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ABSTRACT

This paper investigates the contributing factors leading to the rise in level of protest in
Hong Kong between the years of 1997 and 2017. I posited that the independent variables
“grievances,” “efficacy,” and “identity” contributed to this increase. Data gathered from opinion
polls suggest that “grievances” and “identity” are correlated with the increase in protest. Data
gathered from South China Morning Post indicate no significant trend in “efficacy” but analysis
of recent major protests in Hong Kong suggest a possibility of an increase. Qualitative analysis
of all the data in relation to the variables suggests that “grievances” and “identity” did contribute
to the rise in protest, and that the link between “efficacy” and the protests is inconclusive.
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Chapter 1
Introduction
In the last century, social movements have accomplished a great deal. The civil rights
movement of 1960’s America led to the end of racial segregation policies. Arab Spring led to
widespread demonstrations in 2010 to 2012 and even outright revolt in countries such as Libya
and Syria.1 All corners of the world have experienced some form of social unrest and agitation in
the last hundred years. However, this paper will focus on a specific example of social movements:
Hong Kong. Protests in Hong Kong have been increasing over the past twenty years, from 2,000
per year in 1997 to over 13,000 in 2016. This paper will focus on the causes of that increase. In
this section, I will examine some of the reasons that social scientists have theorized as being
responsible for driving people to protest, and discuss how these reasons relate to the situation in
Hong Kong.
The term “social movement” encompasses a wide spectrum of activities such as protests,
boycotts, riots, and even revolution. However, social movements are distinct from other political
actions by its tendency to adopt an anti-institutional stance and its “disruptive” politics. Social
movements avoid working within the system (running for office, casting votes, or political
campaigning), and instead employ unconventional ways to bring about change. These
unconventional methods sometimes carry personal risks to participants in the form of violence,
arrest, or ostracization.2
Social scientists have posited many theories for the main factors that contribute to social
movements. Terminology varies from source to source so the factors listed below are curated to
best represent the concepts they refer to. The list below is by no means an exhaustive one;
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researchers have brought many other theoretical factors forth but I chose the ones below for their
relevance to the paper.

Grievances
Also known as “injustices,” grievance theories focus on the object of protest. Grievances
can be anything from an unpopular law to corporate malpractice. Grievances represents the most
basic impetus for social action; there would be no social movements if there were nothing to
oppose. Some social scientists add another layer of nuance when referring to grievances. Gamson
emphasizes the emotional component of what he calls “injustices”: “The injustice component
refers to the moral indignation…This is not merely a cognitive or intellectual judgment about what
is equitable, but is what cognitive scientists call ‘hot cognition’-one that is laden with emotion.3
Other proponents of grievance theory focus on the specific dynamics of the grievances
themselves. Folger popularized the theory of “relative deprivation (RD),” a state of inequity in
which a person compares his current situation with a past standard, the situation of another, or an
abstract notion of equity.4 For the average Hong Kong citizen, individual livelihood has been an
increasingly prominent issue. Hong Kong’s GINI index, a measure of income inequality, continues
to rise.5 According to relative deprivation theory, this inequity in wealth may provide a partial
catalyst for social movements. In the political realm, Hong Kong has been denied universal
suffrage on a number of occasions, and the most recent reform package has been considered by
some to be “fake democracy.”6 Another approach to grievance theory explores the relationship
between group grievances and individual grievances. Political and economic issues compound to
create an intertwined grievance. Hong Kong citizens have long decried the existence of “functional
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constituencies,” a small voting body comprised of industry representatives from different sectors
of Hong Kong economy that elects half of the legislative council. Not only do Hong Kongers lack
the ability to elect half of their legislative council, the ones who do have this ability are the same
elites at the other side of the growing income inequality.7 All these issues will be explored further
in the discussion section. Guimond and Dube studied the distinction between “fraternal relative
deprivation” and “egoistic relative deprivation.” Fraternal RD refers to an inequity in society that
faces a certain subset of the overall population. For instance, a fraternal relative deprivation in the
United States would be the disproportionate killing of African Americans by the police compared
to the general populace.8 Guimond and Dube’s research suggests that fraternal RD is an especially
important variable to consider when studying participation in social movements. Double relative
deprivation is a concept that bridges egoistic RD and fraternal RD. An individual experiences
double RD if he experiences both egoistic RD and fraternal RD. For example, a member of an
ethnic minority might notice that he is passed over for promotion in the workplace despite having
better qualifications than his ethnic majority colleagues who do receive promotions. He might also
be aware that ethnic discrimination is a common issue in the workplace. If he holds both of these
experiences, proponents of double relative deprivation theory contend that he is more likely to
engage in social action.9

Efficacy
While grievance theory was popular for a time, it was challenged by researchers who did
not think the existence of injustice was enough to drive people to collective action. Many injustices
exist in the world, but not every instance of injustice leads to a social movement. One supplement
to grievance theory is efficacy theory. In the context of social movements, efficacy is the judgment

4
of the individual on whether or not it is possible to bring about change by participating in protest.10
Gamson argues that the most important aspect of efficacy is agency. In other words, to the
individual, what is most important is not that change is possible, it is that he can bring about
change.11 Bandura divides efficacy into group efficacy and political efficacy. The former refers to
the ability of a group of people to engage in collective action for a specific goal. The latter is the
ability of the group, in its activities, to actually bring about change. These two factors combined
constitute an individual’s overall perception of efficacy.12 The relationship between efficacy and
the likelihood that a person participates in a social movement is fairly simple. The more a person
believes that participation in a social movement will bring about a positive result, the more likely
he is to participate.13 The difficult aspect of discussing efficacy is the question of how to best
measure it. A survey that asks respondents about their personal opinions on the likelihood of social
movements to succeed is one way of measuring efficacy.
Efficacy is also related to certain logistical and societal factors. McCarthy and Zald focused
on the availability of resources for social movements as a predictor on whether or not they would
occur. 14 McAdam focused on political opportunity, that is, the timespan in which a social
movement is likely to garner popular support due to political factors. For Hong Kongers, the
perception of efficacy should not be different from other people. Rather, it is the circumstances
that create the sense of efficacy that are unique to Hong Kong. In retrospect, these concepts seem
obvious: people protest when they think they can accomplish change, when they possess the
resources, and when the timing is right. Indeed these concepts in theory are rather straightforward,
but in reality, the difficulty lies in quantifying efficacy, resource availability, and political
opportunity. When I discuss efficacy as it relates to social movements in Hong Kong, I will not
attempt to measure perceptions of efficacy directly through survey results. Instead, I will analyze
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events and circumstances that might lead to feelings of efficacy. With this method, I hope to create
an effective proxy for efficacy by measuring factors that contribute to it. Broadly, I will attempt to
gauge the “political opportunity” and “external efficacy” aspects of efficacy. I will elaborate
further on the exact methods and measures in the Research Design chapter.

Identity
The final important group of theories I will discuss is the concept of “identity.” “Identity”
refers to an individual’s perception that he or she belongs to some form of group, be it political,
social, or economic. Identity theory first came to the forefront of social movement research in the
1980s when social scientists began to doubt that grievance theories and efficacy theories were
sufficient to explain participation in social movements.15 Multiple studies have shown that the
degree to which an individual identifies with a group positively correlates with the likelihood that
he will protest on behalf of that group.16 Gamson refers to the importance of identity in social
movements by placing emphasis on the “Us vs. them” mentality.17 Ellemers and Yzerbyt focus on
how identity’s relation with participation in social movements follows a logical progression.
Increased identification with a group leads to an increased perception of similarity and “shared
destiny” with that group. Once an individual feels that issues affecting a group also will affect him,
due to his membership in that group, the more motivated he will be to act on behalf of that group.
Identity also relates back to some concepts in grievance theory: fraternal relative
deprivation and double relative deprivation depend on the strength of the individual’s association
with a certain group or identity. Indeed, many studies have found significant correlation between
the level of identification a person has with a group and the likelihood that he would protest on
behalf of the group.18 For identity to play a part in social movements, the group must become
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politicized. First, members that identify with a group acknowledge that they share a number of
grievances. Next, some external enemy is blamed for the ills of the group and some form of
compensation is demanded.19
Identity is very important in the discussion of Hong Kong social movements. Recently,
localism has been increasing in popularity and some Hong Kong citizens even seek independence
from China.20 Central to the localist movement is the idea of a “Hong Konger” identity. Most of
the Hong Kong population consists of immigrants and descendants of immigrants from the
mainland. This means they are technically ethnically Chinese.21 However, a host of factors that go
beyond the scope of this paper has contributed to an increased identification with the “Hong
Konger” identity. I will discuss how I will measure this increased identification and the
relationship between this increase and the increase in protests.

Conclusion
All three of the factors presented in this section can be related to the main topic of this
paper: the rise in level of protest in Hong Kong over the years 1997-2017. In the rest of this paper,
I will explore the history of Hong Kong as a British Colony, then as a Special Administrative
Region of China. This historical overview will be focused on events that gave rise to social
movements and the response of the colonial authority or regional government to these movements.
I will also attempt to relate the factors discussed in this chapter, “grievances,” “efficacy,” and
“identity,” to each social movemen
1
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Chapter 2
Hong Kong Under the United Kingdom

Figure 1: Map of Colonial Hong Kong | Source: CIA World Factbook
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Introduction
In this chapter, I will discuss the history of Hong Kong as a British Crown Colony, placing
special emphasis on social movements. When discussing each social movement, I will analyze
them based on “grievances,” “efficacy,” and “identity.” This period of Hong Kong history
stretches from the acquisition of Hong Kong Island by the British from the Qing Empire in 1841
to the transfer of sovereignty to China in 1997. While this chapter will emphasize social
movements, it will also include other events to create a more complete view of Hong Kong history.
The first instances of social movements in Hong Kong began in the 1860s with a number
of strikes conducted by various types of manual laborer. The “grievances” expressed by these
social movements were primarily economic in nature. Beginning with the anti-French boycott in
1884, Hong Kong social movements began to adopt a proto-ethno nationalist attitude. The 1905
and 1908 boycotts of American and Japanese goods were also spurred on by attitudes of ethnic
solidarity, as I will explain in this chapter. Various secret societies were founded in Hong Kong
during the late 1890s and early 1900s with the purpose of “revitalizing” China. After the World
Wars, the last major social movement in Hong Kong before the handover was the 1967 proCommunist riots, incited by agents from the mainland. It can be understood by reading this chapter
and the following one that social movements in Hong Kong have followed a similar pattern.
“Grievances,” “efficacy,” and “identity” still played major roles in the movements, but were
distinct from the “grievances,” “efficacy,” and “identity” of movements after the handover.
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Hong Kong’s Acquisition by the British
Hong Kong held little significance to the Chinese mainland prior to its acquisition by the
British Crown. While the present day Special Administrative Region encompasses two major
islands and a swath of territory on the mainland, the name “Hong Kong” originally referred to only
the island as seen in the map above. 22 For most of the island’s history, it remained sparsely
inhabited and barren. Pirates, fisher folk, and refugees made Hong Kong their home over the years
but when the British arrived in the early 1830’s, the island was little more than a rock in the Pearl
River Delta.23
For millennia, trade has flowed from the southern Chinese coastline and the South China
Sea. Important trade ports such as Canton, Fuzhou, Chaozhou flourished by trading with Southeast
Asian kingdoms and India.24 The port of Canton became the center for trade for merchants from
other smaller ports.25 Western traders first established a base of operations in 1557 when the Ming
Dynasty leased the territory of Macau to Portuguese traders. 26 Over a century later in 1654, the
Portuguese permitted the British East India Company to land at Macau.27 By this time the Ming
Dynasty had collapsed to Manchu invaders from the Northeast, who then established the Qing
Dynasty. In 1771, the British finally were given permission to establish a trading post in Canton.28
While this came as a welcome change, the British East India Company still lacked a base of trade
to call its own; it had to share the port of Canton with dozens of other trading companies.
In August 1834, the British Superintendent of Trade, Lord Napier, suggested that it would
be in Britain’s interest to take control of Hong Kong Island.29 Two years later, English-language
newspaper, The Canton Register, stated that if the British were to establish any port on the southern
Chinese coast, it should be on Hong Kong Island and it should enjoy the status of a free port.30
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Furthermore, the Register argued that Hong Kong’s deep-water ports made them superior to the
shallow water ports possessed by the Portuguese.31
In 1839, Britain would have its opportunity to take Hong Kong with the outbreak of the
First Opium War. Along with silver, tea and other commodities, Opium, a potent recreational drug
made from poppy seeds, also flowed through the southern ports. 32 For years the Opium trade
flourished. In 1838 however, the Qing Daoguang Emperor demanded that something be done to
stem the flow of opium into the Empire.33 By this time, the number of opium addicts had reached
the millions. Scholar Lin Zexu was appointed by the Emperor to eradicate the Opium trade and in
1839; he seized Opium stockpiles directly from trade ships and warehouses. 34 British Trading
company ships engaged in small skirmishes with Qing junks, but the war did not begin in earnest
until 1840, when a Royal Navy contingent arrived off the coast of Canton, demanding
compensation for the seized Opium. Qing officials refused the demand.35
The Qing Fleet was outclassed by the British Navy and the First Opium war ended in a
swift victory for the British with the signing of the Treaty of Nanking on August 29, 1842. The
treaty’s terms favored the victorious British and included a number of lopsided provisions. The
Qing were forced to open four ports, Xiamen, Fuzhou, Ningbo, and Shanghai, to foreign trade.
They were also required to pay 6 million silver taels to the British in compensation for the
destroyed Opium, 3 million for the debt that the Hong Kong merchants owed their British
counterparts, and 12 million in war reparations. Most importantly, at least for our purposes, Hong
Kong Island was ceded in perpetuity to the British.36
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Early Colonial Development
In reality, Hong Kong had been in British hands since early 1841, when Captain Charles
Elliott, sent by Foreign Minister Lord Palmerston as a Plenipotentiary, signed the Convention of
Chuenpi with his Qing counterpart Commissioner Qishan. 37 Both Elliott and Qishan were
dismissed by their superiors after news of the deal spread to their respective governments. At the
time, Hong Kong had an estimated population of 5,000 and no significant structures or towns. In
any case, the island was now under full control of the British and work began to develop it into a
lucrative trading port. British forces landed on January 26th 1841, and on February 2nd Elliott
proclaimed that Hong Kong would be a free port.38 Goods entering and exiting Hong Kong would
not be subject to any import or export tariffs. Soon after this declaration, immigrants from
Guangdong province traveled to Hong Kong and settled on the islands beaches and hills.39 Within
a year, the population of Hong Kong had swelled to 15,000, 12,361 of who were Chinese.40
In February 1842, the British Superintendent of Trade, Henry Pottinger, moved the
superintendence from Macau to Hong Kong. Pottinger noted that the colony was developing
rapidly, citing the arrival of merchants from Canton and Macau and the construction of
warehouses, wharves, and private residences. By 1843, twelve large British firms had made the
island their home. Many Chinese business owners also relocated their businesses from Macau to
Hong Kong, following the migration of the British. By December 1845, the colony had grown
considerably, as noted by Robert Fortune, a visiting Scottish Botanist:
“When I left China, at the end of December, 1845, it had made most rapid progress; new
houses and even new streets had risen as if by magic. Some noble government buildings were
nearly completed, to be used as barracks for the soldiers; excellent and substantial houses were
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erected, or in the course of erection, for the merchants; and a large Chinese town had been built to
the westward, for the principal part of the Chinese population.41
This rapid expansion could not have been attained without the availability of local laborers.
All major infrastructure and buildings on the island were constructed by the local Chinese labor
force. The relationship between the local Chinese population and their Colonial masters has been
of great interest to historians over the years. It is generally accepted that the Colonial Government’s
main interest was commercial. As such, the view of the Chinese by the Hong Kong administration
was one of indifference. For their part, the Chinese also tended to keep to themselves in their own
communities. Steve Tsang, noted scholar on Hong Kong, remarked:
“The

