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1. INTRODUCTION
This issue of Justpeace News highlights an article by Ms. Rose Wu of the Hong Kong Christian Institute (HKCI). In the article entitled, "Half a Million People Make a Turn in Hong Kong's History" Ms Wu discusses the significance of the July pro-democracy demonstration that took place in Hong Kong and also looks ahead to what the movement needs to do in order to keep the momentum up and keep the focus on the issues that most affect and concern the people of Hong Kong. This is a good example of efforts to build a justpeace.
2. HALF A MILLION PEOPLE MAKE A TURN IN HONG KONG'S HISTORY 

Rose Wu
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On July 1, 2003, the people of Hong Kong stood up! On this now historic date, more than 500,000 people took to the streets of Hong Kong to express their discontent with the Hong Kong government's proposed legislation to implement Article 23 of the Basic Law. People's participation in the march, however, was not just a vote against the National Security (Legislative Provisions) Bill but also a vote of no confidence in the administration of Chief Executive Tung Chee-hwa. The government's response was a familiar message that Hong Kong's people had heard since the government introduced its Article 23 proposals about nine months earlier: the enactment of the national security bill is a constitutional duty of Hong Kong and the rights and freedoms enjoyed by the people of Hong Kong will not be affected by the legislation. 

One major difference of the July 1 demonstration when compared to other demonstrations in the past was that people who joined the July 1 march were from all walks of life. For many of them, this was their first demonstration; they had not even participated in Hong Kong's large demonstrations during the Tiananmen Square crackdown in 1989. However, they felt compelled to do so now. Although many people, including the organisers of the march, the Civil Human Rights Front (CHRF), of which HKCI is a founding member, did not expect the demonstration to alter the government's determination to push the Article 23 legislation through the Legislative Council (Legco), it was a joy to see such a massive outpouring of solidarity and commitment from ordinary people.

In spite of their frustration and anger toward the government, the march was a peaceful and orderly demonstration. Many observers were struck by the demonstrators' good nature, their consideration for others and their untiring patience as they waited for hours in the blistering heat just to begin the march. Hong Kong's people were willing to endure so much discomfort because they wanted to stand up and be counted. July 1 was a massive dose of political participation and a response by the people to those who claim that Hong Kong is not yet ready for democracy.

After July 1, Chief Executive Tung Chee-hwa called several urgent meetings with his ministers and Executive Council (Exco), or cabinet, to consider the government's response. Many people in the community urged Tung to defer enactment of the national security laws, including former senior government officials and even some of Tung's supporters. The chief executive, however, rejected these calls and instead offered three amendments scrapping provisions in the bill that permitted the government to outlaw local groups deemed to be subordinate to organisations banned on the mainland on national security grounds, removing the powers granted to the police to search premises without a warrant and granting the media the use of public interest as a defence against charges of disclosing state secrets. The amendments though were dismissed by the pro-democracy camp and legal experts as well as CHRF, which demanded that the legislation be withdrawn until Hong Kong enjoys a fully democratic system. 

Tung finally abandoned his position at 2 a.m. on July 7 after Exco member James Tien Pei-chun of the Liberal Party resigned from the cabinet several hours earlier, forcing the government to announce that it would defer the second reading of the national security legislation. The reason for this change of heart, however, was not a decision to heed the voice of the people: the government did not have the votes. If the Liberal Party had cast its eight votes in Legco against the government, Tung's team would have had no alternative but to defer the resumption of the final approval process.

In spite of this victory, CHRF organised the second mass protest around the Legislative Council Building on the night of July 9, for the government had only deferred the legislation; it had not withdrawn it. Consequently, the people must continue to oppose the legislation until, as CHRF insists, the chief executive and legislature are all democratically elected. With the Article 23 legislation at least delayed, a major message of the 50,000 people who sat around Legco on July 9 was a demand for universal suffrage as the ultimate way to safeguard people's rights and to make the government accountable to the people.

This message was echoed several days later when, for the third time in two weeks, another large demonstration was held on July 13 with 20,000 people participating and again demanding the speedy introduction of full democracy in Hong Kong. The rally, organised by the Democratic Development Network (DDN), was as an attempt to renew the spirit of the series of rallies held in the Ko Shan Theatre in the 1980s in which a number of prominent academics, social activists and Christians pushed for greater democracy ahead of Hong Kong's return to Chinese sovereignty in 1997. It was clear what people who joined these protests wanted – democratic reform – and that they were willing to express their demands on the streets.

