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T
he United Kingdom’s 
Conservative and Union-
ist Party is, with origins 
dating back to the English 
Civil War, the world’s old-
est political party. In its 
current incarnation, it 

was created in 1834 by Sir Robert Peel, and 
it has governed Britain for the bulk of the 
last two centuries. Although an establish-
ment party, it has always moved with the 
times, and its phenomenal success is attrib-
utable to its ability to stay ahead of the 
game, as well as its ruthlessness.

When it has suited it, the Conservative 
Party has been a trailblazer. At a time when 
it was dominated by the aristocracy, it wel-
comed Benjamin Disraeli, a Jewish novelist 
and outsider, as its leader, in 1868, and 
he gave it power. Then, in 1975, it elected 
Margaret Thatcher as its fi rst female leader, 
and she did likewise, and it has now pro-
duced three lady prime ministers all told, 
while the opposition Labour Party has yet 
to come up with one.

On Oct 24, the Conservative Party 
smashed yet another glass ceiling, when 
it elected its fi rst person of color, Rishi 
Sunak, as its leader, and, hence, prime 
minister. His predecessor, Liz Truss, was 
brutally dispatched after a mere 44 days 
(she remained for a further fi ve days while 
a successor was chosen), such being the 
price of failure. Sunak, a former Goldman 
Sachs banker, is a Hindu who took his par-
liamentary oath on the Hindu holy book, 
the Bhagavad Gita, and his appointment 
will undoubtedly facilitate the UK’s ongo-
ing e� orts to strike a trade deal with India.

Sunak realizes that, as its third prime 
minister in less than three months, the 
Conservative Party is now in the last-
chance saloon. If he messes up even half 
as badly as his predecessor, it will face 
annihilation at the general election, due by 
2024. In the polls, the Conservative Party 
lags way behind Keir Starmer’s rejuvenated 
Labour Party, but, if he gets things back on 
track, he may yet save its bacon.

As he prepared to enter No 10 Downing 
Street, Sunak said it was time “to unite 
or die”, and most of his party will agree 
with that. He made clear that he plans 
to end the Conservative “psychodrama”, 
and pledged to prioritize “politics not 
personalities”. Whereas Truss surrounded 
herself with ideologues, all mechanically 
regurgitating identical platitudes, Sunak 
wants a more-broadly based government, 
and is reaching out to di� erent factions of 
his party.

The chaos of the ill-fated Truss premier-
ship could have been avoided if, once Boris 
Johnson resigned, the decision over his suc-
cessor was taken by the Conservative mem-
bers of parliament (MPs), rather than by its 
rank-and-fi le members in the country. In 
the initial stages of the contest, on July 20, 
the majority of the MPs, who worked daily 
with Sunak and Truss and knew them bet-
ter than anybody else, backed Sunak with 
137 votes to Truss’ 113 votes. Unfortunately 
for the British people, theirs was not the 
last word.

Once the main campaign got underway 
in the constituencies in late July, Truss, 
determined to win by hook or by crook, told 
the party members whatever they wanted 
to hear. By contrast, Sunak risked unpopu-
larity by telling them what they needed to 
hear, explaining that tough decisions were 
unavoidable and that her economic plans 
were a total “fairy tale”. He was, of course, 
absolutely right, and, after she was elected 
on Sept 2, with 81,326 votes to Sunak’s 
60,399 votes, Truss imploded, lasting 49 
days all told, the shortest and most igno-
minious premiership in British history.

Indeed, her campaign for the party 
membership’s votes was highly unedifying, 
and she even resorted to accusing Sunak of 
being “weak” on China (as well as Russia). 
As chancellor of the exchequer (fi nance 
minister), Sunak had, in his Mansion 
House speech in 2021, set out his vision for 
a “mature and balanced relationship” with 
China, adding, “We can pursue with confi -
dence an economic partnership with China 
in a safe, mutually benefi cial way without 
compromising our values or security”, and 
Truss sought to punish him for this.

It was, moreover, revealed, on July 28, 
through a Treasury leak published in The 
Times, that Sunak had been close to sign-
ing a new economic agreement with China 
that aimed to “deepen trade ties” and make 
the UK the “market of choice” for Chinese 
companies. Truss, of course, weaponized 
this information against him, and he then 
had to try to pacify party xenophobes 
by painting himself as a China “hawk”, 
although it did him no good.