colonial

government

maintained

minimal

contact

with

the

native

population...Although the British policy of ‘benevolent neglect implied that the government did
very little for the Chinese, it also meant the government was not oppressive.”42
However, why would Chinese workers accept employment from a foreign power that had
just defeated their nation in a humiliating war? There are a number of possible explanations, some
of which attribute this willingness to purely economic reasons. Work is work, who or what puts
food on the table is of little concern to the average day laborer. Chinese contractors were also
rewarded handsomely for their work. Three prominent Chinese businessmen in the Hong Kong
community, Loo Aqui, Tam Achoy, Kwok Acheong achieved their status by working with the
British. Both Tam and Loo received valuable plots of land for their services. Contemporary
Chinese writers deemed these men and those like them “Hanjian”(Han traitors). Loo and Kwok,
however, were of the Tanka ethnic minority. Tanka were considered outcasts by the rest of Han
society and working with the British afforded them social mobility.43
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Unrest in the Mid to Late 19th Century
For China, the First Opium War was only the beginning of over a century of death,
destruction, and chaos. Deemed the “century of humiliation” by many Chinese historians, this
period encompasses several rebellions, civil wars, and foreign invasions. The specifics of this
period with regards to China is an extensive topic for another paper. However, what goes on in the
mainland inevitably affects Hong Kong, and as such in this section, I will examine the effect of
major events in the Century of Humiliation and their bearing on the island in question. I will also
look at the evolving role of Hong Kong with respect to the British Empire.
The first major disaster to afflict the Qing Empire after the First Opium War was the
devastating Taiping Rebellion. Led by a man who thought he was the younger brother of Jesus
Christ, the rebellion claimed 20-30 million lives in its 21-year span. While the rebellion disrupted
the neutral colony, thousands of refugees arrived on its shores, bolstering the population. Between
1848 and 1855, the population of Hong Kong grew threefold from 24,000 to 72,000. The island’s
role as trade port also increased during this time, quadrupling in gross weight from 1848 to 1856.44
In late 1856, hostilities broke out once again between the British and the Qing. The French
also joined the war when Christian Missionary Auguste Chapdelaine was executed in the chaos of
the Taiping Rebellion.45 Hong Kong became an important staging ground for the Anglo-French
joint expeditionary force. So close to the mainland, the island offered the western navies easy
access to attack Canton. When hostilities ceased in 1860 with the Convention of Beijing, District
1 of Kowloon was ceded to the British, adding a foothold on the mainland for the Crown Colony.46
The overall effect of the treaty however, was that Hong Kong was rendered redundant. Among the
other stipulations in the treaty was the opening of 11 more ports for trade, as well as foreign access
to the interior of China and navigational rights on the Yangtze. These factors detracted from the
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economic role of Hong Kong.47 Trade shifted from the south of China towards the east. Shanghai
became the new exciting destination for foreign businessmen.
Before the Convention of Beijing, Hong Kong had served a diplomatic role as well; the
governor of the island acted as diplomat on behalf of the British Crown when dealing with the
mainland. The treaty terms allowed for a British legation in Beijing itself, nullifying the need for
Hong Kong’s governor to act as crown diplomat.
Hong Kong did remain an important naval base for the British. Before 1898, the Crown
Colony was the sole British naval base in China. Even when trade and diplomatic functions moved
elsewhere after the Second Opium War, Hong Kong remained the only port in China that Royal
Navy ships could dock at year round. Hong Kong retained Hong Kong retained its importance as
a staging and housing ground for soldiers that needed to be shipped to other parts of China.48

The Rise of Chinese Nationalism
In the years following the war, the main objective of Hong Kong’s British governors was
to reduce crime in the colony and maintain social stability.49 While it was true that in the early
days of the colony the government made little attempts to interact with the Chinese population, the
rising crime rate proved an increasing challenge for the administration to control. First among the
major disturbances of social order in Hong Kong after 1860 was the Cargo Coolie Strike of 1872.
Attempting to control the lodging of coolie workers, the colonial administration levied a fee on
landlords for every ten coolies they housed.50 The landlords incited the coolies to strike by telling
them the colonial authority was trying to levy a poll tax on each coolie. Soon enough, almost every
cargo coolie had joined in on the strike. The strikes proved devastating to trade flowing through
the port; there was nobody available to load and unload cargo ship. Trade in the colony ground to
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a standstill before the Chinese merchant elite was able to negotiate a deal between the colonial
administration and the coolies. In this example, one can see social movement theories at work. The
“grievances” held by the participants were the increased fees levied on their landlords (that their
landlords would then pass on to them). The strike started relatively small on the first day, but at
the height of the demonstrations, over 19,000 coolies had joined. While no opinion poll was
conducted on the coolies, one can conjecture that there was a “snowball effect” at work. As more
coolies joined, coolies yet to join would feel emboldened. Logically, strikes work better with more
participants. If only a few participants strike, then it is comparatively easier for their employer to
fire them and hire new coolies. As more and more coolies strike, it becomes harder and harder to
solve the problem by firing them, due to the number advantage. From the coolies’ point of view,
they might have simply felt safe to strike because of their “strength in numbers.” They also might
have recognized their crucial role in colonial commerce and how trade would suffer if they striked.
In other words, they felt a heightened sense of efficacy. As for identity, the coolies had a group
identity formed around their profession. Jung describes how coolies banded together for a common
goal:
“Thus threatened by the government housing regulation, the cargo coolies of different
dialect groups and native origins grew to perceive their common interests and purpose. They came
together to join the strike, which seriously affected the entrepot trade and commercial interests.”51
The colony would see several other protests, demonstrations and strikes before the turn
of the century, most of them economics driven.
One exception was the 1884 “insurrection” that arose due to the outbreak of the SinoFrench War. The French had taken a keen interest in Southeast Asia, particularly the Indochina
region since at least the late 1850’s. After establishing the colony of Cochin China in what is now
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Southern Vietnam, the French signed a treaty with the Vietnamese that brought Vietnam into
France’s sphere of influence. The Qing were alarmed by this development, since the Vietnamese
had long been its tributary state. Irregular forces led by ethnic Chinese minorities engaged with
French soldiers beginning in 1883. In mid-1884, the French fleet attacked Taiwan and seemed to
be making moves to attack Canton. Cantonese Chinese in both Canton and Hong Kong were
frightened by this notion. Although officially uninvolved in the war, the Hong Kong government
allowed the French to shelter in Hong Kong’s harbor and use the port as a staging ground for
attacking Canton, much as both empires did in their war against the Qing back in the late 1850’s.52
Chinese dock-workers, however, refused to repair French ships that came into port.
Beginning in mid-September 1884, dockworkers, coolies and other assorted dock personnel
participated in strikes to protest the presence of the French. Many Chinese workers refused to do
business with the French and intimidated those who did. The colonial government attempted to
control the strikes by issuing an array of fines, but this action only galvanized the workers’ will
and by the end of September, all trade, French or otherwise, ground to a halt. The strikes turned
violent in early October when coolies threw rocks and bricks at cargo boat workers attempting to
return to work. The police arrived to quell the unrest and shots were fired, leading to at least one
death. These strikes could a form nascent Chinese nationalism. Here, “grievances” and “identity”
played large roles. Even though Hong Kong Chinese were not threatened by French military
aggression themselves, their ethnic Chinese of different professions banded together to represent
their group ethnic identity Cantonese officials on the mainland distributed posters and flyers
calling upon all Chinese to assist the homeland.53
The last few years of the 19th century were eventful ones for China and by extension Hong
Kong. In 1894, the Sino-Japanese war broke out and led to a humiliating defeat of the Qing by

18

their island neighbor.54 The past half century of defeats at the hands of foreign powers as well as
the devastating Taiping rebellion created a sense of disillusionment with the Qing government
among many Chinese intelligentsia. In early 1895, a revolutionary society called the “Society to
Restore China’s Prosperity,” was founded in Hong Kong by a dozen Chinese revolutionaries, most
of them western educated. The society orchestrated a short-lived attempt to seize power in
Guangdong province. Ultimately, the society was disbanded when the coup attempt came to light
and the revolutionaries were forced to leave the colony.55 In 1898, the British Empire exploited
the Qing Dynasty’s weakness in the wake of the Sino-Japanese war to force another treaty; the
Second Convention of Beijing. This treaty added a large swath of land from the mainland as well
as nearby Lantau Island to the territory of Hong Kong. Collectively, these two tracts of land are
known as the New Territories. Hong Kong had now expanded to its current territorial extent. These
territories were leased for a period of 99 years, which ended in the 1997 handover.56
In the twilight years of the Qing Dynasty, Chinese residents of Hong Kong participated in
two major boycotts, one in 1905-1906 and the other in 1908. The 1905 boycott was against
American goods in response to the series of Chinese Exclusion Acts passed by the US government.
Motives for engaging in the boycott varied, from moral outrage to nationalism to economic; some
Chinese merchants hoped a boycott of American goods would help their own businesses. The
boycott was effective enough that many British and European businesses advertised that their
goods were manufactured in Europe and not the United States. The boycott lasted for another few
months and eventually lost momentum in early 1906. Although the boycott had ended, it
represented an important early example of civil disobedience for political goals. In any case,
another boycott was soon to come.57
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The anti-Japanese boycott of 1908 was spurred by an event known as the Tatsu Maru
incident. Qing officials seized a Japanese ship on suspicion of smuggling illegal goods. Japan
protested the seizure and demanded a formal apology and monetary compensation by the Qing.
The Chinese government at first proposed a joint investigation but quickly backed down and
agreed to the Japanese terms. This news incensed Chinese merchants in Canton, where the seizure
had taken place. The merchants collectively agreed to a boycott of Japanese goods. The boycott
soon spread to Hong Kong and other ports where Cantonese traders did business. The Tatsu Maru
incident occurred in late March; by early April, powerful commercial guilds in Hong Kong had
agreed to honor the boycott. Japanese businesses suffered greatly at the hands of the boycott and
later that month the Japanese government attempted to appease the Hong Kong merchants with a
goodwill gesture. They sent a large shipment of relief goods to the Canton viceroy to help flood
victims in Guangdong. The boycott continued however and eventually led to riots later that year.
Eventually a combination of colonial government crackdown, conciliatory measures by the
Japanese, and the destruction perpetrated by the rioters served to end the boycott in early 1909.58

Hong Kong and the Xinhai Revolution
By the turn of the century the Qing Empire was in its death throes. The once powerful
dynasty had been picked apart by foreign powers, its own corruption, and the advancement of
technology. The chaos of the falling empire had wide ranging repercussions in the surrounding
territories. Between the years 1895 and 1911, Hong Kong was the origin of no less than eight
revolution attempts. The Qing Dynasty finally died in 1912, at the conclusion of the Xinhai
revolution led by Sun Yat-sen, replaced by the Republic of China. The revolution excited the
general Chinese population of Hong Kong. A majority of them supported the revolution and
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decried the Qing Manchu government. Thousands of men cut off their queues, a long braided
hairstyle meant to symbolize subservience to the Manchu. Many volunteered to join the
revolutionaries or support them through monetary means. When alleged news (later proven false)
arrived that Beijing fell to the rebels, Hong Kong Chinese engaged in wild celebration in the streets
of the colony, setting off firecrackers and cheering loudly. Businesses of all economic sectors
contributed funds towards military action against the Qing. Workers pledged portions of their
monthly salaries towards the revolution effort and many people worked tirelessly to solicit
donations.59

