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g Kong is an inalienabie part of China and the HKSAR €omes directly under
the CPG. This is stated in the Basic Law and there can be no argument to the contrary. But the CE g
accountable to both the CPG and the HKSAR, as stated in the Basic Law; he is not just accountable {o the
CPG, though fhis often appears fo be the case in practice. Neither Article '

to prioritize his accountabiiity, which suggests that the CE should be,
is to the CPG. Abiding by the principles of Articies 1, 12, 43 and 45 o
probfems with the development of Hong Kong it

for this, as does Annex |, v

i olnd

Re Question A1, of course Han

..As regards "one country, two systems," there is nothing in the Basic Law that prioritizes "one country” over

"two systems," so therefore it must be possible to have, in the HKSAR, a political system that is different to
that existing in China. This means that Heng Kong's polfitical structure ean develop along lines which are quite
different to China's, but still be in accerdance with the principles of "one country, twa sysfems."

Although the HKSAR comes directly under the CPG, Article 12 of the Basic Law also states that it shait "enjoy.'
rlicles 13 and 14 specifying the responsibilities of the CPG and the

a high degree of autonomy," with A
HKSAR. No reference is made to the CPG being responsibie for the development of the HKSAR's political

structure, although Articles 45 and
National Peoples Cangress in this respect, though not their responsibilities,

Re Question A2, "actual situation means the "existing, present or current position " in the HKSAR, which in
this context refates to the methods for selecting the CE and forming LegCo. Since 1 July last year, the "actyal
situation” in Hong Kong in reiation to the selection of the CE and the forming of LegCo is quite clear: this is
that many, if not a majority of people in Hong Keng want universal suffrage for the election of the CE in 2007

and LegCo in 2008.

gradual means "siowly progressive," "orderly” means either
‘regutar sequence” or "disciplined, well-conducted, well-behaved” and "progress'/"progressive” means
"advancement, moving forward, proceeding by stages." So the “principle of gradual and orderly progress" for
the selection of the CE and the forming of LegCo implies a step-by-step, well-conducted progress fowards the

As regards “gradual and orderfy progress,"

ination committee and for Leg&o to be electad by _
Iy to the “principle of gradual and orderly progress," as  _

definition 'be graduaii

Re Question A3, there is no reason why "the interests of different sectors of society” cannot be met in 3
tion of the CE and LegCo by universal suffrage. It is extremely -

democratic political system, with the elec _
unlikely that voters in the HKSAR would vote for a CE who did not, in their views, represent the best interests

if not all, capitalist economies
heir capitalist econamies does
contrary, they prabably benefit
P its capitalist economy under

As regards the facilitation of “the development of the capitalist economy,” most,
have democratic political systems with universal suffrage, The development of ¢
not seem {o be adversely affectad by their democratic political systems. On the
from it. Why should Hong Kong be any different? Why can't Hong Kong develo
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a democratic-universal sufirage political system? Hong Kong's economy js fikely to benefit under such a
system; the only losers would be the businessmen who suppart the retention of Functional Constituencies -

but all they would losez_ would be power, influence and prestige, not profitsi

Re Question B1, as the procedures for amending the methods for the selection of the CE and forming LegCo
are already set out in Annexes | and II, there is no need to Amend Annexas 1 and |1 local legislation is all that

is.necessary. '

Re Question B2, as amendments to the Basic Law are not required to amend the methods of selecting the.CE
and forming LegCo, as they are aiready provided for in the Basic Law, Article 159 is not relevant in this

respect.

g to the methods for selecting the CE and forming LegCa
pubfic consultafion, with an independent monitoring
and tmthfullyﬂpresented, with no government input on

Re Question B3, initiation of amendments relatin
should, in the first instance, be carred out by genuine
procedure to ensure that that the resuits are correctly

the resuits or their ana!ysis. .

Re Question B4, the method for the formation of the third term LegCao should NOT be used, if no consensus
were to be reached on the method of of forming LegCo after 2007, as the method for the formation of the third
term LegCo was NOT representative. A much more representative method needs to be found.

Re Question B5, the phrase "subsequent to the year 2007" clearly includes 2007, as the reference relates to a
“political year," beginning on 1 July and ending on 30 June, starting on 1 July 1997, when the CE assumed
office: his terms of office "shall be five years" and he may "serve for not more than two consecutive tarms,” i.e
10 years. From this it can be seen that the 10 years expires on 30 June 2007. So the term "subsequent to
2007" means subsequent to the term ending on 30 June 2007. Therefore, the term "subsequent to the the

year 2007" means as from 1 July 2007 and thus "includes 2007."

John Shannon . _
(former Deputy Political Advisor to the Governor, 1995 to 1997)
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