As a careerist, Truss originally appeared 
very keen on improving ties with Beijing 
while serving in the government of the for-
mer prime minister, David Cameron, who 

pioneered the “Golden Era” of Anglo-China 
relations. Once Cameron departed, how-
ever, his policy fell into disfavor, and Truss 
quickly changed tack (just as she did over 
Brexit, which she originally opposed). Thus, 
in her contest with Sunak, she played the 
China card whenever she could, announc-
ing her plan to designate China for the fi rst 
time as a “threat” to the UK, rather than as 
the “systemic competitor” her government 
had described it in 2021.

The British people will pay a heavy price 
for Truss’ blunders, and the Conserva-
tive Party may never be forgiven for the 
needless anguish she caused. Her election 
came on the back of an appeal to the bas-
est instincts of party members, with her 
obvious shortcomings being disregarded. 
As foreign secretary, for example, her 
previous role, she was incompetent and 
superfi cial, even telling Russia’s foreign 
minister, Sergei Lavrov, that two Russian 
provinces were not part of Russia, and then 
advising Britons that they could go to fi ght 
in Ukraine, although this was a criminal 
o� ense. She was only ever as good as her 
next sound bite, as the entire world, to Brit-
ain’s shame, now knows.

That somebody so manifestly unsuitable 
could climb to the top of what Benjamin 
Disraeli famously called the “greasy pole” 
is testament to just how far a once-great 
political party has fallen. It will now be up 
to Sunak to try to turn things round, and 
this will involve sound fi scal planning, 
a balanced budget, and sensible trading 
arrangements to make a reality of “Global 
Britain”.

Quite clearly, those arrangements will 
have to include the deepening of the eco-
nomic and fi nancial ties between the UK 
and China. After all, China is Britain’s third-
largest trade partner, accounting for almost 
7 percent of the country’s global commerce, 
and huge opportunities are opening up in 
China for British businesses. The annual 
trade between the two countries currently 
amounts to over 93 billion pounds ($108 
billion), which is sharply up on the fi gure 
of 58 billion pounds in 2015, when David 
Cameron was the prime minister.

Although some of Truss’ backers favored 
economic decoupling from the world’s 
second-largest economy, it is now, with her 
exit, time for the zealots to make way for 
the realists, and for British national inter-
ests to be prioritized. On Oct 25, moreover, 
the Chinese Foreign Ministry’s spokes-
man, Wang Wenbin, said China wanted 
to “advance ties with the UK”, expressing 
the hope the two countries could work 
together on “a basis of mutual respect and 
win-win cooperation”, and Sunak will hope-
fully reciprocate.

As chancellor of the exchequer, Sunak 
acknowledged the importance of pro-
moting trade links with China as the UK 
capitalized upon its post-Brexit opportuni-
ties, and, as prime minister, he will now 
hopefully have the courage to see his vision 
through to fruition.

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

Grenville Cross says new British leader should follow 
through previous commitment to better trade links

Recalibrating China-UK 
relationship benefi ts all

E arlier this month, the United 
Nations Development Program’s 
2021-22 Human Development 
Report, “Uncertain Times, 

Unsettled Lives: Shaping Our Future in 
a Transforming World”, highlighted that 
for the fi rst time in the 32 years that the 
program has been tracking it, the Human 
Development Index (which measures a 
nation’s health, education, and standard 
of living) had declined globally for two 
consecutive years. On a global scale, life 
expectancy decreased from 73 years in 
2019 to 71.4 years in 2021. Human devel-
opment has fallen back to its 2016 levels, 
reversing much of the progress toward 
the 17 Sustainable Development Goals 
of 2030. The reversal is universal, with 
over 90 percent of countries registering 
a decline in their HDI score in either 
2020 or 2021, and more than 40 percent 
declining in both years, signaling that 
the catastrophic regression crisis is con-
tinuing.

The June 2022 report “The State of 
Global Learning Poverty: 2022 Update” 
had already raised the alarm regarding 
the exacerbating learning poverty beset-
ting school-going children. The specter 
of the underserved children losing $21 
trillion in future earnings, amounting to 
17 percent of today’s global GDP, is dread-
fully real.

