基本保障。 
 
王婷艳tywang@ntu.edu.sg &  
刘宏 liuhong@ntu.edu.hk 
南洋理工大学 

《新加坡对中国的影响：新加坡“中国市长班”论证》 
 
【摘要】从邓小平时代开始，中国对学习新加坡表现出极大的兴趣。这种兴趣通常表现为派

遣大量官员去新加坡接受教育和培训。在众多的培训机构中，南洋理工大学（南大）在中国

影响力最大，被中国媒体称为“中国海外党校”。截至2015年，南大已经通过学位课程或者短

期行政培训，培训了15000名左右来自政府、银行和教育机构的中国学生。其中最有名的项

目是中国“市长班”，指的是专门为中国官员打造的两个硕士学位课程，即管理经济学硕士和

公共管理硕士。这个研究以南大中国“市长班”为研究案例来探讨广为讨论的问题，即新加坡

mailto:soccbh@nus.edu.sg
mailto:liwen@cass.org.cn
mailto:tywang@ntu.edu.sg
mailto:liuhong@ntu.edu.hk
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对中国有什么影响？为了回答这一问题，本文收集了项目参与者的经验性数据。除了从南大

获得的校友人口统计信息(N=1314)，作者还进行了面向校友的网上问卷调查 (n=189)来集中探

讨他们对培训项目，“新加坡模式”以及对中国适用性的看法。数据显示“市长班”的校友们来

自中国各个地方，且在各自的地方一般处于（副）市长级别。至于他们对“新加坡模式”的看

法，本文注意到他们印象最深刻的更多偏实用性方面，比如善治，而不是意识形态方面。从

这个经验性研究中得到的结论，将会充实这个领域的现有知识，加深我们对新加坡和中国发

展关联性的理解。 
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第四组：视角前瞻 
 
Benjamin Ho isteho@ntu.edu.sg 
南洋理工大学 
《权力与民粹主义-新加坡模式对于中国梦有何启示》 
  
【摘要】新加坡政治制度常常被自由民主主义者批判为高度专制和限制个人自由。但是，正

如2015年大选显示，新加坡国民已经很大程度上认同这种模式下政府与自己的社会契约关系

。新加坡模式被中国官员广泛借鉴为一种正面的管理典范，那么新加坡最新大选结果会对未

来的中国管理体制有什么影响？中国共产党在多大程度上能够在照顾大众需求的前提下掌权

，尤其是实现中国梦？ 
 
Mark R Thompson mark.thompson@cityu.edu.hk &  
Stephan Ortmann stephan.ortmann@cityu.edu.hk 
香港城市大学 
《被误读的“新加坡模式”：中国向新加坡学习的挑战》 
 
【摘要】本文主要探讨中国观察者在学习新加坡的过程中因误读而面对的挑战。中国学习过

程中最大的问题在于对构筑这一模式的关键要素的理解不足。 这些不足体现在忽视了国家

规模，历史发展，法制体系，选举方式，公民社会和多元种族特征的重要性。第一，新加坡

的高效在很大程度上取决于小国特征，因此易于政治和社会管理而不必担心区域间失衡； 
第二，虽然人民行动党被视为列宁主义式的组织，但它以强烈的反共立场起步，奠定了以实

用主义而非意识形态支配的统治基础；第三，尽管人民行动党在新加坡发展中的作用被反复

强调，但英国殖民所扮演的的角色也不容忽视，这种影响力的延续可能远远超出想象。 其
中最重要的一方面是英国的法律体系，以及其中所包含的法治，法律面前人人平等原则，虽

然有所弱化，但依然运行。另一方面是对新加坡选举体制重要性的误读。虽然新加坡选举偏

向执政党，但是它允许反对党竞争和挑战执政党，因此赋予执政党更大程度的合法性。还有

，中国观察者也低估了新加坡公民社会的活力。他们以社交媒体为支撑，因为以中国标准来

看的话，新加坡政府的审查还是相对宽松的。尽管言论自由和公众示威持续被压制，公民社

会在批评行动党过失及提出社会问题上，比如性少数问题，扮演了主要的角色。最后，由于

经常将新加坡划入中国文化圈，中国评论家也往往忽视了新加坡的种族多元化特征。 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
  

mailto:isteho@ntu.edu.sg
mailto:mark.thompson@cityu.edu.hk
mailto:stephan.ortmann@cityu.edu.hk


  

22 
 

 
NOTES 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 



NOTES 
 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 



 

 

Workshop Organizing Committee 
 
Prof. Mark R. Thompson Director, Southeast Asia Research Centre; 
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