The political crisis engulfing Hong Kong in the wake of these three mass demonstrations took a dramatic twist as Tung announced on July 16 that he had accepted the resignations of Secretary for Security Regina Ip Lau Suk-yee and Financial Secretary Antony Leung Kam-chung – the first time ministers have resigned since Tung introduced his ministerial accountability system on July 1 last year that replaced senior civil servants with political appointees.

Although many people welcomed Tung's acceptance of the resignations of the two ministers as a response to the mounting pressure and criticism of the public about Ip's mishandling of the national security consultation and Leung's possible prosecution over a car purchase scandal, the tribute that Tung paid to the two ministers indicated that he was still out of step with the people.

Many critics have pointed out that the political crisis is now beyond the ability of Tung's government to handle. Since July 1, many mainland officials have rushed to Hong Kong to assess the crisis. On July 19, Tung made a one-day visit to Beijing to report to state leaders following the resignation of the two cabinet members and to seek their advice and support. During his visit, President Hu Jintao told Tung that the central government was extremely concerned about recent events in Hong Kong but added that the central government still had complete confidence in him. Central government leaders also stressed that the political structure of the Hong Kong Special Administrative Region (HKSAR) must develop in an orderly and gradual fashion in accordance with the provisions of the Basic Law and Hong Kong's actual conditions. The message of China's leaders was clear: the central government wants Tung to stay on despite the growing pressure in Hong Kong for him to step down.

Shortly after Tung's visit to Beijing it became apparent though that the HKSAR government had not learned from the July 1 demonstration, i.e., that the people of Hong Kong want to be taken seriously in the deliberations on the Article 23 legislation; for on July 23, the government announced in Legco that a second round of public consultation on the legislation would be held in September. However, the consultation will be based on the government's previous bill and amendments and will not be in the form of a white bill that permits consultation with the public. Thus, the debate will remain within Legco with the people of Hong Kong once again on the sidelines. Consequently, CHRF will continue to maintain that Article 23 legislation should not be enacted until Hong Kong enjoys full democracy.

What Have We Achieved?

Since the handover in 1997, Hong Kong's people have never experienced such a jubilant spirit of peacefully demanding change from the HKSAR government like the July 1 demonstration. Listening to the voices of those who joined the march on July 1, we begin to realise that the hope of Hong Kong's future lies in the hands of each of these ordinary people who were determined to come out and stand up for their own rights as well as to make a difference for the future of Hong Kong.

I was very touched when I saw families, friends, teenagers, professionals, grassroots workers, housewives, the elderly and differently abled people, journalists, lawyers, Christians, artists, movie directors, political commentators, academics, students, expatriates, medical workers, teachers, accountants, social workers, bus and taxi drivers and many others who organised among themselves to come to the march and participate in spite of the long hours of waiting and walking in the sweltering heat.

I was especially moved when I heard stories of security guards taking leave from work to join the July 1 march knowing that they would lose their monthly bonus, of retirees who said they had endured a harsh time in the past and wanted a better future for the younger generation, of high school students who used the Internet to call upon more than 3,000 school students to participate in the march, of parents bringing their babies and children to join the demonstration as a way to teach them that it is important for all of us to participate to protect our rights and freedoms when the government fails to do so. The message of everyone was clear and simple: because they love Hong Kong, they wanted to use their feet to vote against the government, a government that had not answered the needs of the people. As I noted in the rally on July 13, the credit for mobilising 500,000 people for the demonstration on July 1 should not go to the CHRF: it is the people themselves who should be honoured!

For me, the meaning of democracy has been fully expressed by each of these ordinary people who were willing to sacrifice their personal interests in order to participate in this march to ensure that their voices were heard, their views were recorded. This moment is, indeed, the greatest achievement that the people of Hong Kong have created together in our history. July 1 provides a powerful story to illustrate that only when the people stand in solidarity and are equally counted as the subjects of society will we reach the real spirit of democracy.

What Is Next?

What should we do after we have experienced such a dramatic and historic moment in the people's movement of Hong Kong?

First of all, the threat of the enactment of the national security legislation is still with us – only the day of decision-making has been postponed. Therefore, CHRF should continue to lobby and educate the people to prepare for the next round of consultation on the legislation. We hope this time to encourage more people to play a more active role and respond to the government's proposals.

Secondly, since the district board elections will be held this November and the Legco elections will take place in September next year, non-governmental organisations (NGOs) and church groups can make use of this opportunity to organise programmes and prepare educational resources to enable the public to have further discussions about Hong Kong's human rights issues, including the national security laws, the value of establishing a Human Rights Commission, etc. The outcome of these discussions will then provide a checklist to enable voters to evaluate candidates' platforms.