With that global-scale backdrop, closer 
to home, Hong Kong’s economy and 
social fabric continue to move through 
the relentless challenges dating back to 
mid-2019 — owing to the social unrest 
and then the ongoing COVID-19 pandem-
ic. Thus, while Hong Kong has been, and 
still is, weathering the storm better and 
longer than most other places, impres-
sively, it has also retained its Human 
Development Index rank of No 4 of 2019, 
in the latest 2021-22 rankings as well.

From a human perspective, what is 
immensely praiseworthy is the tremen-
dous resilience and mental fortitude that 
Hong Kong’s children have exhibited dur-
ing these testing times, especially those 
attending local schools and thus being 
challenged with seemingly never-ending 
half-day schooling. Among these, it is the 
underserved and especially the non-Chi-
nese-speaking (NCS) ones who not only 
continue to face language-based educa-
tional marginalization routinely but also 
struggle to gain access to stable “online 
learning” infrastructure, who deserve our 
absolute respect — for their awe-inspiring 
courage, grit and discipline.

That said, Hong Kong’s education crisis 
that marginalizes its less-fortunate NCS 
children deserves the utmost priority and 
expeditious redress. The long-overdue 
educational correction should not only 
facilitate the inclusion and integration 
of these children but also provide them 
with fair opportunities to upskill them-
selves, break through the vicious circle 
of intergenerational poverty, and become 
part of Hong Kong’s best socioeconomic 
framework. To quote Barack Obama, “The 
best anti-poverty program is a world-class 
education.”

The numbers make an overwhelm-
ingly compelling case. According to the 
2021 Population Census results, in 2021, 
there were 619,568 people of non-Chinese 
ethnicities, constituting 8.4 percent of 
the whole population of Hong Kong. The 
average annual growth rates over the past 
fi ve years (i.e., 2016-21) of the populations 
of ethnic Chinese and non-Chinese are 0.1 
percent and 1.2 percent respectively.

Prior to that, over the preceding fi ve 
years, the non-Chinese ethnicities clocked 
up an average annual growth rate of 5.8 
percent, compared with 0.5 percent for 
the rest of the population. This has natu-
rally translated into some very encourag-
ing numbers as regards Hong Kong’s NCS 
children, with their enrollment numbers 
having increased from 30,477 in 2016-17 
to 33,036 in 2021-22 across kindergar-
tens, and primary and secondary schools. 
The number of children who appeared 
for their Diploma of Secondary Education 
(DSE) exams in public and Direct Subsidy 
Scheme schools has increased from 1,186 
in 2016-17 to 1,403 in 2020-21.

In contrast, an abysmally low number 
of merely 106 in 2016-17 and 111 in 2020-
21 were empowered enough to appear 
for the DSE Chinese examinations. The 
Audit Commission’s report of March 2021 
has already identifi ed the cause of this 
chronic pitfall and clearly highlighted the 
facts that despite the Education Bureau’s 
continued largesse (in terms of funding, 
resources and teacher training opportuni-
ties), the educators and empowered insti-
tutions have continued to underdeliver 
and underperform with respect to provid-
ing inclusive and equal language-learning 

opportunities for these children. This has 
naturally undermined the abilities of the 
young ones to integrate into Hong Kong’s 
social fabric seamlessly, maximize their 
abilities, and contribute to its growth to 
the very best of their potential.

The constructive way forward would 
be to pay heed to the Audit Commission’s 
fi ndings, and enhance the accountability 
of and strictly enforce reporting by the 
local institutions that are schooling NCS 
children. There must be clear key perfor-
mance indicators to strictly evaluate and 
grade the service e  ̈ ciency and e  ̈ cacy 
of the schools, especially those demand-
ing extra funding to nurture Chinese-
language profi ciency (reading, writing, 
speaking, thinking) among non-Chi-
nese-speaking children. The EDB must 
consider enforcing certain “minimally 
acceptable” and “gold standards” among 
such schools and teachers. Inability to 
deliver or deliver subpar performances 
must incur penalties, such as funding 
cuts, and downgrades to ranking for such 
underperformers. The corporate culture 
of annualized performance mandates and 
output-based appraisals must be tran-
sitioned into the schools. For years, the 
continued nonperformance of the stake-
holders has not only led to the enthusias-
tic children being educationally margin-
alized on the basis of language, but it has 
also allowed the empowered lot to blame 
the victimized children irresponsibly. 
This disrespectful attitude toward the 
children must be discouraged.