Hong Kong and the World Wars
The First World War began in 1914 after the untimely assassination of Archduke Franz
Ferdinand of Austria.60 Hong Kong was thousands of miles away from the bulk of the fighting,
but not even the trade island could avoid the effects of the war. Before the outbreak of the war, the
German merchant community was seen as rivals by their British counterparts for their aggressive
business practices. The opening of hostilities between the German Reich and the British led the
colonial authorities to deport all German women and children and detain all men of military age.
German businesses were seized by authorities and liquidated. Besides this incident, the only other
effect the Great War had on Hong Kong were the wartime restrictions and embargoes Great Britain
compelled the colonial authorities to enforce.61
The interwar period was a time of growth but also a time of civil unrest for Hong
Kong. While unscathed from the fighting in the First World War as well as the turmoil occurring
on the mainland, the Chinese population still held a high degree of nationalism and anti-foreign
sentiment. At many points the splinter government in Canton encouraged the Chinese worker
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population to strike and protest. The fact that the colonial government only recognized the warlords
who held Beijing as the legitimate government in China did not help relations either. The strikes
and boycotts ended in 1927, after colonial governor Cecil Clementi negotiated terms with Canton
merchants. Relations between Hong Kong and the mainland warmed following the end of the
boycotts and the colonial government exchanged state visits with the Guangdong authority in
1928.62
In September of 1931, the Japanese invaded Manchuria to secure natural resources for its
imperial ambitions. The fighting lasted for a little over five months and the Japanese installed a
puppet government, Manchukuo, to rule over Manchuria. When news of the invasion reached
Hong Kong, the Chinese population became greatly angered. Japanese merchants and civilians
were accosted on the streets, and businesses were targeted for looting and arson. However, the
main concern in Hong Kong in the 1930’s was the slumping economy. 63 While the island was
largely unaffected during the first few years of the great depression, the island’s 1931 import and
export values were cut in half by 1935. The economy recovered gradually beginning in 1936 with
the resurgence of the Chinese economy and by 1937, the trade grew by 37 percent.64
On July 7th, 1937, Japanese soldiers stationed in Beijing clashed with the Chinese garrison
at Marco Polo Bridge, the Second Sino Japanese War had begun.65 Hong Kong’s status as a British
colony protected it for some time, as the Second World War had yet to begin. In 1938, Japanese
troops took Canton after nine days of fighting. As with previous wars, refugees started flooding
into Hong Kong to escape the Japanese onslaught. For a time the colony had trouble processing
and caring for the newcomers.66 Available housing was quickly occupied and many slept in the
streets. The population was estimated to be around 2 million by 1939. On September 1st, 1939,
Germany invaded Poland, beginning the Second World War. Britain and her allies declared war
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on the Germans and Europe prepared for another devastating war. For Hong Kong, the opening of
hostilities between Germany and Britain did not mean much at first. The Japanese had not yet
allied with the Germans and was so far preoccupied with fighting the war against China. That
situation would soon change.
On December 8th, 1941, the same morning (difference in day is accounted for by time
zone) as the surprise strike on Pearl Harbor in Hawaii, Japanese troops attacked Hong Kong. 67 A
mixed garrison of British, Indian, Canadian, and Chinese troops defended the colony. Although
the garrison fought fiercely, the mainland portion of the colony fell within a week and Hong Kong
island a week later. The colony formally surrendered on December 25th, the day which would be
dubbed “Black Christmas.”68
The Japanese occupation was brutal and many Hong Kong citizens were subject to rape
and murder by the occupiers. Many able bodied Chinese were sent by the Japanese to the mainland
to act as slave labor. As a result, the population decreased to 600,000 by 1945.69

Leadup to the Handover
After the Japanese surrender in May of 1945, Hong Kong was returned to the British. The
island had suffered greatly under the Japanese yoke and the occupiers would not be missed. For a
time, Chiang Kai-shek claimed Hong Kong in the name of the Republic of China, but backed down
to avoid alienating the United States. 70 With Hong Kong back in British hands, the colonial
authority focused its energy on rebuilding. While the British worked to reassert control over the
colony, Hong Kong remained under military government until May 1946. After the end of the war,
Hong Kong recovered rapidly thanks to the influx of skilled workers from the Republic of China,
fleeing defeat in the civil war. In the 1950’s, Hong Kong became known as one of the four “Asian
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Tiger” economies, which also included Taiwan, South Korea, and Singapore. The GDP of Hong
Kong rose from around 1 Billion USD in 1960 to 177 Billion USD in 1997. By the end of the
century, Hong Kong established itself as a world financial center.71
Despite the economic upturn, the years after World War Two saw the beginning of
mounting resentment towards British Colonial Rule. In 1956 there was a large riot in response to
the colonial government’s decision to raise fares for the Star Ferry service. The riots lasted three
nights and led to one death, a dozen injuries and over 1,800 arrests. The following year saw an
even larger riot. The 1967 Hong Kong riots began as small demonstrations by pro-communist trade
unions and quickly erupted into full scale riots that lasted over six months. The Hong Kong Police
Force was mobilized and a curfew established. Leftist organizations clashed with police and by
the end of the riots, 53 people had died, several hundred injured and almost 2,000 arrested.72
As the end of the 99 year lease for much of Hong Kong’s territory approached, elements
in the mainland government began pressuring for reunification. In secret talks held in 1982, then
Chairman Deng Xiaoping made it clear to British Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher that China
would begin “recovery” of Hong Kong with or without the consent of the British. In 1984, the two
nations issued a joint declaration outlining the Kong populace over what would happen under
Beijing rule. Among the stipulations contained in the declaration were policies that the PRC would
adopt towards Hong Kong.73 Notably, these provisions would ensure a high level of sovereignty
for Hong Kong except in foreign affairs and defense, that all government officials would be locals,
and that the free port status given by the British would be maintained. Overall, the declaration gave
the island a large degree of autonomy that would last for at least fifty years after the handover. The
Chinese also worked with Hong Kong officials to draft a “basic law” that would essentially serve
as the Hong Kong constitution.74
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In 1989, the Tiananmen Square Protests gripped the attention of Hong Kong. Many Hong
Kongers felt compelled to support the protests in whatever way they could. Some flew to Beijing
to join the protests in person while others staged local protests of their own. The violent end to the
protests shocked the island and 150,000 people attended a candlelight vigil the following year in
honor of the fallen protesters. The vigil continues to be held every year.75
In 1995, with the handover looming, then Governor Chris Patten issued hurried democratic
reforms, much to the chagrin of Beijing officials. He expanded the membership of the legislative
council that were to be directly elected, and it was the last time that Pro-democracy council
members held a majority.
The handover occurred on July 1st 1997 in a televised ceremony. In the years leading up
to the handover, many Hong Kong citizens fled the island, fearing Chinese rule. Over a thirteenyear time period from the issuing of the Joint Declaration to the handover, over a million Hong
Kongers emigrated from the island. They landed in Canada, the UK, and the US. Over 150 years
after the first Union Jack was raised over the island, Hong Kong was in Chinese hands.76

Conclusion
Hong Kong’s tenure as British Colony lasted 156 years. Throughout most of its history,
Hong Kong’s main importance to the British was economic. The trade that flowed through the port
made many a British merchant rich. The story of Hong Kong’s establishment as a colony was
almost mythicized by the British. They portrayed the island as a barren rock, which through the
good governance and sense of the British, became a thriving metropolis.77
As with many of Britain’s colonies, the actual percentage of British people in the
population was miniscule. In the 1941 census of Hong Kong island and Kowloon, persons of
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British descent constituted only 0.55% of the 1,444,337 inhabitants while Chinese people
constituted 98%.78 The vast majority of Hong Kongers were ethnically Chinese, and this fact help
shape the colony’s history. It can be seen over the years that many Chinese residents of Hong Kong
shared nationalistic feelings or at least ethnic solidarity to the Chinese on the mainland. When
foreign powers exploited China, Chinese Hong Kongers organized boycotts, strikes, and protests.
When Chinese revolutionaries overthrew the Qing, Hong Kongers went wild in celebration. This
historical precedent of political and social activism is important, since it allows us to see that the
protests and demonstrations in favor of democracy after the handover are not without precedence;
they are part of a long tradition of civil disobedience.
It should be understood after reading this chapter that social movements in Hong Kong
during its tenure as a British Colony were still governed by “grievances,” “efficacy,” and
“identity.” The difference between protests before the handover and protests after largely lies in
the variety of “grievances” being expressed, how “efficacy” was achieved, and what kind of
“identity” people rallied around. For many of the social movements before the handover, the main
“grievances” were that ethnic Chinese on the mainland were being exploited or oppressed by
foreign powers. The 1884 anti-French riots, the 1905 anti-American boycotts and the 1908 antiJapanese boycotts were all examples of ethnic Chinese in Hong Kong rallying against foreign
powers in order to help Chinese on the mainland. This also has bearing on their “identity.” Hong
Kong Chinese identified enough with those on the mainland to protest on their behalf, which is a
marked difference from modern Hong Kong identity, which is rather distinct from mainland
Chinese identity, as I will discuss in later chapters. Finally, “efficacy” was achieved through
economic means. Workers joined strikes as a form of financial pressure on their employers;
merchants and consumers boycotted goods from certain countries to protest their treatment of
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China. This is different from recent protests, which were largely processions and demonstrations
intended only to voice complaints to the government. In the next chapter I will explore the recent
history of Hong Kong after the handover and discuss the “grievances,” “efficacy,” and “identity”
of the protests then.
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Chapter 3
Hong Kong After the Handover

Figure 2: View of Hong Kong Island from Kowloon| Source: Wikimedia Commons

Introduction
In this chapter, I will discuss Hong Kong’s history as a Special Administrative Region of
the People’s Republic of China. This period starts with the handover in 1997 and continues until
present day, but this chapter will only discuss until 2017. As with the previous chapter, I will focus
on social movements and the three factors: “grievances,” “efficacy,” and “identity.”

29

Social movements following the handover changed in a number of ways. While movements
for economic reasons, such as strikes, still occurred in Hong Kong, major protests had a different
set of “grievances,” “efficacy,” and “identity” factors. The main grievances that drove major
protests in Hong Kong after the handover were government policies. According to the Sino-British
Joint Declaration, China is supposed to work towards implementing democracy in Hong Kong. 79
While a timetable was not set, the Hong Kong populace grew impatient for “full democracy” and
protested against many reform proposals that did not change enough. Examples of this are the 2005
and 2014 protests against those year’s reform proposals. “Efficacy” was also different in these
protests. A great number of protesters were students, who lack the clout to effect change through
economic pressure like workers on strike. “Identity” was the most drastic change compared to
social movements before the handover. While the nature of movements such as the 1884 antiFrench boycott, the 1905 anti-American boycott, and the 1908 anti-Japanese boycott show clearly
that Hong Kongers identified enough with ethnic Chinese on the mainlander to act on their behalf.
In modern Hong Kong, Hong Kong citizens increasingly identify as “Hong Konger” instead of
“Chinese” (I will discuss this trend in the data analysis chapter).
After reading this chapter, readers should understand the political climate and context that
gave birth to major protests such as the article 23 protests in 2003, the reform bill protests in 2005,
and the “Umbrella Protests” in 2014.

Tung Chee-hwa’s First Term (1996-2001)
In December 1996, Hong Kong held its first Chief Executive Election in preparation for
the handover. Under the provisions of the 1984 Sino-British joint declaration, the Chief Executive
would be selected by “elections held locally or consultations.”80 However, the declaration did not
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specify what sort of elections would need to take place. In November, the mainland organized
Preparatory Committee of the Hong Kong Special Administrative Region created the 400 member
Selection Committee by which the Chief Executive would be selected. Local businessman,
shipping tycoon, and Beijing favorite for the position Tung Chee-hwa won the election with 320
votes. On December 21, the 60-member provisional legislative council was selected. The prodemocracy party boycotted the election and thus received no seats.81
The first few years of the Tung administration were fraught with crises. In December 1996,
the H5N1 avian flu virus hit Hong Kong. The government resorted to culling 1.2 million chickens
in order to contain the spread of the virus.82 The very next month, two large Hong Kong based
conglomerates, Peregrine Investment Holdings and CA Pacific Finance liquidated their assets due
to financial difficulty from the Asian Financial crisis.83 Over the next few months, the island’s
economy sunk into recession. By May of 1998, the real GDP growth had turned negative, shocking
the public, who was used to positive growth even in times of financial difficulty. 84 Despite its
history of non-intervention, the Hong Kong government intervened twice in the economy during
the financial crisis: once to protect the Hong Kong dollar from devaluation and once to buy large
amounts of shares to keep the stock market afloat.85 The government was moderately successful
in both regards. The Hong Kong dollar did not devalue, whereas other freely traded Asian
currencies did significantly. 86 The government’s massive purchase of shares did manage to
preserve the stock market, but brokers complained that the intervention was excessive.87
The years 1999 and 2000 contained a few minor troubles and some moderately significant
events for Hong Kong. A debate on the right of abode for mainlanders with Hong Kong parentage
led to months of debate.88 The right of abode debate revolved around the question of whether who
could legally live in Hong Kong. Initially, Hong Kong courts granted right of abode to anyone
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whose parents had permanent residency. This decision would have allowed an estimated 300,000
mainlanders the right to live in Hong Kong. The Hong Kong government, fearful of a rapid influx
of mainlanders seeking residency, requested that the Central Chinese government reinterpret the
basic law and overturn the court decision. This caused a controversy in which Hong Kong lawyers
questioned the degree of independence of the courts and the feasibility of “one country, two
system.” In 2000, Tung’s administration reached a deal with Walt Disney Corp for the construction
of a Disneyland in Hong Kong, scheduled to open in 2005.89 The right of abode controversy would
continue into 2000 with an arson at the Immigration department, killing a senior immigration
official. The arsonists were identified as right of abode seekers from the mainland.90

Tung Chee-Hwa’s Second Term (2002-2005)
In 2001, Tung announced his intention to run for a second term as chief executive. He
received 714 nominations of the 800 members of the new election committee set up in 1998. Since
nominees had to secure at least 100 nominations and committee members were limited to one
nomination, Tung won his second term uncontested.91 Shortly after his reelection, Tung unveiled
his so-called “accountability system.” The new system would make 11 Bureau directors and 3
secretaries of department political appointments by the Chief Executive. All ministers would also
join the executive council, which was headed by the Chief Executive. Pro-democracy advocates
harshly criticized the new system as an obvious power grab by Tung.92
Tung’s declining popularity due to the financial crisis as well as the avian flu took its
biggest hit in 2003 with the Article 23 controversy. Article 23 of the Hong Kong basic law
stipulates that the Hong Kong government is obligated to enact laws to protect national security of
the PRC. 93 In late 2002, the mainland government urged Hong Kong to pass a new batch of
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national security laws specifically targeting subversion. Some important points of the new law
were that the Hong Kong government would have the power to ban any organization already
banned in the mainland without an independent investigation. The law also carried maximum life
sentences for the crimes of sedition, subversion, and treason. On July 1st 2003, the fifth anniversary
of the handover, as many as 500,000 protesters paraded through the streets to demonstrate against
the proposed law.94 In this protest, the “grievances” were clear: the proposed bill was seen as
violating individual rights and making the regional government an agent of enforcement of the
central Chinese government.95 Five days later, James Tien, head of the pro-government and probusiness liberal party, resigned from his post in the executive council and urged all members of
the liberal Party in the legislative council to vote to postpone the bill. Another 10 days later,
Secretary for Security Regina Ip and Financial Secretary Anthony Leung resigned. Finally, on
September 5, 2003, Tung announced that he would withdraw the bill.96
Tung Chee-hwa’s popularity never recovered from the Article 23 controversy and suffered
another hit when Chinese President Hu Jintao publically scolded Tung in December 2004 for his
poor performance as chief executive. 97 Three months later on March 10, 2005, Tung formally
announced his resignation, citing health reasons.98

