6 November 2004

Mr Lee,

Discussion on a Student’s Published Article


I've read your article three times to make sure I understand it.  Your Chinese writing is pretty sophisticated; and the article obviously shows your breadth of knowledge on Hong Kong's social issues.  Compared with your peers, you are exceptionally astute on current events.  This is highly commendable.

Probably because of the limitation of the length of your article (the book has to accommodate 112 essays), it seems you have to squeeze in more points of view than the length of your paper could realistically handle.  Any number of viewpoints you've touched on could actually be expanded into individual essays.

For example, you said: "民主派在論述特區政府面對的問題時，經常陷入“制度萬能”的陷阱，除了“倒董”以外很少政治訴求，普選對於民主派來說已經是目的，他們的邏輯是普選＝有民望的政府＝解決政治危機。當然，如果董先生下台，
短期內可能會因為心理因素令經濟有所反彈，但這肯定不是恢復經濟的最好方式。"

This is an example of oversimplification of a rather complicated issue.  Have the "democrats" really proposed this argument that you say they do?  If so, who are these "democrats"?  I am sure one can easily name a number of so-called "democrats" who take exception to your above label.  If the "democrats" disagree
with the premise you put into their mouth, it follows that your conclusion could not stand also.  And then you have more than one conclusion in the short paragraph.

1. 普選對於民主派來說已經是目的-->普選
＝有民望的政府＝解決政治危機。

2. 普選對於民主派來說已經是目的-->普選
＝董先生下台。

3. 普選對於民主派來說已經是目的-->普選
＝短期內可能會因為心理因素令經濟有所反彈。

4. 普選對於民主派來說已經是目的-->普選
＝這肯定不是恢復經濟的最好方式。

A premise of politics produces a variation of political and economical conclusions.  It seems you are trying to squeeze in too much within a range of too little.

There are other examples.  Suffice it to say that you are qualified to make a good argument on all of them.  I just hope you can expand it into something lengthier and give your ideas their deserved justification.

Have a good night!

John Mok
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