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A2769

From:
Date: Qct 10, 2007 14:10
To: <views@cmab-gpcd.gov.hk>
Cc:
Subject: * (no subject)
Dear Sir/fMadam, ..

The best time for electing the CE by universal suffrage should be going through a transitional phase and
attaining universal suffrage after 2017. it is unwise to have universal suffrage in 2012. It needs time to
prepare for the universal suffrage especially when people are not familiar with universal suffrage.
Composition and size of the nominating committee shoud be consituted by more thqan 800 members,
.g. expanding the emebership to 1200-1600. Method of nomiation should be two to four candidates

at most.

Options for forming LegCo by universal suffrage should be increasing the number of seats representing
District Councils in LegCo. and attaining universal suffrage in phases after 2016.

Yours Sincerely,

Li Chun Yue
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From:

Date: Oct 10, 2007 14:07

To: <views@cmab-gpcd.gov.hk>
Cc:
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From:

Dzte: Oct 10, 2007 14:17

To: <views@cmab-gpcd.gov.hk>

Ce:

Subject: Views on "Green Paper on Conslitutiona) Development”

Attachments:  [Hyiews pdf (125 KB)

To: Constitutionsl and Mainl.and Alfairs Bureau,

Altached is Ine my view on the Green Paper on Constitutional Development in pdf format. If there is problem reading it,
the following is the same conlents.

My views include 2 parts. Part | is 10 answer those major questions mentioned in the Green Paper. Pan 1l is other views on the Green
Paper. Piease note that the answer in Part [ represent my choice when views in Part I touch on subjects related in Part 1.

Repards,

WL Chung

fare
On the efection of Chief Executive by universal suffrage;

I} tthink 2012 is the time to stant CE election by universe suffrage.

- The green paper described this option as ‘direct to' 2012 is not correct, The clock for starting should at least dated back
to 1997. According to what the HKSAR government had done, that were related to ‘gradual and orderly progress’, it was
true that there was no progress or intermediate steps. Because the HKSAR government had neglected its job on this and
had done absolutely nothing before 2005. However the ‘actual situation’ is different, The CE, since 1997, was performed
poorly according to the HK people. In 2003, the HK people’s talerance had reached the limit and used common pecple’s
‘universal suffrage’ method o request a change in a peaceful and sensible way. The actual situalion is the CE was -
changed and the government starled to do something or did something a bil faster in 2005. In summary, the actual
siuzticn is we had gene through a painful step in 2003, So we cannot say we are direct to 2012, Universal suffrage is
hased also cn the quality of the people to supervise the CE. The 2003 experience also showed that HK people had the
quality to do the do and so is ready for universal suffrage. :

11} I'think the size of the Nomination Commitiee should be much more than 800,

- HKSAR has ~ 7 million people. We should not let loo faw pecple (less than 801) to réslrict our choice of the CE of
HCZAR. For lke fairnass principle, everyone should be given equal chance to nominale the one he wants {o. | think the
proposat of the democrztic legistators to include elected district councilors is a good approach to build up the committee.
Swmilar approach should be used o funther increase the size to 1 % of HK population. Make sure to avoid the pit fall that
the representive ratio should be even, That mean it is unfair for suggesting one to representive 5 millions while another

one to represent only 10,

113) § think there should not have a limit 1o the number of candidates nominated.

- Un ur.e fiard the numter of cancidates will be limited by the number of committee, the cost of being a candidate and
many other cansiderations. On the other hand, setting a limit will more or less give a sense of black hand control, As the
need and risk of no limit is small, why bother to do it.

On efection of the Legislative Council by universal suffrage

A2773



IV) t think 2012 is the lime, in fact too late, for LC universal suffrage.

- LC eleclion experience started well before 1997. We have experience of hold back of progress in 1997, We also had
followed the 2 steps before 2007 defined in the Basic Law. In actual situation, we have too many steps to universal
suffrage. We should count from those steps before 1997. That is the aclual situation. The actual situation also include an
extreme LC election after the 2003 events, It shows that we are mature enough to have extreme legislator, e.g. MrLeung
Kwok Hung, in Council without affecting the Council's function nor the Council's relationship with Cenlral government,
That is an experience that other may lake a long time to learn. But our aclual situation is that we are there and are ready.

