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1. INTRODUCTION
This is a special issue of Justpeace News that focuses on the popular people’s movement in Hong Kong to stop the government’s plan to pass an anti-subversion law called Article 23. Protesters believe the law will erode Hong Kong’s status as a Special Administrative Region of China and end many of the rights Hong Kong citizens and residents have long enjoyed and appreciated. The law will probably be voted on in the next week.

Organizers of the movement to stop the enactment of this law called for a demonstration on July 1 which was the 6th anniversary of the hand over of Hong Kong by England to China. It was hoped that 100,000 people would join the march.

By mid-afternoon on July 1st, it was clear that far more than 100,000 people had gathered to express their frustration with a government that seems unwilling to listen to the people. As many as 500,000 demonstrators marched down the streets of Hong Kong and passed by government offices. It took more than four hours for all the people to pass. Most wore black as a sign of their anger and frustration and many carried signs and banners calling for more people’s participation in the debate over the proposed new law. Many people also called for the resignation of Hong Kong’s Chief Executive, Mr. Tung Chee-hwa.

Despite extremely hot temperatures, huge crowds and angry emotions, the demonstration was completely peaceful. No untoward incidents were reported by either the press or the police.

If the government goes ahead with the vote on the proposed law this coming week, more demonstrations will certainly take place. The people of Hong Kong are proving that they care deeply about their country and their freedoms.

Below are several articles that will provide you with more information on the law as well as on the people’s reaction to the law. The first three webpages provide reports on the demonstration and on the government’s response. Following these are three brief articles prepared by the Hong Kong Christian Institute giving some background information and how the church is responding.

2. WEBPAGES
Wednesday July 2, 10:36 AM 
Hong Kong protests a wake up call for government
http://asia.news.yahoo.com/030702/afp/030702023606int.html
Wednesday July 2, 8:58 AM 
Up to 500,000 march in Hong Kong against anti-subversion law
http://asia.news.yahoo.com/030702/afp/030702005835asiapacificnews.html
Wednesday July 2, 4:02 PM 
Hong Kong government to pass anti-subversion law despite mass protests
http://asia.news.yahoo.com/030702/afp/030702080256top.html
This webpage is devoted to Article 23 and contains a large amount of information, analysis and news. There are also photos from the July 1 demonstration. http://againstarticle23.org/en/
3. HONG KONG CHRISTIAN INSTITUTE NEWSLETTER
Issue 178, July 2003 
July 1: A Day to Defend Hong Kong's Freedom
Rose Wu

July 1, 2003, is the sixth anniversary of Hong Kong's reunion with mainland China. This year, as we approach the coming of July 1, more and more voices from different sectors of the community are urging people to go out on the streets to join the July 1 demonstration against the Hong Kong government's proposed Article 23 legislation. One major reason for this response is people's anger over the government's efforts to quickly pass the legislation by July 9 in spite of people's calls for a White Bill, a draft of the legislation that allows for a period of consultation, and, in general, their appeal for much more time to debate this important piece of legislation that will have important ramifications for Hong Kong and its people. The Hong Kong government, however, ignored such sensible requests and instead submitted the National Security (Legislative Provisions) Bill to the Legislative Council (Legco) in February. 

Although some changes to the proposals in last year's consultation document have been included in the bill, there are still widespread fears that the bill will further undermine the freedoms and civil liberties of Hong Kong's people. One worrisome aspect of the bill is the proscription of local organisations that are deemed to be subordinate to organisations on the mainland that have been banned by the central government on national security grounds. As a result, the mainland's definition of "national security" will be imported into Hong Kong as local groups are declared to be illegal bodies without the oversight protection of Hong Kong's courts. In addition to local groups that now find themselves banned, the "one country, two systems" model is a victim of this legislation as well. 

The damage caused by this section of the bill, however, does not stop here; for during the appeal of this decision, the affected organisation and their lawyer can be barred from attending the appeal hearing on the grounds that sensitive national security material might be discussed. Instead, a government-approved lawyer will present their case. 