Donald Tsang’s First Term (2005-2007)
Following Tung’s resignation, his vice chief executive Donald Tsang ran in the special
election for chief executive. Tsang ran completely unopposed, garnering 674 nominations from
the 800 nominating committee members.99 A few months after assuming office, Tsang proposed
his first major policy item in October: electoral reform for both the chief executive and the
legislative council. The proposal would increase the nominating committee membership from 800
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to 1600; in the process adding all 529 district councilors to the committee. In addition, ten more
seats would be added to the legislative council, five of which would be open to anyone and elected
by geographical constituency and five of which would be appointed by the district councilors in
an internal election. Overall, the reform package was modest. In adding the 529 district councilors
to the electoral committee, the reform package could be seen as moving towards democracy. Since
approximately 400 of the district councilors were elected by direct popular vote, those 400
councilors in turn nominating and voting for a chief executive could be seen as a sort of “trickle
up democracy.”100
Pro-democracy legislative council members were not pleased with the reform package,
accusing Tsang of “betraying the public.” The opposition also noted that the proposal did not
indicate a timetable for moving towards universal suffrage, something the pro-democracy party
had long called for.101 The legislative council voted the reform plan down on December 21st, 2005,
arguing that the proposal did not represent a move towards full democracy.102
Tsang would go on to serve the rest of Tung’s term (until 2007) and then announced his
intention to seek reelection. Despite the failure of the reform proposal, Tsang still enjoyed majority
support from the Election Committee winning the election 649 to 123 against opponent Alan
Leong.103 Tsang’s second term would start with his “five year blueprint,” a policy outline that
mirrored the mainland’s five year plans. The lengthy proposal outlined various ways in which the
Hong Kong government could promote economic and social growth in the following five years.104
In the realm of government, Tsang attempted to enhance Tung Chee-hwa’s Accountability System
with his new Political Appointment system. Under the system, the Chief Executive would be given
the power to appoint junior ministers to serve under the ones currently in the executive council.
Ostensibly, this was to “foster political talent” and “promote government efficiency.”105
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Donald Tsang’s Second Term (2007-2012)
Tsang ran for re-election in 2007 against pan-democrat backed Alan Leong. This election
was the first in which there were two candidates from different parties running against one another.
Tsang would have another go at electoral reform in 2009. His new proposal was very similar to
the one rejected in 2005, with a few slight changes. The increase in membership of the election
committee would be to 1,200 instead of to 1,600 seats. The five new seats in the legislative council
selected from among the district councilors in an internal election as per the old reform proposal
would instead be selected by direct election from the district councilors by their constituents. The
200-vote nomination threshold was reduced to 150, although the total amount of election
committee members would increase only to 1,200 instead of 1,600 so the overall percentage of
nominations needed did not change. Again missing from this proposal was a pathway to eventual
universal suffrage. 106 After three days of contentious debate, the legislative council garnered
enough support to pass the proposal with a two-thirds majority. Moderate democrats applauded
the move as a good step forward for Hong Kong democracy while their more radical colleagues
argued that it was not nearly enough.107
In his last year in office, Tsang became embroiled in a corruption scandal in which he was
implicated in a number of kickbacks and payouts. He was not convicted of the charges while in
office but the investigation by the Independent Commission Against Corruption had already begun
when he stepped down.108
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Leung Chun-ying (2012-2017)
After the end of Tsang’s incumbency, the 2012 election saw pro-Beijing politicians Leung
Chun-ying run and former chief secretary Henry Tang run against each other and pro-democracy
politician Albert Ho. Tang was an early front-runner until he admitted marital infidelity. Leung
eventually won out with 689 votes; Tang received 285, and Ho 76.109 Leung’s administration was
rocked by controversy early in his incumbency. In an initiative started by Donald Tsang’s
administration, Leung sought to implement a new curriculum for Hong Kong public schools
starting in 2013. The new curriculum, dubbed “moral and national education” was criticized as
being biased in favor of China’s mode of government. Pro-democracy activists and politicians
accused the curriculum as the mainland government’s attempt to brainwash an impressionable
younger generation of Hong Kongers. 110 An estimated 90,000 protesters (32,000 by police
estimates) took to the streets on July 29th 2012 to demonstrate against the new curriculum. 111
Protests continued for several months until Leung withdrew the revised 2015 deadline for
implementing the curriculum. Protesters were not satisfied and demanded that the curriculum be
withdrawn entirely.112 As of 2017, the curriculum had not been implemented, but it had also not
been scrapped entirely, according to the education minister.113
The CCP Standing Committee ruled in 2007 that while the closest election in 2012 was not
to be carried out by universal suffrage, the elected Chief Executive could submit a report to the
CCP on amending the electoral method. This decision in essence opened the way for the Hong
Kong government to petition the CCP for democracy.114 Before such electoral reforms were to
happen, the Hong Kong government first had to submit a consultation report to the central
government. On October 17th 2013, Chief Executive C.Y Leung ordered the creation of a task
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force to oversee the consultations. After five months of debate, Leung published the consultation
report in July 2014.
As early as March of 2013, there were murmurs that the central government would
somehow attempt to derail or otherwise stymie the development of democracy in Hong Kong. On
March 24th, Qiao Xiaoyang, chairman of the law committee of the Standing Committee issued a
statement that any candidate chosen must “love the country and love Hong Kong.” While this
provision would be too vague to be put into practice, Qiao elaborated and said that any candidate
opposed to the central government of China would not be allowed to serve. 115 Li Fei, Qiao’s
successor, reaffirmed his sentiment on November 22nd of the same year, stating that the “the chief
executive is accountable to the central government as well as Hong Kong. This means that the post
must be taken up by a person who loves the country as well as Hong Kong – anyone opposed to
the central government cannot [take it]."116
From August 21st to August 31st 2014, Hong Kong legislators met with their CCP
counterparts in Shenzhen to discuss the electoral reforms. Prior to the talks, 26 Hong Kong
Legislators promised to veto any reforms that did not grant Hong Kong universal suffrage in
accordance with international standards of democracy. On August 31st, the Standing Committee
issued its parameters for the upcoming Chief Executive election. They stated that before being
elected by universal suffrage, two to three candidates would first have to be nominated by a
nominating committee similar to the current election committee, with each possible candidate
having to receive the nominations of more than half of the committee. Then, even after winning
the election, the Chief Executive would have to be appointed by the CCP.117 This amendment gave
two ways for the CCP to safeguard their interests in Hong Kong. First, they could stuff the
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nominating committee with pro-Beijing members and influence the nomination. Second, they
could outright refuse to appoint the elected candidate and force a re-election.
On September 1st, 2014, Li Fei attended a special conference in Hong Kong to talk about
the recent Standing Committee decision. Protesters demonstrated outside of the hotel at which he
was staying and 19 of them were arrested for illegal assembly. Later that month on the 26th,
suffragists protested on Tim Mei Avenue near the central government offices for 24 hours. At
10:30 PM of that day, student protest leader Joshua Wong led 100 people to reclaim Civic Square,
which had been privatized, for the people. Police arrived and numerous arrests were made. On the
28th, Benny Tai, a professor of law at the University of Hong Kong and the organizer for the
Occupy Central with Love and Peace movement (OCLP), announced the accelerated
commencement of the movement. The protests escalated and police resorted to calling in their riot
divisions and firing tear gas at the protestors. Outraged at the use of tear gas, more protesters
flooded the streets on the 29th. During the day they occupied the streets and prevented traffic flow.
The Admiralty, the Causeway Bay, Mong Kok, and Canton road would be the sites of major protest
throughout the movement.118
On October 1st, Joshua Wong and his fellow protesters attended the flag raising ceremony
for Chinese National Day. Bound by agreement not to protest verbally, they instead turned their
backs to the flag during the ceremony. Paul Zimmerman, a member of a district council of the
Hong Kong government, opened a yellow umbrella indoors to protest. The following day, Chief
Secretary Carrie Lam agreed to hold talks with students about the electoral reforms. The yellow
umbrella would become an icon of sorts for the protests as a whole. On the 3rd of that month, antiOccupy counter protesters attempted to dismantle barricades and force protesters off the road.
Some of the counter-protesters were said to be triad members. In contrast to the yellow umbrella,
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counter protesters were identified by their blue ribbons, worn in support of the police. On October
9th, Lam rescinded her earlier offers of talks, citing the mass disruption caused by the protests.
The rest of the month was a period of back and forth between the police and the protesters. Police
were successful on reopening several roads to traffic on the 17th, but by midnight protesters had
reclaimed the road. C.Y Leung made a series of inflammatory remarks while being interviewed on
the 20th. He said that Hong Kong was “lucky” for the lack of mainland response to the protests
and claimed that “hostile foreign forces” were at work in causing the protests.119
In November, anti-Occupy protesters released the results of a petition they had circulated
throughout October; they had acquired 1.8 million signatures against the protests. Nothing
significant happened for the rest of the month as the protests continued. Police riot tactics
increasingly heavy handed and police used a hose to spray protesters on the 30th. On December
3rd, 2014, the leaders of the Occupy movement turned themselves in to the police but were
subsequently released without being charged. By December 15th, the last of the protesters were
cleared from Causeway Bay and the protests came to a close.120
The aftermath of the protests saw the arrests of major protest leaders, including Joshua
Wong, and an ongoing government backlash against pro-democracy elements. Two proindependence politicians, Yau Wai-ching and Baggio Leung, were elected to the legislative
council but were denied their positions after they altered their oaths of office to include proindependence and pro-democracy messages.121 In 2015, five bookstore employees of Causeway
Bay Books were found to have disappeared. All five were later revealed to have been apprehended
by the Chinese government in response to their selling and publishing of politically sensitive
material regarding Mainland Chinese politics. Their arrests were seen as a major overreach and
violation of sovereignty by the central government.122 In 2016, Leung Chun-ying announced he
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would not be seeking reelection upon the end of his term, the first Chief Executive to do so.123 In
the following election, former Chief Secretary and pro-Beijing candidate Carrie Lam won with
777 votes, becoming Hong Kong’s first female Chief Executive.124

Conclusion
In this chapter, we discussed the recent history of Hong Kong, paying special attention to
social movements. Each social movement were related to the three factors, “grievances,”
“efficacy,” and “identity.” The “grievances” for each protest was either undesirable government
policies or lack of political reform. In terms of “efficacy,” the results of each protest may have
increased efficacy. As for “identity,” each protest focused on issues in Hong Kong rather than in
mainland China, so it could be said that the “identity” of these protesters was “Hong Konger.”
Each of these concepts will be discussed in greater detail in the data analysis chapter.
The 2014 protests were not the first in the SAR’s history but they were unique in their
duration and scale compared to other protests. While earlier demonstration yielded more
protesters, they were intermittent or only lasted one day. The 2014 protests shut down multiple
thoroughfares to traffic and had a marked impact on the local economy. While there were also
demonstrations against the earlier reform packages in 2005 and 2009, they were not nearly as large
or committed. The 2014 reform package represented to some Hong Kongers the third time in over
10 years that they were denied true universal suffrage. The rejected 2005 plan and the approved
2009 plan both made no mention of universal suffrage and instead made some minor changes to
the legislative council and the Chief Executive election committee. The 2014 plan did include
universal suffrage, but voting only took place after a vetting process by pro-Beijing officials and
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the central government retained the right to deny appointment of the elected candidate. While
resisting the urge to speculate, it is understandable that many Hong Kongers who knew about the
earlier plans for reform would feel disappointed or even betrayed when hearing about the new
ones. In the coming chapters I will explore this topic greatly.
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Chapter 4
Research Design

Introduction
In this section, I will explain the research question, design, and methods taken to perform
this study. First, I will examine the research question and attempt to preemptively answer any
questions pertaining to the scope and purpose of the research design. In this vein, I will present the
independent and dependent variables, as well as the hypotheses. Next, I will elaborate on our
methodology in gathering and presenting data.

Research Question
Over a period of twenty years, the number of annual protests in Hong Kong rose from 1190
in 1997 to 11,811 in 2017. The research question of this study is: “What factors contributed to the
increase in the annual number of protests from around 2,000 in 1997 to over 11,000 in 2017?” In
the previous chapter, I discussed various important events in Hong Kong since the handover and
In the following sections, I will explain the methods for gathering and analyzing the data to answer
this question.

Independent Variables
The independent variables in this study are “grievances,” “efficacy,” and “identity.” In the
following list, I detail how I define and measure each variable.
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Grievances
I gauged level of “grievances” by defining it as “Concern over livelihood,” “level of distrust in the
Hong Kong government,” “level of distrust in the Mainland government,” and “public perception
of equality.” I discuss all of these in greater detail below.

Concern over livelihood.
This measure was chosen in accordance with the first variable, “grievances.” As stated
previously in the introduction section, “grievances” refers to a set of complaints that individuals
possess. Grievances, as posited by Gamson, are distinct from ordinary complaints in that
“grievances” involve “hot cognition.” In other words, there is an intense emotional aspect to
grievances that drive individuals to participate in social movements. I conjectured that threats to
livelihood, as opposed to political and economic threats, are more concrete to the individual.
This survey questionnaire asked respondents on their level of concern about three
categories of issues facing Hong Kong. The three categories were “political issues,” “economic
issues,” and “livelihood issues.” Respondents were asked to rate their level of concern on each
category of issue on a scale of 1-10. The results I compiled represent the percentage of respondents
each year that rated “livelihood” as their greatest concern.

Level of distrust in the Hong Kong government.
I selected this measure after considering the historical context behind many of Hong
Kong’s recent protests. While protests against non-governmental entities surely do exist, the
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majority of large-scale newsworthy protests in the past twenty years were against government
actions.
This survey topic depicts the level of distrust that Hong Kong citizens hold towards the
regional government. Respondents were asked about how much they trusted the Hong Kong
government and were given a choice between “Very trust,” “Slightly Trust,” “Half-half,” “Slightly
Distrust” and “Very Distrust.” HKUPOP consolidated the results by combining “Very Trust”
responses with “Slightly Trust” responses and “Slightly Distrust” with “Very Distrust.” The
consolidated results were stated as “trust,” “half-half,” and “distrust.” I plotted the numbers for
“distrust” on a graph with the annual protests numbers.

