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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Speaker:  Dr. Rityusha Mani Tiwary, Assistant Professor, Department of Political Science,

Shaheed  Bhagat  Singh  College,  University  of  Delhi;  and,  Honorary  Fellow,  Institute  of

Chinese Studies, New Delhi.

Chair: Mr. Ravi Bhoothalingam, Emeritus Fellow, Institute of Chinese Studies, New Delhi;

and, Fellow, Royal Geographical Society, London.

Venue: Zoom Webinar

• The seminar explored China’s AI governance and its connection with the state, the

private sector and the international arena. Dr. Tiwary delved into the ways in which

China’s domestic AI governance influences its global AI ambitions, keeping in mind

China’s integral objectives of sovereignty, regime stability and security. The speaker

also  examined  the  impact  that  China’s  AI  governance  has  on  global  governance

debates.

• Dr. Tiwary highlighted the new political economy of governance which argues for

various sets of hybrid institutions or mechanisms providing legitimate governance.

According to the speaker, institutions emerge as arenas of power which results in a

fragmentation  of  authority,  spanning  the  local,  regional,  national,  private  and

transnational spheres. Dr. Tiwary mentioned three approaches to AI governance: the

US’ approach, which is market-driven, the EU’s, which is rights-based, and China’s

which emphasises sovereignty and security.

• Dr.  Tiwary  also  examined  China’s  Global  AI  Governance  Initiative  (GAIGI)

document.  According  to  the  speaker,  GAIGI  is  an  AI  governance  policy,  which

contributes to the idea of multipolarity in terms of governance. Dr. Tiwary argued that

GAIGI is a framework for regulation, but it also focuses on power, sovereignty and

institutional design. Governance becomes a form of soft power through which China’s

domestic norms are carried to the global sphere.

• Dr. Tiwary noted that GAIGI’s core principles lie in maintaining sovereignty as well

as  security,  hence  all  generative  AI-model  regulations  that  respect  core  socialist
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values  are  pre-approved  by  the  Cyberspace  Administration  of  China.  Given  the

hybridity within the state’s command in the GAIGI document, Party cells are placed

within the offices of non-state actors in the corporate and tech sector.

• The  speaker  stated  that  notions  of  fairness  and  inclusivity  not  only  appeal  to

developing countries  but  also balance  against  the  norms set  by the West.  Hence,

GAIGI allows China to present itself as a rule-maker in the international arena.

• Dr. Tiwary also listed out a few challenges. First, GAIGI seeks to be cooperative,

however,  a  high  level  of  state  supervision  limits  flexibility.  Second,  overarching

control  is  seen  as  propagating  authoritarian  models  of  digital  governance.  Third,

fragmentation of governance leads to inefficient technological development. Finally,

the role of the corporate sector is downplayed due to state-led governance.

• In his closing remarks, the Chair, Mr. Ravi Bhoothalingam, observed that the field of

AI  is  developing  rapidly  and  encouraged  future  research  on  the  same  subject  in

another year, adopting a comparative approach. 

Disclaimer: This is a summary produced for purposes of dissemination and for generating wider discussion. All
views expressed here should be understood to be those of the speakers and individual participants, and not
necessarily of the Institute of Chinese Studies. Since this is a summary, it cannot be used for citation without
confirming with the speaker(s). 
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