Vj | think functional constituencies should be remove complelely and their seats should ba replaced by directly elected

geographical constituencies. :

- The role of FC is to provide the expertize of the coresponding fields to the LC. But there are too many side effects,
*The FC Iegié!ator can vote on fields that they are not their expertize, in actual situation in most of the case. There
are tco many cases that these noise legistors even overrule the result of The directly elected fegislators who are

‘he bioadly representative group.

* Most FCs represent a very small group of people, but they have extra vole in the LC. That is unfair to those only
have one vole,

* Some FCs are compesed of 2 to 4 so called related functicns in order to justify as an FC. But this lost its original
. role as the corresponding legistor cannct advise the LG for the FC group as the subject is nol the expertize of that
legislator.

* Worse more, those with money can easily get more vote by paying the membership of some organization of
some functional group.

- Instead of being legislators, | suggest they are just temporary advice group.

Partll
Other views on the Green Paper

item 1.09

The HKSAR Govemment is firmly commitled 1o promoting democratic development in Hong Kong gradually in
accordance with the Basic Law. In taking forward Hong Kong's constitutional development towards the ultimate aim of
universal sufirage, the HKSAR Government put forth, in Oclober 2005, a package of proposals for amending the electoral
methods for the 2007 CE election and the 2008 LegCo election.

*/iew: This is an obvious contradict statement. There is no commilment at all becasuse nothing happened before the 8
veais between 1987-2005, nothing happened until the CE was requested o be changed. Then hurry a propesal to press
the LC to choose. : :

item 1,11

- Although the package received the support of the majority of the public and more than half of alt LegCo Members, when

tha public proposed package was put to vote at LegCo in December 2005, it was not endorsed by a two-thirds majority of
al Ls3Co Members as

required by Annexes | and i to the Basic Law.
View: The tone of this section is questionable. It fooks to me that the Government try 1o shift the responsibility to others.

What I think is that it is less important whether that proposal is accepted or not. The so called changed was not
significant VWhal is more important is wether there are sufficient discussions and attention in the public. if not, that is a



faidu e of the Government. If yes, ihe public gain the experience which is a basis for the universal suffrage.

llem 2.09

Thus, any proposed amendments must comply with Lhe provisions of the Basic Law. Amendments to the design and
principles of the political struclure prescribed in the Basic Law must not be contemplated lightly.

View: The tone of the last statement is weird in the conlext and is mis-leading. If probosed amendments comply with the

provisions of the Basic Law, why they cannot be 'contemplated ightly’. On the other hand, the Basic Law is the 1%
version and change is normal for continuous improvement and to reflect to changes in the world over time. It should be
changed without hesilation when it is necessary or needed. That is also why there is procedure to change it.

ltem 2,31

{i)... )t should not require any amendments 1o the main provisions of the Basic Law;
View: This is a mis-leading statement. We can always change the Basic Law when it is necessary.

ltem 2.31

(iv) the option should stand a good chance of being accepted by the CPG.

View: This is mis-leading. It is not practical to guess what is accepted by and what is not accepted by CPG. Anyone can
guess if Leung Kwok Hung, the LC legislator, is accepted by CPG. On the other hand, CPG alsc want to know that we
really want. So what we should do is {o choose what we really want.

ltem 3.20

There are also views that, if the composition of the nominating committee is to be based on that of the Election
Commitlee, the electorate base of the nominating committee should be expanded, for example, replacing ‘corporate .
voles’ with ‘director’s votes® or ‘individual votes”. Furthermore, there are views that while maintaining the four sectors, new
subsectors should be added, such as women and youth subsectors, in order to balance the interests of different strata of
sociaty

. Viiew: | think the CE is for the HK people, nct the corporations. We should not give political power to corporation. There
should nol be corporate or organizational members. Every committee member should be individual. In fact, for the
corporation member, it only means the owner has the final say. That means those with money has the final say! As it is
nomination, it is more important to give everyone in the corporation has the a voice.

ltem 3.27

-.the requirement of ‘nomination by the nominaling committee in accordance with democratic procedures’