Thirdly, since the recent series of protests, it is undeniable that the topic of political reform has moved to the centre of political debate. Since there is still no consensus about when Hong Kong shall have full democracy, what Hong Kong now needs is dialogue throughout the community about how our political system should further evolve to make it work in a manner that allows the people's voices to be more effectively channelled into policies. To move this process forward, I suggest that both NGOs and the pro-democracy camp launch a series of forums to map out our common visions and proposals on political reform.

Fourthly, the future of Hong Kong rests not only on the realisation of a democratic political structure, for what Hong Kong's people want is not only the opportunity to change their political leaders but also the capacity to change policies that affect their everyday life struggles – unemployment, the growing disparity between the rich and the poor, educational reform, responses to SARS, environmental protection, tackling the budget deficit, etc. In other words, people are looking for alternative policies which can improve their quality of life and make Hong Kong a better home for all of us. Consequently, the political parties in the pro-democracy camp are challenged not only to offer opposition to the government but to produce concrete alternative policies based on the principles of social justice and a respect for diversity.

Lastly, I want to propose that the way to sustain the people's spirit is not solely through organising endless rallies. Rather, we need to identify potential leaders from different sectors of society and build a broad-based link among the people to work toward a more participatory and cooperative people's movement together.

3. ART

Two sets of drawings have been added to the "Art" section (http://daga.dhs.org/justpeace). One is a set of charcoal drawings called "Ethnic Karen Charcoal Drawings" provided by Burma Issues. They depict the life of Karen villagers. The second is a set of drawings entitled "Maori B/W Drawings" which explain some of the folk tales of the Maori people. 

4. QUOTES 

A) Silence

Silence could mean alienation

Silence could mean meekness

Silence could mean an increasing and consistent fear

Silence cold mean quiet agony

Silence could mean muffled protestation

Silence could mean cruelty amidst injustice

Silence could be deafening.

Silence could prolong the suffering of countless people

Silence could mean connivance with those who inflict pain

Silence could mean connivance with war

Silence could mean connivance with hunger

Silence could mean connivance with discrimination, and

Silence could mean connivance with oppression.

(Adapted from the Asia Pacific Students' & Youth Week 2003 Materials. These materials will soon be available on the EasyNet website at http://daga.dhs.org/easynet/.

b) Transformation

Give a person a fish

and they can eat for one day.

Teach a person how to fish

and they can eat forever.

Help people understand the systems that control fishing

and they will move towards true transformation.

(From "A Manual for Community Organizers." The manual can be downloaded from the Justpeace website at http://daga.dhs.org/justpeace. The manual is under the "resources" section of the website.)

c) Why did the chicken cross the road to Baghdad? 

GEORGE W. BUSH 

"We don't really care why the chicken crossed the road. We just want to know if the chicken is on our side of the road or not. The chicken is either with us or it is against us. There is no middle ground here." 

COLIN POWELL 

"Now at the left of the screen, you clearly see the satellite image of the chicken crossing the road." 

HANS BLIX 

"We have reason to believe there is a chicken, but we have not yet been allowed access to the other side of the road." 

SADDAM HUSSEIN 

"This was an unprovoked act of rebellion and we were quite justified in dropping 50 tons of nerve gas on it." 

BILL CLINTON 

I did not cross the road with THAT chicken. What do you mean by chicken? Could you define chicken, please? 

RUSH LIMBAUGH 

"I don't know why the chicken crossed the road, but I'll bet it was getting a government grant to cross the road, and I'll bet someone out there is already forming a support group to help chickens with crossing-the-road syndrome. Can you believe this? How much more of this can real Americans take? 

JERRY FALWELL 

Because the chicken was gay! Isn't it obvious? Can't you see the plain truth in front of your face? The chicken was going to the "other side." That's why they call it the "other side." The liberal media hides that fact from you. 

ERNEST HEMINGWAY 

To die. In the rain. Alone. 

DR. SEUSS 

Did the chicken cross the road? Did he cross it with a toad? Yes, the chicken crossed the road, but why it crossed, I've not been told! 

COLONEL SANDERS 

I missed one?

d) The US has a divine mission, as Bush suggested in January: "to defend ... the hopes of all mankind", and woe betide those who hope for something other than the American way of life. The dangers of national divinity scarcely require explanation. Japan went to war in the 1930s convinced, like George Bush, that it possessed a heaven-sent mission to "liberate" Asia and extend the realm of its divine imperium. It would, the fascist theoretician Kita Ikki predicted: "light the darkness of the entire world". Those who seek to drag heaven down to earth are destined only to engineer a hell. 

(America is a religion, George Monbiot, Tuesday July 29, 2003, The Guardian