Level of distrust in the Mainland government.
This survey was conducted in the same manner as the one concerning trust in the Hong
Kong regional government. I included distrust in the mainland government because although the
Hong Kong government directly governs the region, the mainland government has ways of
exerting control. Many policy decisions, such as the National Security Law, National Education
Law, and the various political reform packages were introduced at the request or after consultation
with the central government.

Public Perception of Equality
In this survey, respondents were asked to rate the level of “equality” in Hong Kong society
on a scale of one to ten. Respondent’s answers were then averaged to form a yearly average rating
of “equality” in Hong Kong. I chose this measure as an indicator of grievances since income
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inequality has been a major issue in Hong Kong in the past twenty years. The Hong Kong Census
Bureau reported that the GINI coefficient, a method of measuring inequality, has steadily risen
from 1997 to 2016. 125 This measurement also takes inspiration from aspects of “grievances”
theory. Specifically, inequality is a form of relative deprivation. From the perspective of an
individual, if he is worse off than other members of society, than his own past situation, or
compared to an abstract standard of equity, he has a grievance. The fact that public perception of
equality in Hong Kong has dropped in the last twenty years is a useful measure for grievances.

Efficacy
I gauged the level of “efficacy” by defining it as “political opportunity” and “external efficacy.” I
discuss both these in greater detail below.

Perception of “Political opportunity”
“Political Opportunity” theory, as posited by McAdams, states that the success or failure
of a social movement depends on the political climate in which it occurs. In other words, various
circumstances arise from time to time in society, such as increased pluralism, decline in repression,
or increased enfranchisement that make society more vulnerable to change. Since “Efficacy” refers
to the perception that participating in a social movement will effect change, I decided to use public
perception of “political opportunity” as a gauge for the level of “efficacy.”
To measure perception of “political opportunity,” I decided to use an indirect approach. I
counted the number of articles published in the South China Morning Post every month that were
relevant to the keywords “democracy,” “right to vote,” and “types of government.” I used these
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keywords since many of the protests in the 21st century in Hong Kong were over political reform,
particularly democratization. I reasoned that the amount of articles published about this topic was
an indication of the degree that these topics were in the public consciousness. I then reasoned that
the degree that they were in the public consciousness could be an indicator of the degree of
“political opportunity.” If the proportion of articles published about these topics increased over the
period of 1997 to 2017, I could then state that “political opportunity” was increasing and correlated
with the increase in protest, and then make a case for causation. The exact methods for measuring
“political opportunity” can be found later in this chapter in the “Methods” section.

Perception of “External efficacy”
“External efficacy” is defined as the perception that social movements are effective at
producing change. This is distinct from “internal efficacy” which is the perception of the degree
that a group of people can collaborate to participate in a social movement. In other words, “internal
efficacy” is concerned with how effectively people can engage in collective action and “external
efficacy” is concerned with how effective that collective action is at producing change. I chose to
measure “external efficacy” for the same reason I chose to measure “political opportunity.”
Participating in a social movement can be a risky action and I reasoned that the perception of the
likelihood of success to be the best indicator of willingness to participate.
To measure “external efficacy” I analyzed four major protests in the last twenty years of
Hong Kong history paying attention to their duration, number of participants, goals, and results.
Since “external efficacy” is concerned with the likelihood of success of social movements, I
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posited that the success of major protests would be a good indicator of public perception of
efficacy.

Identity
I gauged “identity” by defining it as “self-identification of Hong Kong citizens aged 18-29. I
discuss this in greater detail below.

Self-identification of Hong Kong citizens aged 18-29.
In this survey, respondents were asked to choose what identity they most identified with
from a list of choices. The choices were “Hong Konger,” “Hong Konger in China,” “Chinese,”
and “Chinese in Hong Kong.” The results I used denote the percentage of respondents who were
aged 18-29 and answered “Hong Konger” only. These results did not include respondents who
answered “Hong Konger in China.” I reasoned that based on identity theory, the distinction
between “Hong Konger” and “Hong Konger in China” is important. The importance lies in the
inclusion of the modifier “in China.” Since the respondents were only given a finite number of
identities to choose from and not an open-ended question, it can be assumed that most of the
respondents consciously chose to omit “in China” from their answer. Thus, I conjecture that these
specific people would be a better predictor of protest than those who answered “Hong Konger” in
a broad sense. “Identity” strengthens both “grievances” and “efficacy.” Relative deprivation, as
discussed by Guimond and Dube, is enhanced in cases of double relative deprivation, in which an
individual acknowledges his own deprivation and relates it to deprivation of a group in which he
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is a part of. In accordance with Double Relative Deprivation theory, individuals are more likely to
participate in social movements if they are able to form this relation.

Dependent Variable
The dependent variable in this study is the level of protest in Hong Kong. I defined this
variable as the number of public order events occurring annually as reported by the Hong Kong
Police Force and the Hong Kong Council for Social Service. Public order events include
processions (marches), and public meetings (static demonstrations). Each of these public order
event categories had specific laws governing whether or not organizers needed to notify the
government before conducting the event. The statistics I found include both notifiable events and
non-notifiable events. I will elaborate on the specific methods and definitions in the data gathering
section of this chapter.

Hypotheses
In relation to the discussion presented in the introduction section, (see Chapter 1.) I have
formulated three hypotheses to explain the rise in protest in Hong Kong. Here I will also briefly
redefine the three major factors. First, “grievances,” refers to a sense of injustice, outrage, or moral
indignation at a state of events. This factor also highly depends on a sense of “relative deprivation,”
the notion that one’s situation is inferior in some way compared to that of another’s, compared to
one’s situation in a previous time, or compared to some abstract standard of equity. Second,
“efficacy” refers to the idea that by participating in a social movement, one can rectify the
“grievances” present. This “efficacy” also implies a high degree of “agency.” To embody
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“efficacy,” the individual must not only believe that the situation is mutable, he must also believe
that he is the one who can effect change. Third, “identity,” refers to the notion that one is part of a
larger whole, such as a community, ethnic group, or income bracket. This factor closely relates
with “grievances.” In accordance with Double Relative Deprivation theory, the sense of
“grievances” is strengthened if an individual can relate his own experiences to that of a social
group he belongs to. Thus, the “identity” factor can play back into grievances by linking personal
“grievances” and collective “grievances.” After consulting the various theories regarding social
movements, I offer the following hypotheses:

Hypothesis 1:
An increase in a sense of “grievances” or “injustice” has occurred in the Hong Kong
population, leading to an increase in protest events per year.

Hypothesis 2:
Repeated instances in which social movements have met with success have led to an
increased sense of efficacy, which, combined with a growing sense of “grievances” has led to
increased protests in Hong Kong.
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Hypothesis 3:
Hong Kong residents, especially the youth, increasingly identify as “Hong Konger,” as
opposed to Chinese, which along with increased “grievances” and “efficacy,” has led to increased
protests in Hong Kong.

Data Gathering and Methods

Protest Statistics from Hong Kong Police Force
Annual protest statistics were retrieved from the Hong Kong Police Force’s website.
Protests were referred to as “public order events” and were divided into two categories: “public
processions” and “public meetings” as defined by the Public Order Ordinance. Public processions
were defined as processions in any public place and meetings were defined as meetings in any
public place. Each type of public order event was further subdivided into “notifiable” and “nonnotifiable,” dividing events that required preemptive notification of the authorities with those that
did not. Public processions in which over thirty people were expected to attend required
notification. Public meetings required notification for over fifty people, and private meetings, over
500 people.126 While the website gave a definition for notifiable private meetings, it did not include
the number of private meeting into the public order event statistics. The website did not separate
the number of notifiable public order events from non-notifiable and since our purposes did not
require such a distinction, I did not explore the matter further. For the purposes of this paper, the
number of public processions and public meetings were combined to form the “public order
events” statistic.127 The Hong Kong Police Force website only held statistics going back to 2008,
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so I supplemented the data with government statistics from the Hong Kong Council for Social
Service, an NGO.128

Opinion Polls from University of Hong Kong
The Hong Kong University’s Public Opinion Program (HKUPOP) conducts a number of
surveys covering a wide variety of subjects. It has been conducting these surveys for over twenty
years. Each survey was conducted at least twice a year. Many of the surveys were conducted more
than twice a year but the results were condensed into half-yearly averages. The survey’s target
demographic were Cantonese speakers over the age of 18. The surveys were conducted in
Cantonese via telephone and each telephone number called was generated at random. Before the
year 2000, the number of respondents was 500 per survey, which increased to 1,000 after 2000.
The questions asked of the respondents were asked along with a number of other demographic
questions such as household size and occupation.129
Hong Kong University’s Public Opinion Program was the primary data source for a number
of reasons. First, HKUPOP publishes its results and methods in English, allowing for easy
interpretation of what exactly their polls are trying to discern and how they play to do so.
HKUPOP’s opinion polls are also comprehensive, covering a wide variety of topics and spanning
over twenty years.
Opinion poll results were gathered from Hong Kong University’s Public Opinion Poll
website. Results were presented on the website as half-yearly averages. For the purposes of our
data presentation, these half-yearly averages were then averaged with each other to create yearly
averages to be placed on a graph.130
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South China Morning Post Article Search
As a gauge for “efficacy” in Hong Kong, I searched for articles relevant to democratization
and human rights, in South China Morning Post over a period of 20 years from 1997 to 2017. With
this search, I hoped to illustrate the overall trend in publication of articles relating to
democratization over the allotted time period.
For the search, I used a number of subject terms as a standard to determine relevance to the
democratization movement in Hong Kong. The terms used were “democracies”, “right to vote”,
“human rights violations” “human rights”, and “types of government”. I used an OR function
search, which means that any article that had any of the above subject would appear in the results.
However, Nexis Uni also has a relevance score function that rates an article based on how relevant
to a subject it is. For example, an article might be 90% relevant to the subject “democracies”. At
the bottom of the article under the subject category it would be listed as DEMOCRACIES (90%).
For my purposes, I considered any article with an 85% or above relevance score to any of the
above subjects to be considered relevant. 85% is a standard used by Nexis Uni itself; when an
article is 85% relevant to a certain subject, that subject is considered by Nexis Uni to be a “major
term” in that article.131
With these parameters in mind, all articles that had a relevance score of 85% or above in
the subjects “democracies”, “right to vote”, “human rights violations”, “human rights”, or “types
of government” along with the keyword “Hong Kong”. Articles that fit these criteria in more than
one subject were not double counted. To control for fluctuations in total number of articles
published, I also searched for any articles related to Hong Kong and used the ratio of (relevant
articles/all articles about Hong Kong) in my graphs.
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Terms Used
“DEMOCRACIES”: targets the form of government in which the citizens hold and exercise power
either directly or through elected representatives.132
“TYPES OF GOVERNMENT”: targets forms of governance systems for nations, states,
communities or other political authorities.133
“RIGHT TO VOTE”: targets the legal rights of eligible citizens to vote in political elections.134
These terms were chosen to cast a broad net over possible relevant news articles. While
DEMOCRACIES alone might only capture a few articles about the drive for democratization, the
supplementary terms would broaden the scope of the search enough to produce articles tangentially
related articles but not enough to produce completely irrelevant ones.

Analysis Methods
In order to derive useful information the sources mentioned, I employed a number of
procedures. First, I decided which survey topics and their results were worth analyzing by
determining their relatedness to the three variables, “grievances,” “efficacy,” and “identity.” This
was a purely subjective process and I employed no quantitative standard to determine how related
each survey topic was. However, I did employ some contextual standards by looking at recent
Hong Kong history and politics, and attempted to choose survey topics that would fit the historical
context. I will explain each choice in the section below.
After determining which survey topics I wished to analyze, I plotted each survey result on
a graph with the annual number of protests. I also calculated the correlation coefficient, “R”
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between each survey result and the annual protest statistics. If the correlation coefficient was above
0.6, I considered the correlation sufficient to warrant further investigation.

Percentage of Respondents Aged 18-29 Who Identified as a “Hong Konger”
In this survey, respondents were asked to choose what identity they most identified with
from a list of choices. The choices were “Hong Konger,” “Hong Konger in China,” “Chinese,”
and “Chinese in Hong Kong.” The results I used denote the percentage of respondents who were
aged 18-29 and answered “Hong Konger” only. These results did not include respondents who
answered “Hong Konger in China.” I reasoned that based on identity theory, the distinction
between “Hong Konger” and “Hong Konger in China” is important. The importance lies in the
inclusion of the modifier “in China.” Since the respondents were only given a finite number of
identities to choose from and not an open-ended question, it can be assumed that most of the
respondents consciously chose to omit “in China” from their answer. Thus, I conjecture that these
specific people would be a better predictor of protest than those who answered “Hong Konger” in
a broad sense. “Identity” strengthens both “grievances” and “efficacy.” Relative deprivation, as
discussed by Guimond and Dube, is enhanced in cases of double relative deprivation, in which an
individual acknowledges his own deprivation and relates it to deprivation of a group in which he
is a part of. In accordance with Double Relative Deprivation theory, individuals are more likely to
participate in social movements if they are able to form this relation.
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Relating Measures of the Three Independent Variables and the Dependent Variables
The most important portion of this paper is observing the trends displayed by the measures
and establishing causation between them and the dependent variable. While correlation is useful,
and in the next few section I provide strong evidence for correlation, causation is more difficult to
prove but ultimately more meaningful.
In order to support my hypotheses, which together posit that “grievances,” “efficacy” and
“identity” working in conjunction with each other, produced an increase in protest in Hong Kong.
To prove these hypotheses I must perform a few logical deductions. First, I must provide evidence
that each variable alone did not cause the increase in protests and that every component was
necessary. Second, I must provide evidence that all factors in conjunction produced the results. To
accomplish these tasks I will employ the use of counterfactual hypothetical statements along with
contextual analysis to provide interpretation of the results.

