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L
uo Huining, director of 
the Liaison O�  ce of the 
Central People’s Govern-
ment in the Hong Kong 
Special Administrative 
Region, delivered a key-
note speech at a forum on 

Saturday focused on the Communist Party 
of China and “one country, two systems”. 
He said, “Posing existential threats to the 
policy of ‘One Country, Two Systems’, and 
to the prosperity and stability of Hong 
Kong are those who clamor for ‘an end to 
one-party rule’, reject the leadership of the 
CPC over the cause of ‘One Country, Two 
Systems’, and attempt to use Hong Kong as 
a geopolitical pawn to contain China and 
infi ltrate the mainland.”

His words stirred up heated debates 
immediately, with some people claiming 
Hong Kong residents would be arrested 
for publicly demanding an end to “one-
party rule” and there would be no more 
freedom of speech in Hong Kong, only 
“red terror” instead. But those who over-
reacted like that are either ignorant about 
Hong Kong law or have ulterior motives. 
To correctly understand Luo’s take on the 
advocacy of “ending one-party rule”, in 
this case, we need to analyze it systemati-
cally to see his train of thought and logic 
clearly.

Most Hong Kong residents have been 
taught to equate China’s CPC-led politi-
cal system with authoritarianism and 
believe that only “multiparty politics” 
embodies democracy. Therefore, they 
tend to assume it is God’s will to end 
China’s current political system, without 
realizing they have been fed with more 
than one myth.

First of all, according to the Basic 
Law of the HKSAR, Hong Kong residents 
do not have the right to interfere in the 
mainland’s political system. The late 
Deng Xiaoping once borrowed an old 
Chinese idiom to emphasize the mainland 
and Hong Kong should mind their own 
business according to the established 
constitutional order. The idiom on the 
relationship between a well and a river 
asserts the principle of non-interference. 
For example, the main body of the country 
(the mainland) practices socialism while 
Hong Kong practices capitalism, and they 
should not attempt to change each other’s 
social system. Since Hong Kong’s return 
to the motherland, the latter has not 
changed Hong Kong’s capitalist system or 
its governance model of an executive-led 
administration. The executive, legisla-
tive and judicial branches of the HKSAR 
government maintain checks and bal-
ances on one another according to law, 
ensuring judicial independence, while 
the chief executive is accountable to the 
central government. Why do some people 
in Hong Kong believe they can interfere 
in the mainland’s political a� airs however 
they want? How would they feel if main-
land compatriots or central government 

o�  cials constantly demand “dissolve the 
Legislative Council of the HKSAR”, “termi-
nate Hong Kong’s judicial independence” 
or even “overturn Hong Kong’s capitalist 
system”?

Secondly, the CPC became the governing 
party of China through decades of hard 
work and innumerable sacrifi ces. When 
the CPC was born a century ago, there 
were already more than 200 political par-
ties in the country and nobody cared what 
the CPC stood for. But that small, little-
known party proved its worth to the great 
masses by dedicating itself to serving their 
immediate interests and stepping forward 
whenever the nation was in existential 
crisis, winning more and more followers, 
supporters and sympathizers to become 
the ruling party of China. Today, can 
anyone name a political party that could 
match the CPC in governance capabili-
ties? Does anyone truly believe ending the 
CPC leadership in China makes sense or 
suits the nation’s real condition?

The ultimate criterion for any political 
system is the ability to maintain excel-
lent governance and popular rule. Can 
anyone prove with concrete facts that 
the more political parties the better a 
country is, or the other way around? The 
United States, the United Kingdom and 
Japan have long been governed by one 
of two political parties, and a coalition 
occasionally, but never a third party. Can 
anyone guarantee that three or more 
parties taking turns running the gov-
ernment in any of those countries will 
enhance governance? The truth is gover-
nance quality is not automatically better 
with multiple political parties vying for 
control. The people decide if they like 
the governing party through life experi-
ence, not by counting how many parties 

are competing for the government. 
Luo called out some people who 

demanded “ending one-party rule” out of 
their ulterior motives. But that does not 
mean those people have to be put behind 
bars indiscriminately.