View: | think ‘nomination by the nominating commitlee in accordance with democratic procedures' does nol mean'any
- form of filtering. If it fitters, the committee is no longer nomination, it is a filtering commitiee. i

ltem 3.29 and 3.30

View: | think there is no need to have a nomination threshold. | don't think quality of candidates is an issue because they
still need to get votes from public. On the other hand, if there is no threshold, it wil! encourage more participations and
compelition. Al this stage, participation is more important. ‘




fem 3.39
View: (i) | prefer simple one round election to start with,

{ii) I think election is required even if there is only one candidate.

llem 4.12

(i) FCs can meet the interests of different sectors of society, which is consistent with the principle of 'balanced
participation'

View: | totally disagree with this. And | believe the opposite is true. It is unfair that someone has more votes than the
cther, And the FC group screw the interest of others. : - T

Itern 4.13

including volers who are currently not entitled 1o vote at FCs. In other words, each voter will elect LegCo Members on the
basis of ‘one-perscn-two-voles' one te 1o return directly elecled GC Members, and the other 1o return FC Members.

View: It will effectively be cheating for ‘one-person-two-votes' unless there are sufficient numbers in this ne-function FC
group, say 20.

Iltern 5.02

as the proposed package for the 2007/08 electoral methods put forth by the Govemment in 2005 was not passed by
“LegCo, we have missed the chance lo take forward the constitutional development, According to the principle of gradual
and <rderly progress, universal suffrage shou'd not be attained in one go.

* View: The package proposed in 2005 is too hurry that there is not sufficient time for discussion. | think we have missed
the chance for a thorough discussion in the HK then.

e 5.0.3 and 5.0.4

View: 5.0.3 is the actual situation applyto5.0.4

ltem 5.11

... an ‘execulive-led'

View: being ‘executive-led’, the executive authorities 1ake responsibilities for the development to universal suffrage, |
heard oo many times that they complaint people of not giving suggestions on the how to this and that These were
excuses because it is their responsibility as ‘executive-led’. Executive authorities should §ive to solution in any form, e.g.
promotion or ‘actively’ consull all parties or the public. Whenever there are no solutions, it is always their responsibility.
Cannot shift to others and blame on cthers as excuse.

%er. 518

if universal suffrage for the CE is to be implemented firsi, there will be significant changes to the political structure of the
HKSAR. Hence, it will not be appropriate also to implement

universal sutirage for LegCo st the same time in 2012, as this may introduce elements of uncertainty to the structure of
both the executive authorities and the legistature of the HKSAR,



View: The CZ and LC operate independent!

sume hime or not, will nct affect the normal
and L.C can be at 2012 comfortably.

—End of Views— : - T

y. This allows changes lo either parties, no matter i the changes are at the
operation of either parties. So implementalion of universal suffrage of both CE
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From;

Date: Oct 10, 2007 14:14

To: <views@cmab-gpcd.gov.hk>
Ce:

Subject: {no subject)

Some main opinion:

Rz2garding the election of Chief Executive:
= The nr. of nominating committee members — should be more than 800.
" -The threshold to become a candidate — as low as possible.

- There should be universal suffrage as early as 2012,
Regarding the LegCo:

- The functional constituencies seats should be replaced with district-based seats returned through direct election,

- and have universal suffrage as early as 2012,

Best Regards,

Albert Wong



From:

Date:

To:

Cc:

Subject:
Altachments:

Oct 10, 2007 14:34
<views@cmab-gpcd.gov.hk>

Green Paper on bonstitutional Development
071010_Hank.PDF (43 KB)

Please find attached my submission re the Green Paper. Henry Tsang
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October 10, 2007

Constitutional and Mainland Affairs Bureau
3/F Main Wing, Central Government Offices
Lower Albert Road .
Hong Kong

Attn: Mr. Stephen Lam

Dear sirs,

Before discussing my view on the options set out in the Green Paper, I must commend
you for putting a reasonably comprehensive and well thought out consultation paper. [
sincerely hope that shortly after this consultation process the public in Hong Kong can
come io a reasonable consensus and the SAR government on behalf of us can convince
the Central government that a large majority of Hong Kong people are responsible
citizens and we will elect the most appropriate CE and legislators to run Hong Kong
under an universal suffrage system. In fact, | believe some of the more outrageous
existing legislators who were elected either through small self-interested functional
constituencies or due to protest votes will no longer likely be elected,

Options for electing the CE by universal suffrage

Composition and size of the neminating committee;