Limitations
While the survey results I used are good indicators of public sentiment, the questions they
ask do not directly represent my variables. Rather, they are definitions I chose to represent each
variable according to my own conjecture. A more direct survey question regarding protest would
be much more indicative of the factors contributing to increased participation. For efficacy, the
evidence I gathered were only an indirect indication of the terms “political opportunity” and
“external efficacy.” Instead of measurements based on conducting surveys asking respondents
about their perception of “efficacy”, I gathered evidence of events that might have caused an
increase in “efficacy.” Furthermore, the contextual and counterfactual analysis can only provide
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evidence for causation, not prove it. To provide the strongest evidence for causation, quantitative
analysis or a controlled experiment is necessary.

Conclusions
In this section, I explained my research question, along with my hypotheses, data sources,
and analysis methods. To summarize, the research question of this paper is: “What factors
contributed to the increase in the annual number of protests from around 2,000 in 1997 to over
11,000 in 2017?” My independent variables were “grievances,” “efficacy,” and “identity.” I
operationalized “grievances” as “concern over livelihood,” “level of distrust in the Hong Kong
government,” “level of distrust in the mainland government,” and “public perception of equality.”
I operationalized “efficacy” as “political opportunity” and “external efficacy.” Finally, I
operationalized “identity” as “self-identification of Hong Kong residents aged 18-29.”
In the next chapter, I will display the data I gathered and discuss the degree of support it
lends to my hypotheses.
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Chapter 5
Data Analysis

Introduction
In this section, I will present our gathered data in table and graph form. I will also discuss
the data and its relation to the independent and dependent variables. As I will show in this section,
“grievances” and “identity” are highly correlated with level of protest, while the results for
“efficacy” are inconclusive.

Dependent Variable: Number of Public Order Events
Table 1: Number of Public Order Events in Hong Kong, 1997-2017
Year

1997

1998

1999

2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

2006

2007

POE

1190

2247

2326

2064

2347

2303

2705

1974

1900

2228

3824

Year

2008

2009

2010

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

POE

4287

4222

5656

6878

7529

6166

6818

6029

13158 11811

Source: Hong Kong Police Force and Hong Kong Council of Social Service
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Figure 3: Public Order Events per Year, 1997-2017
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Description
From 1997 until about 2006, the number of annual protests fluctuated above and below
2000. In 2007, the number doubled to 4000, remained at 4000 for two years, then rose to just under
6000 in 2010. The largest rise in a single year was between 2015 and 2016, in which the number
of protests jumped from 6029 to 13158. Overall, during the twenty-year period, the protest number
increased more than fivefold. The number dropped by 2000 from 2016 to 2017, but remained
above the 10,000 mark. Our task is to explain this overall trend in annual protest number. I will
discuss the steep rise in protest from 2015 to 2016, but that is not our main objective and as such,
the focus will be on the overall trend over the twenty-year period.
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Hypothesis 1: Grievances
In this section, I display the data
Table 2: Public Order Events and Percentage of Respondents Whose Top Concern is
Livelihood
Year

1997

1998

1999

2000

2001 2002

2003 2004

2005

2006

2007

POE

1190

2247

2326

2064

2347 2303

2705 1974

1900

2228

3824

22.1

29.9

51.95

57.05

2017

Corr.

LIV(%) 42.15 20.35 26.65 26.1

21.8

Year

2008

2009

2010

2011

2012 2013

2014 2015

2016

POE

4287

4222

5656

6878

7529 6166

6818 6029

13158 11811 0.61

LIV(%) 32.65 42.05 53.3

67.35 61.9

17.95 18

58.8

Source: Hong Kong University Public Opinion Program
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Figure 4: Public Order Events and Highest Concern is Livelihood
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Description
In this table and graph, I plotted the annual public order events against the percent of
respondents who listed “livelihood” as their greatest concern. The questionnaire gave those
surveyed three categories of concerns and asked them to score them on a scale of 1 to 10. The
percentages seen in Table 2 represent the portion of respondents who assigned the highest concern
value to “livelihood.” The other two categories were “political” and “economic” concerns. The
trend-line of “livelihood” concerns has fluctuated a few times between 1997 and 2017, but the
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overall trend remains positive. In 2017, the majority of people surveyed consider “livelihood” to
be their primary concern.

Table 3: Public Order Events and Percentage of Respondents Who Distrusted the Hong
Kong Government
Year

1997

1998

1999

2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

2006

2007

POE

1190

2247

2326

2064

2347

2303

2705

1974

1900

2228

3824

DH(%)

11.5

18.75 20

24.25 26.45 28.65 38.85 30.25 15.85

9.75

8.5

Year

2008

2009

2010

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

Corr.

POE

4287

4222

5656

6878

7529

6166

6818

6029

13158 11811 0.67

DH(%)

13.5

18.9

23.7

28.95 33.55 35.05 37.4

37.7

40.75

Source: Hong Kong University Public Opinion Program

35.8
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Figure 5: Public Order Events and Distrust in Hong Kong Regional Government

Public Events And %Distrust in HKSAR
45
40

12000

35
10000

30

8000

25

6000

20
15

4000

10
2000

%Dsitrust in HK SAR

Number of Public Order Events

14000

5

0

0

Year
Number of Protests
Distrust in HKSAR

Source: Hong Kong University Public Opinion Program

Table 4: Public Order Events and Percent of Respondents Who "Very Distrust" Hong Kong
Government
Year

1997

1998

1999

2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

2006

POE

1190

2247

2326

2064

2347

2303

2705

1974

1900

2228

%VD 1.4

3

3.25

5.25

5.75

5.75

11.95

10.5

4.25

2.65

Year

2008

2009

2010

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

Corr.

POE

4287

4222

5656

6878

7529

6166

6818

6029

13158

0.81

6.5

8.7

9.35

12

14.8

17.15

19.45

21.55

%VD 4.2

Source: Hong Kong University Public Opinion Program

63

Figure 6: Public Order Events and "Very Distrust" Hong Kong Government
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Description
This data set illustrates the level of distrust that respondents had with the Hong Kong
regional government. The respondents were asked their opinion of the Hong Kong regional
government and were given five choices ranging from “very trust” to “very distrust.” This table
combines the percentages of respondents who answered “very distrust” and “slightly distrust” to
create an overall “distrust” percentage. This graph is interesting because it shows a double peak.
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The first peak occurs in 2003, with 38.85% of respondents answering that they distrusted the
regional government. After this year however, the distrust percentage drops precipitously to 8.5%
in 2007, before slowly climbing back up to just over 40% in 2016. Why does the first half of the
trend line for distrust not match that of the protests until 2007? One explanation relates back to
arguments made by proponents of “efficacy” theory: “grievances” alone are not sufficient to
explain participation in social movements. Another explanation is that combining “slightly
distrust” and “very distrust” distorts the overall image. People who only “slightly distrust” the
government may not feel as compelled to protest as those who distrust the government more. To
test this possibility, I plotted only the results for those who answered “very distrust” against annual
number of protests. The resulting graph was rather interesting. The curve of the “very distrust”
line correlated much better with the protest line at first glance than did the overall “distrust” line.
This result was corroborated by the correlation calculation, which returned a coefficient of 0.81,
much higher than the previous 0.67. This improvement in the correlation suggests that the trend in
those who very much do not trust the Hong Kong government is a better predictor of protest than
the overall distrust trend.
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Table 5: Public Order Events and Percentage of Respondents Who Distrust the Chinese
Government
Year

1997

1998

1999

2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

2006

2007

POE

1190

2247

2326

2064

2347

2303

2705

1974

1900

2228

3824

DC(%) 29.8

30.45 28.5

29.15 26.6

23.4

25

23.25 24.55

19.2

15.6

Year

2008

2009

2010

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

Corr.

POE

4287

4222

5656

6878

7529

6166

6818

6029

13158 11811 0.75

DC(%) 13.95 17.1

28.65 29.95 36.55 37.85 42.75 41

42.65

42.55

Source: Hong Kong University Public Opinion Program
Figure 7: Public Order Events and Distrust in the Mainland Government
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Table 6: Public Order Events and "Very Distrust" in Mainland Government
Year

1997

1998

1999

2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

2006

POE

1190

2247

2326

2064

2347

2303

2705

1974

1900

2228

%VD 7

5.95

6.35

7.45

6.3

4.1

6.35

7.8

8.45

5.85

Year

2008

2009

2010

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

Corr.

POE

4287

4222

5656

6878

7529

6166

6818

6029

13158

0.85

5.2

11

11.45

15.6

17.7

23.35

23.6

25.85

%VD 4.1

Source: Hong Kong University Public Opinion Program

Figure 8: Public Order Events and "Very Distrust" in Mainland Government
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Description
Like the previous table and graph, this data set also measures the level of distrust. In this
instance the target of the distrust is not the regional government but instead the mainland
government. It is interesting to note the trend of distrust towards the Hong Kong government and
the trend of distrust towards the mainland government differ substantially before 2007, but show
marked similarities after 2007. Distrust for the mainland government hit its lowest point in 2008,
one year after distrust for the Hong Kong government hit its lowest point. Overall, however, the
net trend for distrust in the mainland government is positive, rising from 29.8% in 1997 to 42.55%
in 2017.

Table 7: Public Order Events and Equality Index (Out of 10)
Year

1997

1998

1999

2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

2006

2007

POE

1190

2247

2326

2064

2347

2303

2705

1974

1900

2228

3824

EQL

6.52

6.305 6.185 6.085 6.115 6.29

6.28

6.145 6.295

6.26

6.31

Year

2008

2009

2010

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

Corr.

POE

4287

4222

5656

6878

7529

6166

6818

6029

13158 11811 -0.62

EQL

6.315 6.115 6.07

6.08

6.135 6.06

Source: Hong Kong University Public Opinion Program

6.005 5.965 5.78

6.24
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Figure 9: Public Order Events and Public Perception of Equality (Out of 10)
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Description
This data set shows public perception of the degree of equality in Hong Kong from 1997
to 2017. Respondents were asked to rate the level of “equality” in Hong Kong on a scale from 1
to 10. These results were then aggregated to create a yearly average. Equality, as perceived by
survey respondents, was highest in 1997, and lowest in 2016. The low point corresponds with the
peak of protest as can be seen in this graph. It should also be noted that the equality index rose
from 2016 to 2017, mirroring the drop in protest.
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Summary of Hypothesis 1 Data: “Grievances”
None of the data sets in this section are intended to stand alone. Each dataset helps us paint
a picture of the collective psyche in Hong Kong in the given time period of 1997 to 2017. The first
measure, the percentage of respondents who rated “livelihood” as their greatest concern, rose
almost in parallel with the rise in protest. Distrust in the Hong Kong and Mainland governments
observed a different pattern. Distrust in the Hong Kong government peaked in 2003, and again in
2016. Distrust in the main land government steadily decreased from 1997 to 2007, but then
increased until 2017. The two index measurements, “freedom from corruption” index and
“equality” index, saw a similar overall pattern. Both indexes started at their highest in 1997, and
then declined. Curiously, both also saw an uptick from 2016 to 2017, mirroring the decline in
protests in the same timeframe.

Hypothesis 2: Efficacy
Here I discuss the data I gathered for the second hypothesis regarding “efficacy.” Once
again, I operationalized “efficacy” as “political opportunity” and “external efficacy.”
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Political Opportunity
Figure 10: Percentage of Articles Published Monthly About "democracy," "types of
government," or "right to vote"135
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Description
This graph depicts the percentage of articles published each month that are about
“"democracy," "types of government," or "right to vote.” At first glance, it is immediately
obvious that there is not net trend in the given time frame of 1997 to 2017. Instead, there are
periodic peaks in percentage that correspond to certain protests. There is also no significant
increase in the max value of the peaks over the time period.
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Each peak corresponds to a specific social movement. There is a peak in late 2003 that
corresponds to the Article 23 protests, a peak in 2005 corresponding to the reform proposal
protests, and a peak in 2014 corresponding to the “Umbrella Protests.” If the percentage has not
increased over time, what does that portend for Hypothesis 2? There are three distinct
possibilities. The first is that efficacy is not a factor contributing towards increased protests. The
second is that “political opportunity” is a bad operationalization of “efficacy.” The final
possibility is that the measure I chose is not an accurate representation of “political opportunity.”
Of these possibilities, I posit that the last one is most likely. “Efficacy” as an indicator of
participation in protest and “political opportunity” as an indicator for “efficacy” have both been
demonstrated in third-party studies as stated in the introduction of this paper. The percentage of
articles published about “democracy,” “types of government,” and “right to vote” as an indicator
for “political opportunity” is my own conjecture based on inference rather than evidence.
However, there is also the possibility that it is not the increase in percentage of articles
published that is an indicator of “political opportunity” but rather it is the presence of each peak.
Each peak corresponds to a major protest in recent Hong Kong history, as will be explored in the
next section on “external efficacy.”
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External Efficacy
Table 8: Major Protest Events and Their Outcomes 1997-2017
Protest

People

Duration

Goals

Outcome

2003 Article 23 ~500,000 Est.
Protest

1 Day

Success-New
National Security
Law Tabled

2005
Reform ~60,000-80,000
Democracy
Protests

1 Day

2012
National ~90,000 Est.
Education Protest

10 Days

2014
Umbrella ~100,000 Est.
Protests

~3 months

Prevent
passage of
new security
law
Prevent
passage
of
2005 reform
package;
achieve “full
democracy”
Prevent
passage
of
National
Education
Law
Prevent
passage
of
reform
package,
achieve “full
democracy”

Source: CNN, New York Times, South China Morning Post

Semi-Success:
Universal Suffrage
not implemented,
but reform
package voted
down
Success: National
Education Law
Tabled

Semi-Success:
Reform package
voted down, but
universal suffrage
not implemented.