In his speech, he described those who 
pose existential threats to the policy of 
“one country, two systems” and Hong 
Kong’s prosperity and stability as “clamor 
for ‘an end to one-party rule’, reject the 
leadership of the CPC over the cause of 
‘One Country, Two Systems’, and attempt 
to use Hong Kong as  a geopolitical pawn 
to contain China and infi ltrate the main-
land”. Evidently, he sees certain individu-
als as archenemies of “one country, two 
systems” because they attempted to over-
throw the CPC as the governing party of 
China and colluded with hostile external 
forces to contain China, and because they 
sought to destroy the foundation of “one 
country, two systems”. He didn’t say any-
one who chants the slogan of “ending one-
party rule” is an archenemy automatically.

If someone shouts “I will kill you” in 
the street and is taken to court, the judge 
cannot fi nd that person guilty of murder 
without establishing motive, action and 
result. That’s how the justice system 
works.

Also, the archenemies Luo referred to 
in his speech cannot be understood as 
“criminal suspects” in legal terms. Luo is a 
ranking o�  cial of the central government 
in charge of an important department on 
Hong Kong a� airs, but his words cannot 
be taken as a judge’s ruling in court. The 
“red terror” claim is not only groundless 
but also ill-meant.

Those making an issue of Luo’s speech 
are trying to cause confusion over the 
constitutional authority of the central 
authorities and demonize the CPC, as well 
as vilifying the “one country, two systems” 
policy. They want to keep Hong Kong soci-
ety divided with fearmongering, the same 
way they waged the “black revolution” in 
June 2019 through June 2020 by accus-
ing the extradition law amendment bill of 
making anyone a criminal fugitive liable 
for extradition to the mainland.

Demanding an end to “one-party rule” 
in China is not simply a matter of free 
speech. Let no one forget that the Consti-
tution of the People’s Republic of China 
stipulates that the leadership of the CPC 
is the essential feature of socialism with 
Chinese characteristics, which means 
demanding an end to the CPC leadership 
is against the Constitution.

Before the National Security Law for 
Hong Kong took e� ect on June 30 last 
year, such an unconstitutional demand 
might fall in a gray area, but not any lon-
ger. One only needs to read the National 
Security Law carefully to fi nd out why, 
especially Articles 22 and 23.

The views do not necessarily refl ect those 
of China Daily.
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Don’t confuse multiparty 
politics with democracy

R ecently, Chinese people unveiled a 
series of commemorative activi-
ties to mark the 100th anni-
versary of the founding of the 

Communist Party of China. On Saturday, 
Luo Huining, director of the Liaison O�  ce 
of the Central People’s Government in the 
Hong Kong Special Administrative Region, 
delivered a keynote speech at a forum in 
Hong Kong under the theme of the CPC 
and “one country, two systems”. Luo’s 
speech is enlightening in helping Hong 
Kong people gain a more comprehensive 
understanding of the signifi cance of the 
CPC in national development as well as in 
Hong Kong’s development under the “one 
country, two systems” framework. 

From 1921 to 2021, China, under the 
leadership of the CPC, has achieved a 
remarkable transformation from a histori-
cal set of reduced circumstances into a 
nation with a fl ourishing economy. 

The CPC has delivered satisfactory 
results in socioeconomic development as 
measured by various key global perfor-
mance indexes. Guangming Daily put it 
this way: “The marching-through in the 
last century is a crystallization of blood, 
sweat, tears, courage, wisdom, strength. … 
The turning point opens up new opportu-
nities, the struggle to march on in the next 
hundred years. ... We will continue to push 
forward the cause of revolution, construc-
tion, reform and rehabilitation ... to gradu-
ally realize the goal of developing an even 
more prosperous Chinese nation.” 

If I had to choose one song to encapsu-
late the commitment and achievement of 
the CPC in laying a rock-solid foundation 
for the rise of China, Without the Commu-
nist Party, There Would Be No New China 
undoubtedly would be the one, which best 
describes what China, led by the CPC, has 
achieved over the past 100 years — recu-
perating from poverty and despair. China 
has become a world leader on many fronts.

