
Hong Kong Protests: 
Half a glass of orange is better than none. 

At the heart of the dispute between protestors and the HK Government is the method of electing the next 
Chief Executive of Hong Kong. The Revd Professor Lo Lung Kwong spoke with students on Sunday night (5-6 
October) about the situation. 

He was speaking in Tamar Gardens, beside the 
Government Offices, as one of the senior staff of the 
Divinity School of Chun Chi College, part of the Chinese 
University of Hong Kong. They took it in turns to speak to 
the students and run seminars that evening. Rev Lo spoke 
last and his session, which was well attended as you can 
see, ran from 1.30am to 2.30am! 

For the 2012 election, the nominations and the election 
was within the Electoral Committee, an electoral college 
drawn up from 1,200 people who represent different 
sections of Hong Kong life. The membership and makeup 

of the Electoral College is acknowledged to lean towards the policies of the Beijing Communist Party. At that 
time those nominated need to have one eighth of the votes of the Electoral Committee to be able to stand for 
election thus eliminating the possibility of a variety of views. The Basic Law, agreed before the handover in 
1997, indicated that Hong Kong would retain responsibility for its own domestic affairs including, but not 
limited to, the judiciary and courts of last resort, immigration and customs, public finance, currency, and 
extradition. Articles 45 and 68 of this constitution prescribed that the Chief Executive would eventually be 
elected through universal suffrage. 

On 31 August the Standing Committee of the National People's Congress (NPCSC) announced its decision on 
proposed electoral reform affecting the election of the next Chief Executive in 2017. There will be universal 
suffrage in Hong Kong for those with residency over 18. However, nominees will be decided by a majority of 
the Electoral Committee and will be ‘one who loves the country and loves Hong Kong’.  With one hand the 
Beijing authorities allow a dramatic change – universal suffrage – not available in any other part of China. On 
the other hand the electoral committee will ensure that the list of nominees, limited to two or three, are all 
favourably disposed to Beijing policies. 

During his talk to the students Revd Lo was urging them to accept the principles declared by Beijing and 
negotiate within their guidelines. To reject them out of hand would mean no change and a worse electoral 
situation. Revd Lo was suggesting to the students that the offered ‘half a glass of orange’ (accepting the 
proposal of Beijing) is better than ‘no orange at all’ (rejecting the proposal outright).  

There are many parts of China which look at Hong Kong as a place which already has sympathetic treatment by 
Beijing and so there is little appetite on the mainland for support for the students. Nevertheless there are keen 
mainland activists who wish to push Beijing to allow freedom of speech, freedom of the press and desire 
democratic change.  

The situation of Hong Kong now is in the balance. Beijing will not 
accede to the calls from Hong Kong Students for full democracy. 
Both students, and the Governments in Hong Kong and Beijing’ will 
need to work on the art of compromise. Much will depend on the 
ability of Carrie Lam, Chief Secretary to the Hong Kong Gov, who is 
leading the negotiations.  
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