73

Figure 11: Public Order Events and Major Protests
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Description
This table is a compilation of four of the major protests in Hong Kong between the years
of 1997 to 2017. This list is by no means exhaustive and contains what, in the subjective opinion
of the author, are the “largest” singular protests. While many protests can and do make the news,
not many capture the attention of the news cycle for long. These protests however, were highprofile, involving a large amount of people and in the case of the “Umbrella Protests,” lasting a
considerable amount of time. These protests were also chosen because they were in response to a
specific incident and thus they had specific goals. The 2003 Article 23 protests were in response
to a legislative bill that would increase the power of the government to punish “sedition.”136 The
2005 Democracy protests were in response to Chief Executive Donald Tsang’s reform package.137
The 2012 National Education Protest was in response to a legislative bill that would change the
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curriculum of Hong Kong schools to be more nationalistic.138 The 2014 Umbrella protests were in
response to another reform package, introduced by Chief Executive Leung Chun-ying.139
What should be also noted about this table is that the outcomes of the protests are listed.
Out of the four protests listed, two ended in success while two ended in what I qualify as “semisuccess.” The two completely successful protests only had a singular goal each, to prevent the
implementation of disagreeable legislation. For the two semi-successes, they also had goals of
preventing certain legislation, but also had larger overall goals, chiefly the implementation of “full
democracy.”140 Logically, it is much easier to prevent the passage of a bill than it is to demand a
restructuring of the political system. For the former, all that needs to be done is to convince enough
members of the legislature that the proposed bill is detrimental to Hong Kong. For the latter, it is
necessary to convince the government that reform is not only desirable and necessary, but also
feasible.
What can I derive from this selection of protests? First, this table is not a substitution for a
full exhaustive study on major protests and their outcomes in Hong Kong during the period of
1997 to 2017. Such a study would be time-consuming and is beyond the scope of this paper. What
I can conclude from this small table is that some of the largest and most visible protests in Hong
Kong between the years between the years of 1997-2017 did result in success or at least partial
success. In turn, this may have increased the sense of efficacy in the Hong Kong populace. To
better relate the contents of this table with the original factor: “Efficacy,” I must look back on the
characteristics of that factor. Efficacy requires a sense of agency, in making change happen. Not
only must change be possible, to have efficacy change must be possible because of the action or
actions of a social movement. In lieu of conducting a direct survey of Hong Kong citizens’ attitudes
towards protest, I cannot conclude that their sense of efficacy has risen. However, given that the
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protests in the table ended in relative success, and that these protests were high-profile, allowing
for this success to be disseminated through news media and other means, I can infer that the Hong
Kong people, witnessing these protests in media, had an increased feeling that protest works. In
other words, their sense of “external efficacy”, the perception that social movements will end in
success, increased. Since this is an inference based on indirect measurement. While this conclusion
is ultimately unsatisfying, it is better to be safe in making modest conclusions than it is to make
meaningful but erroneous conclusions. The limitations of this study have already been discussed
and will be recapitulated in the conclusion.

Summary of “Efficacy” Results
In this section, I displayed my findings for “efficacy” and discussed how they related to
my hypothesis. For “political opportunity,” I found that there was no net increase in the percentage
of articles about “democracy,” “types of government,” or “right to vote.” Instead, there were peaks
during and after major protests. For “external efficacy,” I found that in an analysis of four major
protests in recent Hong Kong history, two met with success while two others met with semisuccess. The two that succeeded were the 2003 Article 23 protests and the 2012 National Education
protests. These two protests were similar in their goals: preventing a piece of legislature from
passing. The two protests that met with semi-success had two goals each, the prevention of
legislation, and the implementation of a new political system.
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Hypothesis 3: Identity
In this section, I present the data for the third hypothesis regarding “identity.” As a
reminder, I operationalized “identity” as “self-identification of Hong Kong residents aged 18-29.”
Table 9: Public Order Events and Percent of Respondents Aged 18-29 Who Identified as a
"Hong Konger"
Year

1997 1998 1999

2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

2006

2007

POE

1190 2247 2326

2064

2347

2303

2705

1974

1900

2228

3824

47.15 46.85 43.5

40.9

38.25 38.9

40.55

33.65

32.85

2017

Corr.

ID(%) 45.6

43.4

Year

2008 2009 2010

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

POE

4287 4222 5656

6878

7529

6166

6818

6029

13158 11811 0.76

49.6

56.65 57.45 56.45 59.25 63.05

ID(%) 30.2

40.9

40.7

Source: Hong Kong University Public Opinion Program

67.35
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Figure 12: Public Order Events and Percent of Respondents Identifying as a "Hong Konger"
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Description
In this data-set it can be seen that the rise of identity correlates fairly well with the increase
in protests. Interestingly enough, the percentage of respondents who identified as “Hong Konger”
decreased steadily from 1997 to 2008, before doubling in the next eight years. The correlation
between percentage identification as “Hong Konger” and annual protests was 0.76. It should be
noted that this data only includes respondents who answered “Hong Konger.” Respondents who
answered “Hong Konger in China” were not included. I elected not to include those who responded
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“Hong Konger in China” because I conjectured that the addition of the qualifier “in China” by the
respondent indicated a lesser identification with Hong Kong.

Summary of “Identity” Results
In this section, I displayed the results for “identity.” The data was gathered from survey
results from Hong Kong University’s Public Opinion Program. From the data, it can be seen that
the self-identification percentage for “Hong Konger” observed two trends. First, the percentage
started at 45.6%, dropped to 30.2% in 2008, and rose back up to 67.35% by 2017. Nevertheless,
the net trend between 1997 and 2017 was positive, with the percentage rising by 20% overall.
As I stated in the description, the correlation between the “Hong Konger identity” trend and the
public order events trend was 0.76, which constitutes “strong correlation (>0.6),” as stated earlier
in the paper.

Conclusion
In this chapter, I displayed and analyzed the data that I gathered. For independent
variables, I depicted the results for “grievances,” “efficacy,” and “identity.” For grievances, I
analyzed the results of surveys asking for “concern over livelihood,” “distrust of the Hong Kong
government,” “distrust of the Mainland government,” and “public perception of equality.” Each
of the resulting trend lines correlated strongly with that of the dependent variable’s (annual
number of public order events). For “efficacy,” I measured the level of “political opportunity”
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and “external efficacy.” The results for “political opportunity” were ultimately inconclusive, but
the results for “external efficacy” suggested that the success of major, high profile caused an
increase in “external efficacy,” and that, in concert with the other variables, produced an increase
in number of protests per year. Finally, the data for identity shows that the “self-identification as
Hong Konger” trend for those aged 18-29 correlates strongly with the number of public order
events. In the next, chapter I will discuss whether or not the data gathered suggests causation.
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Chapter 6
Discussion and Conclusions

Introduction
In this section, I will analyze the gathered data and establish the relationship, if any,
between the data, and our independent variables: “grievances,” “efficacy,” and “identity.”

Grievances
In terms of grievances, the datasets for “livelihood concerns,” “fairness,” “equality,” and
“freedom from corruption” were analyzed. In keeping with Gamson’s stipulation that grievances
or “injustices” has an emotional component, I used public opinion polls instead of formulaic
measurements of each aforementioned quality. In terms of grievances, the actual socio-economic
inequality is not as important as the perceived inequality. In other words, logically speaking,
people will not protest on behalf an issue that they believe exists, doing so would contradict all
known established characteristics of social movements.

Livelihood Concerns and Equality
These three datasets were grouped together in this section because they are fundamentally
measuring similar types of concepts. In this dataset, the polling team asked respondents what their
greatest concern for the future was. The graph shows the trend of the percentage of those answering
“livelihood” as their greatest concern. The other two categories of concerns were “political” and
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“economic,” I posited that concerns over livelihood were a better predictor of participation in
protest than political or economic concerns. The reasoning behind this logic once again goes back
to the Gamson’s “injustice” component of “grievances.” When conditions threaten a person’s
ability to successfully provide for himself, his family, or his friends, in essence threatens his
livelihood, that person is much more likely to engage in protest.
However, these two factors are also grouped together because of their shared lack of a
certain component. This component is the presence or concept of a concrete enemy. Concerns over
livelihood and equality may lead back to the government after a few turns in logic, but at first
glance are a state of society rather than the fault of an actor. The next section discusses the measure
that has such an “enemy”

Distrust in Hong Kong and Mainland Governments
This measure illustrates the discontent Hong Kongers feel concerning their regional and
national governments and is another important aspect of “grievances.” These measurements
involve an “enemy:” the Hong Kong and Central Governments. However, the correlation is weak
between the years of 1997 and 2008. Specifically, “distrust” spiked in 2003 but there was no
corresponding increase in protests. Distrust in the mainland also saw a peculiar trend, starting fairly
high in 1997 and then decreasing until 2008. After 2008, the trend reversed and the distrust level
eventually reached 42.55% in 2017.
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Efficacy
Efficacy is a difficult quality to measure through trends of opinion polls. As stated in the
“research design” chapter, I defined efficacy as “political opportunity” and “external efficacy”
Most of these protests were already covered in Chapter 2, so for a more detailed history of these
events, please consult that chapter.

Political Opportunity
To measure “political opportunity,” I calculated the percentage of South China Morning
Post articles published each month that relate to “democracy,” “types of government,” and “right
to vote.” I measured relevancy by using Nexis Uni’s (the database I used) internal relevancy
score algorithm.
I found that there was no net increase in percentage of articles published and instead there
were peaks that occurred after and during major protests. As discussed in the data analysis
section, this indicates either a failure of the measurement to represent the variable, or an
indication that the analysis should be conducted from a different angle. Based on the evidence
presented, I have no method of discerning which possibility is correct.
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External Efficacy

The 2003 Article 23 Protests
The 2003 protests over article 23 occurred on July 1st 2003 in response to a proposed bill
to interpret Hong Kong Basic Law Article 23 as providing the government power to arrest and
prosecute citizens on suspicions of sedition. An estimated 500,000 people attended the
demonstrations and the law was tabled shortly thereafter.

The 2012 National and Moral Education Protests
In 2012, the Hong Kong government, at the behest of the mainland, introduced a new bill
to change the curriculum of Hong Kong schools. The new law, dubbed “national education,”
offered a curriculum that some called “propaganda” and “brainwashing.” Many separate protests
took place over several days, resulting in the bill being tabled. As of March 26th 2018, the bill has
yet to be reintroduced.

The 2014 Umbrella Protests
This protest was one of the largest in Hong Kong history, with up to 100,000 people at a
given period occupying major roadways over the course of three months. These protests were in
response to the political reform package put forth by Leung Chun-ying after he consulted with
mainland officials. The reform package was seen by many as a ploy to avoid introducing real
democracy. The reform package did include universal suffrage for electing the Chief Executive,
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but the candidates had to be nominated by the same 1,200 man election committee consisting of
government officials, societal elites, and industry leaders. While the protests were unprecedented
in their combination of scale and duration, the results were mixed. While the reform proposal was
ultimately voted down, the status quo of functional constituencies and chief executive election
committee was maintained.

“Efficacy” Summary
Major protests in Hong Kong have had a track record of success, and as such, it is possible
that more and more Hong Kongers felt that participating in protest could produce favorable results.
The observed drop in protests in 2015 can be explained by the umbrella protests the previous year.
The lack of complete success in those protests may have discouraged protestors, decreasing their
perception of efficacy. As for the evidence gathered for “political opportunity”, the data is
ultimately inconclusive since I cannot discern whether “political opportunity” was a bad
representation of “efficacy” or that the analysis needed to be conducted from a different angle.

Identity
Identity is a strong indicator of motivation to protest and can be measured in a number of
ways. Our chief method of measuring identity is by referring to the opinion poll asking Hong Kong
citizens their primary identity. I was most interested in the answers of the young members of
society (aged 18-29) since they are more likely to participate in protest.
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It can be seen that the percentage of young Hong Kong citizens considering themselves
primarily “Hong Kongers” has steadily risen to just under 70%. The identity of Hong Kongers is
closely related with their willingness to protest. As more and more of the youth consider
themselves Hong Kongers as opposed to Chinese, the more likely they are to perceive the
mainland, and by association, the mainland government, as enemies. To these youth, the CCP
represents the oppressive villain that prevents them from achieving democracy.
This trend contrasts with the long history of civil unrest in Hong Kong. While there were
examples of local issues provoking strikes, boycotts, or riots, many of the social movements in the
second half of the 19th century had a component of ethnic solidarity with Chinese on the mainland.
Even protests as recent as those against the CCP’s actions in the Tiananmen Square Incident can
be considered acts of solidarity with mainland Chinese. What changed? There are many
explanations for this phenomenon. First, one factor could simply be the passage of time. When the
riots of 1884 and the boycotts of 1905-6 and 1908 happened, Hong Kong had been in British hands
for less than a century and a large amount of territory (the New Territories), was a recent addition
to the colony. Many Hong Kong residents were also first or second-generation immigrants from
the mainland; most of Hong Kong’s population growth was due to immigration during this time.
With these factors in mind, I can see that a unique “Hong Kong” identity had not yet formed or at
least was not strong enough to preclude protesting on behalf of Chinese on the mainland. The 1884
protests against the French, the 1905-6 boycott on American goods, and the 1908 boycott on
Japanese goods all represent expressions of ethnic identity and solidarity. This is not to say that
the Hong Kong Chinese had any love for the Qing government. When the flames of revolution
burned in the mainland during the waning years of the Qing, Hong Kong was the staging-ground
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for many a revolution attempt. Hong Kong Chinese also cut their queues, volunteered to fight, and
supported revolutionary efforts financially.
In recent years however, this sense of ethnic solidarity has waned with those on the
mainland. While the annual candlelight vigils to commemorate those slain at Tiananmen in 1989
used to draw hundreds of thousands, participation has steadily declined and some have even called
for an end to the vigil, urging Hong Kongers to focus on local affairs.