China’s rapid rise as a new power has 
increasingly earned recognition world-
wide. The Democracy Perception Index, 
conducted by Dalia Research, is the 
world’s largest research project in this 
area. The DPI 2020 Report made a com-
parison of public opinion during the COV-
ID-19 pandemic around the world, compil-
ing data from nationally representative 
interviews with 124,000 respondents from 
53 countries, conducted in mid-2020. The 
report concluded with a succinct observa-
tion, saying: “Nearly all countries say that 
China’s response to the COVID-19 is better 
than the US’s.” This is a textbook example 
of e�  cient governance for a nation; “out-
put legitimacy” speaks volumes. 

Since the outbreak of COVID-19 in 2019, 
most parts of the world have struggled 
to contain the virus. China, on the other 
hand, has brought down its daily new cas-
es to a single-digit level. Economic activi-
ties have mostly resumed and its 1.4 billion 
population has returned to normal daily 
routines. While the global GDP declined 
by 4.2 percent in 2020 amid a global reces-
sion, China’s GDP grew by 2.3 percent with 
noticeable robustness as manifested in 
outbound investment and international 

consumption indexes. It is expected that 
China’s economic growth will accelerate 
to 8.7 percent in 2021. This incredible 
achievement is largely attributable to the 
strong leadership of the CPC, which has 
e� ectively mobilized the entire nation to 
fi ght the virus and put it under e� ective 
control. 

The strong leadership of the CPC has 
also been seen in the central authorities’ 
bold action in helping to restore peace and 
order and improve governance in Hong 
Kong after it was plagued by months of 
unprecedented anti-government riots in 
2019. The central authorities’ decision to 
plug the loopholes in Hong Kong’s elec-
toral system and the enactment of the 
National Security Law for Hong Kong are 
clear indications of strong leadership that 
embody the readiness, determination and 
capability of the Party in ensuring stabil-
ity and prosperity in the special admin-
istrative region. These reforms have in 
e� ect eliminated the major institutional 
defi ciencies that undermined the full and 
faithful implementation of “one country, 
two systems” in Hong Kong.

Luo’s remarks at Saturday’s forum 
have drawn considerable public atten-
tion, and rightly so. Never had any other 
central government o�  cial so candidly 
expounded on, at such great length, the 
relation between the CPC leadership and 
the HKSAR. 

With Luo’s enlightening explanation, 
Hong Kong people must have had a clearer 
vision of China’s CPC-led political system 
and constitutional order, which emphasiz-
es the CPC’s leadership in national devel-
opment, as described by the sentence “The 
defi ning feature of socialism with Chinese 
characteristics is the leadership of the 
Communist Party of China” in the nation’s 
Constitution (Article 1).

Only with a correct and comprehensive 
understanding of the country’s political 
system, its constitutional order and that 
of Hong Kong as a special administrative 
region can “one country, two systems” be 
smoothly and faithfully implemented in 
the special administrative region, which 
will add to the advancement of Hong Kong 
in future. Everyone in Hong Kong should 
thrive to stand oneself in good stead when 
discharging the responsibility of actualiz-
ing this underpinning principle as well as 
a “high degree of autonomy” and “patriots 
administering Hong Kong” for the well-
being of Hong Kong people as well as their 
compatriots on the mainland.

 
The views do not necessarily refl ect those 
of China Daily. 

Luo’s remarks enlighten 
many on ‘one country, 
two systems’ principle
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I t is well-known that the eight univer-
sities funded by the University Grants 
Committee are better developed than 
the self-fi nanced universities in Hong 

Kong. In Europe and the United States, the 
quality of teaching in the private sector far 
exceeds that of the public sector, with pri-
vate universities such as MIT, Stanford, and 
Harvard topping the QS World University 
Rankings 2021. Why, then, have private uni-
versities in Hong Kong failed to capitalize 
on their fl exibility, autonomy and competi-
tive advantage? More importantly, what 
could be the solution?