Naturally, this forecloses the right of the banned organisation to a fair and public hearing and denies the principle of equality before the courts. Lastly, the government's recent amendment to the bill allowing the secretary for security to not only make the decision to ban the group but also to determine the rules on which the group can appeal builds a conflict of interest into Hong Kong's legal system. 

Even before this legislation is passed, there are disturbing signs that the Hong Kong government is seeking to stifle criticism of government policies and thus more tightly restrain freedom of expression in the community. Recently, the Broadcasting Authority on June 14 issued warnings to popular radio talk-show host Albert Cheng King-hon, stating that two government officials had not been treated fairly during two episodes of Cheng's programme Teacup in a Storm on April 24 and 25 this year, resulting in 157 complaints to the authority. 

The government body ruled that in both cases the host had used language that could adversely affect the reputations of the government officials. Cheng remarked that he was "feeling a lot of pressure as if there is a knife at my throat." In order to escape from the mounting pressure, Cheng is now voluntarily taking a one-month holiday. 

Another case which has also stirred alarm about press freedom in Hong Kong is the proposed code of conduct issued by Ming Pao on June 24 that requires journalists not to involve themselves in any protests or petitions in order to maintain their political neutrality. They have also been warned not to wear badges or anything which indicates an involvement in politics. Although the chief editor explained that the guidelines had been issued for consultation in the wake of the scandal at the New York Times over fictitious and plagiarised news stories, Hong Kong Journalists Association Chairwoman Mak Yin-ting noted that the rule would impinge on journalists' freedom and that it was inappropriate to put forward such a proposal at this sensitive moment. 

The issue of censorship was also very much on the mind of overseas academics and legal experts during a conference about the proposed Article 23 legislation at the University of Hong Kong. During the two-day conference beginning on June 14, a wise observation was made by Prof. Perry Link of Princeton University in his paper "More Repression? Beijing's Response to the 21st Century?" in which he wrote, "When a government obliges a populace to censor itself, it complicates the psychology of every citizen who would speak in public. Before speaking or writing, every person must account for two different levels in the mind: (1) what do I think? and (2) what can I say? These two levels generate a constant "language game." A person has to calculate how to "put things' so that one level of the mind is satisfied while another judges that safety is not compromised." He also stressed that when this kind of practice becomes a norm, as time passes, it comes to condition and ultimately to shape the way people think. Even the distinction of "true" and "false" can fade away, overshadowed by the distinction of "correct" vs. "incorrect." In his conclusion, Prof. Link pointed out that "the costs of repression are not just in the blockage of information flows within a society but are also in moral and intellectual maladies that can seep into the character of individual citizens. Why should a society pay such prices? What kind of security, and for whom, does it buy?" 

In addition to censorship, another troubling trend is the mindset of at least some government officials who see a curb on civil liberties as part of the appropriate government response to security threats. 

In her article "Why Security Matters," Secretary for Security Regina Ip Lau Suk-yee rightly stated that part of her job is to be "always questioning, querying, reviewing and anticipating threats. 

Trouble-shooting, even before a threat is apparent, is equally, if not more, important," she said. As part of this process though, must people's rights be curtailed and threatened? While, on one hand, local government officials are quick to emphasise respect for the rule of law and the freedoms that Hong Kong's people enjoy as reasons, for example, for foreign corporations to invest in Hong Kong, they are diluting at best, or threatening at worst, the rule of law and the free flow of information and ideas, on the other hand, with their legislative proposals in this national security bill. 

Consequently, the government through this legislation endangers the very values that it espouses and that set Hong Kong apart from other Chinese cities. 

In order to defend our freedom and to live in dignity as a human community, many people in Hong Kong are finally breaking their silence and are speaking out against the government's proposed Article 23 legislation. After Bishop Joseph Zen's open protest and call to all Catholics to join the July 1 demonstration, more than 650 Christians from various denominations jointly signed in their personal capacities an urgent appeal to all Christians to join the July demonstration and to walk together with Hong Kong's people for justice and freedom (please see the statement below). We also ask our international friends to pray and stand in solidarity with us at this critical moment of Hong Kong's history. 