“Identity” Summary
Does the discrepancy between protests in the distant past and protests in recent history
disqualify “identity” as a factor in the recent rise in protest? The answer to this question is: “not at
all.” “Identity” was always an important factor in Hong Kong social movements; it is just that
certain things have changed. First, the identity of those participating in protest has shifted from
“Hong Kong Chinese” to “Hong Kongers.” Historically, ethnic Chinese in Hong Kong expressed
solidarity with their ethnic brethren on the mainland. However, Hong Kong identity has recently
become more insular, focusing more and more on residents of Hong Kong and nobody else.
Second, the “enemy” in the identity dynamic has shifted. In the past, Hong Kong Chinese rallied
against a slew of foreign powers: the Japanese, the French, and the Americans. Now, the outrage
centers on the central Chinese government and their “lackeys,” the Hong Kong regional
government. Even with this knowledge however, I cannot say that the increasing level of “Hong
Konger” identity will lead to more protest in the future. Identity is but one of many components in
explaining participation in social movements, and whether or not the stars continue to align for
further protest remains to be seen.
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Final Conclusion and Future Avenues of Research
After reviewing the gathered data and discussing it in depth, there are a few remarks I must
make about the results of this study. These conclusions are by no means final or comprehensive,
since other studies of protests in Hong Kong will continue to shed light on the complicated nature
of its social movements. These conclusions merely represent a number of educated opinions given
the evidence gathered. It should be also be known that due to the limitations of this study and the
flawed nature of the research design, these conclusions might hold even less weight. Having
established these caveats, let us discuss each hypothesis.
Through the survey results, I have already provided evidence that “grievances,” and
“identity” have increased between 1997 and 2017, and that each measure correlates strongly
(r>0.6) with the increase in protests. Now, I must provide evidence that the factors in combination
and not alone contributed to the increase in protests. The first counter-hypothesis I have to defeat
is that the increase in “grievances” alone led to the increase in protests observed. I reason that this
statement can be rendered false by looking at the years between 1997 and 2008. This period of
time sees abrupt increases in both “livelihood concerns” (see figure 4), and “distrust in the Hong
Kong Government without appreciable increases in protests in conjunction (see figure 5). This can
partially be explained by the fact that no major protests successful protests had been held yet. In
other words, the sense of efficacy in Hong Kongers about their ability to effect change, had not
yet developed. In figure 11, it can be seen that each pair of protests proceeds an increase in annual
protests, suggesting that efficacy plays a role in increasing protests. Finally, identity is the last
piece of the puzzle. Percentage of Hong Kong citizens who identified as “Hong Kongers” was on
a downward trend before 2008, after which it increased to 67% (see figure 12). Only when all three
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factors in concert began to rise in 2008, did protests follow. The gathered evidence provides
support for my three hypotheses, that increased “grievances,” “efficacy”, and “identity” led to
increased protests in Hong Kong.

Future Avenues of Research
Future studies that explore the increase in protests in Hong Kong should employ
quantitative analysis to provide a different view. Also, conducting original surveys instead of using
pre-existing ones might help researchers ask the specific questions they want to instead of having
to rely on indirectly related survey topics.
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Appendix A: South China Morning Post Article Count
Month/Year articles_dem articles_hk
Jan-97
17
1566
Feb-97
24
1286
Mar-97
13
1585
Apr-97
16
1805
May-97
17
1905
Jun-97
49
2574
Jul-97
36
2279
Aug-97
13
2628
Sep-97
33
2115
Oct-97
31
2446
Nov-97
14
2106
Dec-97
8
2148
Jan-98
8
1894
Feb-98
14
2217
Mar-98
9
2261
Apr-98
17
2222
May-98
43
2229
Jun-98
30
1826
Jul-98
22
2052
Aug-98
5
1931
Sep-98
2
2137
Oct-98
12
2055
Nov-98
8
2496
Dec-98
14
1957
Jan-99
20
2171
Feb-99
1
1951
Mar-99
8
2141
Apr-99
8
1531
May-99
4
2067
Jun-99
16
1948
Jul-99
7
1574
Aug-99
3
1549
Sep-99
3
1717
Oct-99
13
1780
Nov-99
13
1732
Dec-99
10
1751
Jan-00
15
1720
Feb-00
5
1494

Percent
1.085568
1.866252
0.820189
0.886427
0.892388
1.903652
1.57964
0.494673
1.560284
1.267375
0.664767
0.372439
0.422386
0.631484
0.398054
0.765077
1.929116
1.642935
1.072125
0.258933
0.093589
0.583942
0.320513
0.715381
0.921234
0.051256
0.373657
0.522534
0.193517
0.821355
0.444727
0.193673
0.174723
0.730337
0.750577
0.571102
0.872093
0.334672
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Month/Year articles_dem articles_hk
Mar-00
10
1904
Apr-00
14
1666
May-00
4
1273
Jun-00
12
1123
Jul-00
7
1356
Aug-00
4
1099
Sep-00
23
1125
Oct-00
20
1187
Nov-00
13
1117
Dec-00
17
1179
Jan-01
5
1011
Feb-01
1
1169
Mar-01
4
1110
Apr-01
14
1097
May-01
10
1368
Jun-01
9
1079
Jul-01
17
1114
Aug-01
7
1174
Sep-01
5
990
Oct-01
3
1243
Nov-01
3
1234
Dec-01
3
1085
Jan-02
4
1359
Feb-02
15
1035
Mar-02
4
1365
Apr-02
7
1215
May-02
11
1331
Jun-02
20
1357
Jul-02
12
1411
Aug-02
2
865
Sep-02
11
1231
Oct-02
15
1465
Nov-02
6
1406
Dec-02
10
1331
Jan-03
9
1650
Feb-03
0
1866
Mar-03
20
2512
Apr-03
12
2236

Percent
0.52521
0.840336
0.314218
1.068566
0.516224
0.363967
2.044444
1.68492
1.163832
1.4419
0.49456
0.085543
0.36036
1.276208
0.730994
0.834106
1.526032
0.596252
0.505051
0.241352
0.243112
0.276498
0.294334
1.449275
0.29304
0.576132
0.826446
1.473839
0.850461
0.231214
0.893582
1.023891
0.426743
0.751315
0.545455
0
0.796178
0.536673
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May-03
21
1890
Jun-03
28
2050
Jul-03
69
2320
Aug-03
35
2385
Sep-03
29
2470
Oct-03
29
2582
Nov-03
48
2502
Dec-03
46
2361
Jan-04
79
2452
Feb-04
50
2605
Mar-04
81
2866
Apr-04
101
2805
May-04
69
2805
Jun-04
66
2824
Jul-04
74
2272
Aug-04
54
2679
Sep-04
115
3182
Oct-04
46
2907
Nov-04
27
3061
Dec-04
32
2924
Jan-05
33
3077
Feb-05
13
2456
Mar-05
32
3299
Apr-05
27
3029
May-05
15
2489
Jun-05
14
2054
Jul-05
24
3913
Aug-05
21
3835
Sep-05
38
5680
Oct-05
43
6976
Nov-05
85
4957
Dec-05
122
3668
Jan-06
28
3067
Feb-06
20
3078
Mar-06
39
3722
Apr-06
23
3746
May-06
26
3646
Jun-06
42
3563

Percent
1.111111
1.365854
2.974138
1.467505
1.174089
1.12316
1.918465
1.948327
3.22186
1.919386
2.826239
3.600713
2.459893
2.33711
3.257042
2.015677
3.614079
1.582387
0.882065
1.094391
1.072473
0.529316
0.969991
0.891383
0.602652
0.681597
0.61334
0.547588
0.669014
0.616399
1.714747
3.326063
0.912944
0.649773
1.047824
0.613988
0.71311
1.178782
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Jul-06
59
3447
Aug-06
26
3336
Sep-06
23
3403
Oct-06
29
3406
Nov-06
30
3571
Dec-06
23
3207
Jan-07
30
3328
Feb-07
26
2748
Mar-07
34
3815
Apr-07
41
3490
May-07
30
3658
Jun-07
39
3628
Jul-07
45
3490
Aug-07
25
3403
Sep-07
50
3469
Oct-07
67
3745
Nov-07
49
3745
Dec-07
68
3387
Jan-08
52
3505
Feb-08
18
2933
Mar-08
32
3760
Apr-08
23
3581
May-08
16
3709
Jun-08
27
3562
Jul-08
28
3562
Aug-08
17
3389
Sep-08
30
3461
Oct-08
19
3722
Nov-08
12
3475
Dec-08
5
3268
Jan-09
15
2949
Feb-09
7
2835
Mar-09
12
3207
Apr-09
14
2926
May-09
25
2984
Jun-09
29
2943
Jul-09
23
2792
Aug-09
8
2605

Percent
1.711633
0.779376
0.675874
0.851439
0.840101
0.717181
0.901442
0.946143
0.891219
1.174785
0.82012
1.074972
1.289398
0.734646
1.441338
1.789052
1.308411
2.007676
1.483595
0.613706
0.851064
0.642279
0.431383
0.758001
0.786075
0.501623
0.866802
0.510478
0.345324
0.152999
0.508647
0.246914
0.374181
0.478469
0.837802
0.985389
0.823782
0.307102
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Sep-09
8
2611
Oct-09
9
2569
Nov-09
16
2461
Dec-09
27
2330
Jan-10
36
2495
Feb-10
29
1968
Mar-10
27
2629
Apr-10
23
2472
May-10
31
2403
Jun-10
56
2393
Jul-10
19
2342
Aug-10
7
2348
Sep-10
6
2493
Oct-10
7
2539
Nov-10
12
2481
Dec-10
9
2062
Jan-11
25
2519
Feb-11
14
2018
Mar-11
13
2918
Apr-11
12
2559
May-11
9
2785
Jun-11
12
2893
Jul-11
13
2794
Aug-11
8
2717
Sep-11
12
2827
Oct-11
26
2830
Nov-11
23
2933
Dec-11
13
2467
Jan-12
11
2443
Feb-12
6
2618
Mar-12
16
3504
Apr-12
22
5297
May-12
17
5759
Jun-12
53
5825
Jul-12
26
3240
Aug-12
13
2662
Sep-12
16
2841
Oct-12
11
2910

Percent
0.306396
0.350331
0.650142
1.158798
1.442886
1.473577
1.027006
0.930421
1.290054
2.340159
0.811272
0.298126
0.240674
0.275699
0.483676
0.436469
0.992457
0.693756
0.445511
0.468933
0.32316
0.414794
0.465283
0.294442
0.424478
0.918728
0.78418
0.526956
0.450266
0.229183
0.456621
0.415329
0.29519
0.909871
0.802469
0.488355
0.563182
0.378007

100
Month/Year articles_dem articles_hk
Nov-12
16
3129
Dec-12
12
2543
Jan-13
17
2861
Feb-13
9
2218
Mar-13
34
3126
Apr-13
41
2849
May-13
31
3092
Jun-13
39
2876
Jul-13
49
2656
Aug-13
30
2719
Sep-13
32
2774
Oct-13
26
2925
Nov-13
33
3521
Dec-13
16
2345
Jan-14
18
2462
Feb-14
14
2247
Mar-14
29
2897
Apr-14
34
2556
May-14
43
2653
Jun-14
40
2572
Jul-14
55
2568
Aug-14
43
2695
Sep-14
102
2625
Oct-14
96
2556
Nov-14
78
2612
Dec-14
50
2279
Jan-15
34
2619
Feb-15
23
1952
Mar-15
9
2246
Apr-15
22
1918
May-15
23
2054
Jun-15
38
1868
Jul-15
15
1964
Aug-15
6
1843
Sep-15
18
1708
Oct-15
18
1828
Nov-15
9
1804
Dec-15
10
1583

Percent
0.511345
0.471884
0.594198
0.405771
1.087652
1.439101
1.002587
1.35605
1.84488
1.103347
1.153569
0.888889
0.937234
0.682303
0.731113
0.623053
1.001036
1.330203
1.620807
1.55521
2.141745
1.595547
3.885714
3.755869
2.986217
2.193945
1.298205
1.178279
0.400712
1.147028
1.119766
2.034261
0.763747
0.325556
1.053864
0.984683
0.498891
0.631712

101
Month/Year
articles_dem
articles_hk
Jan-16
9
1506
Feb-16
7
1222
Mar-16
5
1649
Apr-16
12
1634
May-16
11
1633
Jun-16
19
1769
Jul-16
23
1669
Aug-16
22
1935
Sep-16
25
1780
Oct-16
12
1833
Nov-16
24
1905
Dec-16
30
1722
Jan-17
18
1622
Feb-17
7
1606
Mar-17
21
1910
Apr-17
11
1708
May-17
13
1728
Jun-17
29
1847
Jul-17
25
1758
Aug-17
23
1707
Sep-17
22
1694
Oct-17
17
1670
Nov-17
11
1697
Dec-17
15
1563

Percent
0.59761
0.572831
0.303214
0.734394
0.673607
1.074053
1.378071
1.136951
1.404494
0.654664
1.259843
1.74216
1.109741
0.435866
1.099476
0.644028
0.752315
1.570114
1.422071
1.347393
1.298701
1.017964
0.648203
0.959693

ACADEMIC VITA

Academic Vita of Robert Zhang Liu
xkrliu@gmail.com | 6177556219

Education
The Pennsylvania State University, University Park, Pennsylvania
Honors: Schreyer Honors College, Braddock Scholarship
Bachelor of Science in Biology
May 2018
Bachelor of Arts in Asian Studies
May 2018
Minors: Astrobiology, Japanese
Upper Dublin Senior High School, Fort Washington, PA
September 2010 - June 2014
Honors: National Honor Society, National Merit Finalist, Varsity Tennis

Work and Volunteer Experience

Penn State University Police Department, University Park, Pennsylvania
April 2015 - September 2016
Student Auxiliary Officer


Managed overall pedestrian and vehicular traffic flow to facilitate organized operations at large scale
campus events



Assisted full-time sworn officers in performing duties by conducting regular campus patrols to enforce
campus security
Mount Nittany Medical Center, State College, PA
June 2016 - Present
Patient Floors Volunteer


Assisted with daily operations and logistics to create a more streamlined patient care experience

Medical Shadowing Experience



Shadowed under Dr. Jun Xu (Physical Medicine and Rehabilitation) and Dr. Andrew Lubell (Pediatrics)
Attended clinical appointments and observed doctor-patient interactions

Extracurricular Activities

Penn State International Affairs and Debate Association (PSIADA)
August 2014 - Present
International Affairs and Debate Simulations
Head of Committee and Crisis Director




Constructed crisis simulations that challenged participants to tackle the intricacies of international
relationships and conflicts
Managed team of staffers to create seamless responses to committee decisions in real time
Authored extensive background guides for delegate use in simulations
Crisis Chair




Assisted Head of Committee in creating simulations for conferences
Moderated flow of debate to promote engaging discussions
Member of Competitive Team




Competed in crisis simulation conferences hosted by Cornell, William and Mary, UChicago
Was awarded Best Delegate at Cornell International Affairs Conference 2016

Setsucon Convention Planning Committee
August 2015 - Present
Logistics Coordinator




Participated in planning Japanese Animation and Culture Convention
Directed logistical operations on day of convention to streamline flow of supplies

Skills

Software:

Proficient in Microsoft Word, Excel, and PowerPoint

Languages:

Japanese (Proficient reading; Functional speech and writing), Mandarin Chinese (Basic

speech)