At present, private higher education pro-
viders can be registered under the Post Sec-
ondary Colleges Ordinance (Cap 320) or the 
Education Ordinance (Cap 279). The regu-
latory requirements imposed by the two 
ordinances di� er in areas such as accom-
modation, student enrolment, and teacher 
recruitment, rendering fair competition 
between institutions di�  cult. However, the 
Education Bureau has recently proposed 
transferring the self-fi nancing sector to Cap 
320 and amending the relevant provisions. 

This is expected to reform the education 
system and restore public confi dence in the 
private sector. Unfortunately, the EDB has 
not explained which ordinance will gov-
ern the private institutions a�  liated with 
UGC-funded universities, which could be 
an obstacle to the parallel development of 
private and subsidized tertiary education.

Moreover, the EDB plans to abolish the 
requirement of “including major courses 
extending over at least 4 years” in Cap 
320, to provide more fl exibility for the 
self-fi nancing sector. In particular, Massive 
Open Online Courses and micro-credentials 
are catching on worldwide during the 
COVID-19 pandemic, enabling students to 
join programs o� ered by internationally 
renowned universities at their own pace 
and according to their own interests. Aca-
demia and industry both should seize this 
opportunity to work together and design 
programs that target relevant professional 
skills, so that students can obtain suitable 
qualifi cations and workers can engage in 
lifelong learning.

Currently, resources are not allocated e�  -

ciently in the private sector: On one hand, 
some programs are highly competitive, leav-
ing students with no option but to settle for 
their second choice, which might not fi t in 
with their career plan; on the other hand, 
dropout rates are high on some courses, 
wasting resources that could have benefi ted 
other students. Therefore, the EDB should 
empower the private sector to accommo-
date applicants using non-standard entry 
according to circumstances, in order to nur-
ture the right talent for our society.

The quality of teachers in the private sec-
tor varies. Apart from equipping private 
universities with better sta� , the amended 
ordinance should allow more industry 
leaders to become guest lecturers and pro-
fessors, promoting collaboration between 
businesses and schools. Studies in Australia 
have proved that by engaging professionals, 
universities can introduce the latest applied 
technologies into the classroom. For exam-
ple, a partnership of Queensland’s aviation 
industry with the Department of Education, 
local high schools, and universities has pro-
duced modules designed by industry lead-

ers and training delivered by practitioners. 
This has signifi cantly boosted students’ 
motivation to learn, as the curriculum is 
closely aligned with their future careers.

Academic programs are seldom o� ered in 
collaboration with the industry, and teach-
ers have little opportunity for continuing 
professional development (CPD), making 
it di�  cult for them to keep up with indus-
try trends. In contrast, the Australian and 
British governments have provided many 
incentives for teachers to complete relevant 
training, to ensure that those working in 
technical and vocational education and 
training are kept abreast of the latest indus-
try developments. Hong Kong should learn 
from their examples and develop CPD pro-
grams that meet local teachers’ needs.

To achieve the best educational outcomes 
and strengthen their positioning, private 
higher education providers should not be 
planning behind closed doors. In 2019, the 
Ministry of National Development in Singa-
pore launched the iBuildSG LEAD (Leader-
ship Engagement and Development) frame-
work, encouraging collaboration between 

industry leaders, academic institutions, the 
Building and Construction Authority, and 
the Construction Industry Joint Committee, 
to ensure that the curricula of local univer-
sities remain relevant and up to date. We 
believe e� ective partnerships between busi-
nesses and schools will lead to classroom 
activities and internship programs that 
match the needs of the industry and bring 
us a more productive workforce.

In the coming two decades, many new 
jobs will emerge, which will require skills 
not taught under the status quo. The EDB 
should harness the amendments to the Post 
Secondary Colleges Ordinance to help pri-
vate institutions concentrate their resources 
on their areas of expertise, thereby enhanc-
ing the competitive advantage of the sector 
as a whole.
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Reforms needed to enhance quality of private universities

Let no one forget that the 
Constitution of the People’s 
Republic of China stipulates 
that the leadership of the 
CPC is the essential feature 
of socialism with Chinese 
characteristics, which 
means demanding an end 
to the CPC leadership is 
against the Constitution.
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