No Rush to Enact Article 23 
Building a Democratic Political System
(Ed. note: This statement, published in Ming Pao on June 30, 2003, was signed by 655 Christians in less than one week. In addition to signing the statement, Christians were also invited to attend prayer gatherings on July 1 before the demonstration based on the theme "The Coming of the Reign of God and Building Peace and Justice" and on July 11 in Statute Square near the Legislative Council Building whose theme is "Walking in Light, No Fear of Darkness.) 

We are Christians who found our roots in Hong Kong. We care for the development of freedom, democracy, justice and human rights in both Hong Kong and China. 

Christians, as citizens of China, we should assume our civil responsibility and respect and obey our leaders and the law. However, we also believe that all powers of this earth belong to God. Therefore, Christians must use the principles and values of justice, equality, freedom and love to judge and monitor our government's policies and the laws of our nation. However, the SAR government's move to enact the national security bill, both its contents as well as the process involved in its passage, particularly the government's lack of respect for people's opinions, have made all of us very disappointed. 

Since the present Legislative Council and chief executive are not elected directly by the people of Hong Kong, we worry that the move to enact the Article 23 legislation so quickly threatens not only the foundation of Hong Kong's rule of law but it will also destroy the freedoms that Hong Kong now enjoys - freedom of the press, freedom of speech and freedom of association and assembly as well as religious freedom. 

In order to speak from our conscience and be faithful, Christians should not be silent. We thus urge all Christians in Hong Kong to come out and join the July 1 demonstration to convey our objection to the Hong Kong government's proposed Article 23 legislation. In solidarity, we pray and act to express our care for our community as we seek to uphold justice and our freedom. 

The Meaning of the July 1 Demonstration
Rose Wu

(Ed. note: This was published as a letter to the editor in the South China Morning Post on June 30, 2003.) 
On July 1, we will mark the sixth anniversary of the handover. For government leaders, the handover was the return of Hong Kong to the motherland, the transfer of our sovereignty to China. What though does sovereignty mean? To us, the sovereignty of Hong Kong resides in the people; government leaders are the servants of the people, not their masters! Our demonstration on July 1 is both a concrete and symbolic sign of our sovereignty. 

It is clear during this, the sixth, anniversary of the handover that the will of the people has been distorted for the past year as the community has debated the Hong Kong government's proposed Article 23 legislation. Those who are deaf to the voices of the people (our government officials and our legislators who support the government's Article 23 proposals) cannot claim to represent their interests. As a result, more and more people have chosen not to be silent any longer and have decided to participate in this act of protest. 

As we approach July 1, we see more and more people in the community organising among themselves from so many sectors of society that know no boundaries as people of all ages and genders, classes and professions, local people and expatriates, etc., come together. This is a true expression of Hong Kong people's power that has been initiated by the people themselves - the sovereigns of Hong Kong. This demonstration will be a coming together of different streams of our society uniting in one large river of freedom, participation and protest. 

The moving force behind this demonstration is not just about Article 23. It is much more than this. It is also about freedom as the highest value of humanity. We speak of SARS as a health issue, but freedom is also part of our health. The denial of our health affects our physical, emotional, psychological and social well-being. Moreover, without freedom, we cannot have a healthy society. 

Freedom is about the way in which we respect each other, including those who disagree with our views. This holds equally, of course, for our government leaders as well: they must respect us, the people, as well. Without freedom, people cannot develop their potential, and our society cannot progress. We will come out onto the streets on July 1 to state that we do not want our rule of law twisted into rule by law. 

This demonstration will be a peaceful and non-violent demonstration in spite of our frustration, and even anger, with our government. We have much experience in expressing ourselves peacefully, especially since 1989 and the Tiananmen crackdown. Both the people and the police are called to act rationally. This demonstration is not about hate. Rather, we are marching based on our love and commitment to our community and freedom, freedom that we do not want to be taken from us by our government and legislators. The government and legislators still have time to change their minds and their hearts. 

4. WEAPONS OF MASS DESTRUCTION

Try this interestng experiment. Go to Google and type in the words "Weapons of Mass Destruction." Then click on "I'm Feeling Lucky" (not on "Google Search"). An error message will appear. Read this message carefully and also click on the links that appear in red.

