


annoyed the Chinese; it was a locally-owned cable TV com-
pany that brought the BBC back to Hong Kong viewers.
The press will have a duty to help assert and defend Hong
Kong’s autonomy after 1997. So will the community in
general.

What can the general public do? One suggestive epi-
sode came when it was revealed that the World Lutheran
Conference was to meet in Hong Kong in July 1997, a
meeting of several thousand delegates which had been
planned over a period of years. Some Chinese officials
decided that this was a matter to be discussed between
Britain and China. Britain and Hong Kong, however, took
the view that this was not a matter for governments to dis-
cuss at all. The Chinese officials made their position pub-
lic and there was a massive outcry in Hong Kong, from
the entire spectrum of political opinion. China was re-
minded of its commitment to allow free assembly and
worship after 1997 and was told in no uncertain terms
that, in Hong Kong, government did not interfere with
private conferences of any kind. Within a day or two Beijing
putan end to the matter by saying that the Lutherans were
free to organize their own meeting.

This example illustrates three points. First, that Hong
Kong people are prepared to cry foul. Second, that crying
foul can be effective. And third, that the problems after
1997 may well be caused by lower level Chinese officials
acting misguidedly rather
than by unpopular decisions
from the top. And that is why
crying foul will be important.

The British Prime Minister,
on his last visit to the territory,
stated that Hong Kong people
would have to assert and de-
fend their autonomy after

THE PROBLEMS AFTER 1997 MAY
well be caused by lower level
Chinese officials acting mis-
guidedly, rather than by un-

popular decisions from the top.

Declaration is honored. 1200 US companies want to be
able to continue to do business in Hong Kong as they have
done in the past. 30,000 US citizens want to continue to
live there. US law enforcement agencies need to continue
to rely on Hong Kong as a law enforcement partner of
excellence.

Hong Kong is a bridge, the vital link between the West
and China. As China emerges, the big question, perhaps
the biggest of all the foreign affairs questions for the next
few years, is how China will fit into the international com-
munity. How will its relations with its neighbors and the
West change? The answer, for China, for the United States
and for everyone else, will be much more difficult, and
not only for commerce, if Hong Kong is no longer able to
perform its functions of facilitating and lubricating China’s
dealings with the world.

But it goes wider than that. Hong Kong represents the
kind of Asia that partners around the world want to see.
An Asia committed to open markets and open minds. An
Asia committed to the rule of law and respect for human
freedom. Hong Kong has proved that East and West can
mix very well. Commercially, culturally, socially, intellec-
tually. If the Hong Kong of today is diminished after 1997
the relationship between East and West will suffer.

There have been suggestions that the best thing the
territory’s friends can do for Hong Kong is to do nothing.
The argument seems to
run something like this.
We recognize that you
have some stake in Hong
Kong, and that that stake
will suffer if Hong Kong is
damaged. Ergo, if anyone
actually does something
which threatens to damage

1997. He went on to add that

they would not walk alone and pledged that the United
Kingdom, as a party to the Joint Declaration, and as a coun-
try with massive interests in Hong Kong beyond 1997 would
watch closely to see that the Joint Declaration was hon-
ored and, in the event of a breach, would mobilize the
international community and pursue every legal and other
avenue available.

But why does the fate of Hong Kong matter? One accu-
sation which is occasionally levelled at me is that I am com-
mitting the oxymoronic felony of “internationalizing”
Hong Kong. Internationalizing one of the world’s most
international cities! Hong Kong’s peaceful transition to
Chinese sovereignty will be unique in history. It should
concern anyone who cares about the historical process
and the way it operates in Asia today. It matters a great
deal more to the 6.2 million free people of Hong Kong—
and particularly the five million plus of those who have
nowhere else to go and hope that the Hong Kong in which
they have to live will continue to be a free one.

It matters to the many countries, the United States in-
cluded, that have a strong interest in seeing that the Joint

Hong Kong, it is best to
keep quiet in case an illjudged intervention makes the
attacker so angry he does more damage.

In other words, if somebody threatens to burn down your
house, it is best not to complain lest he bulldozes it after-
wards. This is not in the interest of Hong Kong and surely
not in the interest of anyone who wants to see the emer-
gence of a thriving Asian Pacific community in which part-
ners can address, honestly and effectively, the issues that
are bound to arise between them in coming years.

It is important for Hong Kong that her partners avoid
lettirg the debate about China swallow up the Hong Kong
debate. Instead they should continue to treat Hong Kong
on its own meriis for as long as it stands as an autonomous
enuty. It is crucial, too, that Hong Kong’s partners con-
tinue to speak up if they feel that their interests in Hong
Kong are being threatened: speak up in private if that is,
as often the case, the most effective way, but not being
afraid to speak up publicly if that is what the situation calls
for. Hong Kong can cross, safely and successfully, the
threshold which now looms before it, but only if we are
true to ourselves and our friends are true to themselves. m
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