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. SUBJECT: HONG KONG:  LEGCO ELECTIONS

1. - This is Just to record that, in response to requests from
~several London Embass1es ‘and High Commissions, .on 21 and 22
.September I briefed, in different groups, the AustraL1an,
Canadian and New Zealand H1gh Commissions, the Japanese Embassy,
and EU Embass1es, on the LegCo elections. I told them that we.
wouLd also be br1ef1ng in most cap1taLs. B :

2. I stuck closely to the L1ne to take in -third TUR. The only
significant respect in which I amplified that was in saying -
that, when the ‘Minister of State (Mr HanLey) had passed through
Hong Kong on 18 September, he. had found the Governor heartened
by the election results, and cautiously upbeat. about.his
administration's ability to work with the new LegCo.

And it was
mucr )0 early to go along with some o e more apocalyptic
warn1ngs of struggLe between the Hong Kong Government and the .
new LegCo. A
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SUBJECT'::Leng éLectiqns : ImpLicétions‘fbr.thé Administration

Overview

2. As the anzltysis in TUR makes clear, the Democratic Party has a
pesition of considerablte strength in the new LegCo. Together .with
the other pra-demdqracy parties and independents, they will form a
blec of around 30 votes; on "Livelihood™ issues, on which they are
Eigetxﬁﬁami@inhiaeaes with the DAB and pro~China unionists, they
witl command.a clear majority.

‘3. So far,. gerhaps because they did not expect to do quite so well,

the Democrats have given Little. public indication of their
intentions«
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; oout this in the days ahead,
Particularly when I meet members of the party next week. '

% L oo . ' ' . :

ﬁ%lAnothaéjimportant factor in determining LegCo's approach to
its work will be the approach of 1997. In 1991, the new directly-.
eLected'membéfsr all but 3 of whom were new to LegCOwaere’keen'to
make their . presence felt, '

» But this will not necessarily be -a
reliable precedent for the 1995 LegCo. LégCo‘%embéhs‘wﬁo-are'keen
to continue their political careers after the 3 :

' sovereignty,. T

transfer .of

Likely cause of friction between the Administration and. the new
Legﬁdrisa?miwatauMembars"&ihts;CPMEs}.‘Asn%ittLe.as-3'yeans ago,
't&a;ankx;EiEESJintmaduce¢“&x nomreﬁficiaLimeﬁhews.@ﬁ_LegCO were
Prfyate;gfttsﬁthat'deaLt with the affairs ofistatutory~retigious or
welfare bodtes.- However, in 1994~95, 8 PMBs relating to matters of

expectation. that we witt be féced-with & plethora of PMBs in the
.months ahead. ' ’ '




s“ratmon and the new. LegCo and that I weLcome 1deas on how
=cat1au beiueen us_can.be,1mproved Qne of the issues. f wouLd

- _'.d and whether 1t needs to be ad1usted to take account of LegCO
_fwembers own priorities. I would express the hope that we will be
abLe to move forward by consensus wherever possible, with LegCo
:Q.broadty ready to give #ts . support to the Government's.programme and
. the Adm1n1stratmon taking as much account as ¥t can of LegCo's
“views while ensuexng that: the wider interests of the people of Hong
Kong are safeguarded. §




.t members of the new LegCo to ExCo. During the Llast LegCo
an& the etection campaign, there were a number of -
: stions that this would. improve communication between ExCo and
‘Legﬁa and thus_reduaanth& tiketihood of con?&1ct when LegmsLat1ve
'};or f1nanc1a[ proposals were put .to LegCo.




'from g.3 fferent p:chtt1caL partTes and that they wouLd not join if
they were ebtvg&d to. fotlow the rules of confzdent1at1ty and’

Five: essmn,s»'tbmhtx. Once again, their posxt*ron may become
' meet them next week.

16 . There .are, of course, other ways of 1mprov1ng commun1cat1ons
'between the executive and the legislative. In 1992, I.suggested, the )
establishment of & Government-LegCo Committee. This was rejected by -§
LegCo largely because they could not agree on how they should be §
represented an:¥t. Even now, there are mixed views from Legislators R
. on this. proposat, accerding to media accounts. But there is a '
"w1despread feeling that communication needs to be improved. I

'prepose in my Policy Address to make 1t clear .that the
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administratioﬁ wants to establish a ¢l

| ose relationship with LegCo,
and that we are open to any jdeas abou

‘t how thi;'can best be done.
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