I favor the third type of options of constituting it by more than 800 members, particularly
by way of expanding the membcrship to include the directly elected District Councils
members. '
Method of nomination — number of candidates;

I favor the second option by keeping eight candidates at most,

Method of universal suffrage election after nomination:

I favor one-person-one vote by all registered voters with a simple majority system,

Reoadmap und timetable:

I strongly favor the first option of forming the nominating committee directly in 2012 to
attain universal suffrage. -



Options for forming fegCo by universal suffrage

[ favor first type of options and am open-minded about the electoral method.
Roadmap and timetable:

I favor the first type of options of attaining universal suffrage in one go in 2012, but may
be willing to accept attaining it in phases in 2016.

= -

Yours truly,
(Signed)

Henry Y.W. Tsang
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From: S

Date: Oct 10, 2007 14:37 ’

To: <views@cmab-gped.gov.hk>

Cc: :

Subject: My Opinion on the Green Paper on Constitutional Development
Dear Sir,

I thir:k \we should democralize as soon as possible.

Regarding the election of Chief Executive:

- Thebnomlnalmg committee should have as many members as possible, and definitely should have more than 800
members

- The threshold to become a candidate should be as low as possible.Among the choices in the Green Paper, the one that
allows 10 or more nominees is the best,

- There should be universal suffrage as early as 2012.

R=2garding the LegCo:

- We should replace funclional constiiuencies seats with district-based seats returned through direct election, o
- and have universal suffrage as early as 2012,

Best fegards,

Joe MAN ‘ 1
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From:

Dot Oct 10, 2007 14:40

To <views@cmab-gpcd.gov.hk>

Cc: : '

Subject: Views on universal suffrage in Hong Kong
Dear Sir, .

As a Hong Kong cibizen for over filty years, | would fike to offér my views on the "Green Paper on Conslitutional
0zvatosment” as follows: -+ - -+

tHully support the community aspiration of implementing universal suffrage in Hong Kong by the year 2012. [n my
opinion, Hong Kong is more than ready to implement universal suffrage for electing the Chief Executive and forming the
Legislative Council by 2012, .

First of all, the citizens of Hong Kong constitute one of the mosi educated electorate in the world. This, coupled with the
robust local mass communication industry, has made the citizens of Hong Kong very well informed of the election
platforms of individual candidates. It is therefore widely believed that the peopleof Hong Kong can be trusted to makea

w sa ar d rational decisions in an universal suffrage. With such an eleclorate, the Central Government could rest assured
thal no cand.dates with an anti-Chinese background or programme would be elecled to Office.

Secondly, to implement universal suffrage in 2012 does not violate the principle of developing Hong Kong's political
system progressively, as by that time the Hong Kong SAR Government would have been in operation for 15 years with ils
credibility and stablility well established. . . : '
Thirdly. the political consequence of not meeting this community aspiration of implementing universal suffrage in 2012 is
hug=. es it would enhance the political apalthy of Hong Kong people and seriously undermine their trust on the SAR
Governmernt and Central Authorities. That is something the patriotic people in Hong Kong would not like to see because
this would mean a further diversion from the ultimate aim of constitutional development as set out in the Basic Law,

 hope the SAR Government could faithfully reflect the views of Hong Kong people to the Central Authorities
and persuade the officials concerned to implement universal suffrage in Hong Kong as soon as practicable,

Regards,
(Name provided)

(Editor’s Note: The sender requested anbﬁymity-.) | 3
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From:

Date: Oct 10, 2007 14:59

To: <views{@cmab-gpcd.gov.hk>

Cc

Subject: Views on Universal Suffrage
Dear Sir / Madam, .-

Being a middle-class taxpayer, I totally support the views of implementing universal sulfrage for both
L2 Co und CE as carly as possible, namely 2012. Any compromise beyond this year is absolutcly
unaceeptable!

Should there be a bottom-up representative Government and I.egislative Council to rule this Pearl of
Orient, its glory and glamour will continue to shine upon every one of us and our future generations!

-

Cordially vours,

1310 Tak Sang, Hudscn
TWGHs C Y Ma Memorial College
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From: U Ngai,

Date: - Oct 10, 2007 14:49

To: <views@cmab-gped.gov.hk:>
Co: ‘

Subject: BHIRRERTARES
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