The way forward is via the “in’s,” of 
inclusion, by providing equal language 
learning opportunities; of innovation, 
in the teaching pedagogy such that the 
teachers take on the responsibility that 
the Chinese children no longer fear 
the DSE Chinese exam as “the paper of 
death” and they no longer continue to 
lament how hard it is to teach Chinese to 
Hong Kong’s NCS children; of insuring 
the children’s educational and profes-
sional well-being, and thus Hong Kong’s 
future, by nurturing the children as pro-
fi cient bi- and trilinguists; of investing 
regularly — something that the EDB has 
thus far already been extremely generous 
about by providing funding for various 
initiatives like the Language Fund and 
spending in excess of HK$200 million 
($25.5 million) annually since 2014 so 
schools could better teach Chinese to 
NCS pupils.

Teachers and schools would do well to 
heed the admonition of prominent politi-
cian and thinker Guan Zhong: “It takes 10 
years to grow a tree, but 100 years to cul-
tivate people.” Education and nurturing 
talent are long-term commitments. Like 
trees, cultivating Hong Kong’s children 
is a sustained commitment, but when 
done responsibly and conscientiously, it 
will secure Hong Kong’s future socioeco-
nomic success and bolster its ability to 
contribute to China’s ongoing progressive 
development. That these daughters and 
sons of Hong Kong will be entrusted with 
China’s future socioeconomic success is 
an unquestionable fact. Thus, nurturing 
them, including them, and educating 
them in an equity-based and equal learn-
ing opportunities environment is to Hong 
Kong’s benefi t.

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

Education will e� ectively 
address HK’s social inequity

Grenville Cross
The author is a senior counsel and law 
professor, and was previously the direc-
tor of public prosecutions of the Hong 
Kong Special Administrative Region.
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opportunities to Hong Kong’s under-
served and educationally marginalized 
non-Chinese-speaking children.

A merican politicians once again 
demonstrated more than arro-
gance when they accused Hong 
Kong’s judiciary of convicting for-

mer media tycoon Jimmy Lai Chee-ying on 
“spurious” fraud charges.

Never mind that Hong Kong’s judicial 
independence is world-renowned as evi-
denced by the fact that Hong Kong’s rank-
ing remains high on the just-o� -the-press 
“World Justice Project Rule of Law Index 
2022”, at 22nd out of 140 countries and juris-
dictions worldwide, ahead of the United 
States at 26th, and that the city also ranks 
high on the “criminal justice” subindex 
(22nd) — well ahead of the US (30th). Hong 
Kong’s convictions of lawbreakers are based 
on “spurious” charges as long as Washing-
ton’s friends are involved in the cases. There 
is no doubt Lai is Washington’s most-valued 
and loyal friend in Hong Kong. “We in Hong 
Kong are fi ghting for the shared values of the 

US against China. We are fi ghting their war 
in the enemy camp,” Lai declared in a CNN 
interview in 2019.

Ned Price, the US State Department 
spokesman, said in a statement on Wednes-
day in response to Lai’s conviction: “We 
remain deeply concerned about the dete-
rioration in protection for human rights 
and fundamental freedoms and the system-
atic dismantling of Hong Kong’s autonomy 
under the National Security Law” for Hong 
Kong.

Lai was found guilty of defrauding the 
Hong Kong Science and Technology Parks 
Corp (HKSTPC), a government-owned enter-
prise, over the unauthorized operation of 
a consultancy fi rm at the o  ̈ ces on a plot 
owned by the HKSTPC. The o� ense of fraud 
was established during the British rule and 
defi nitely has nothing to do with the Nation-
al Security Law promulgated for Hong Kong 
in June 2020.

The US State Department, in its Wednes-
day statement, accused the Hong Kong 
authorities of using the National Security 
Law as an excuse to “mu«  e the city’s press 
corps and shut down critical speech”. Such 
a wild accusation is in total disregard for 
— indeed in blatant contempt of — the fact 
and logic.

Sinophobic US politicians abhor the 
National Security Law, which has e� ectively 
kept their Hong Kong pawns at bay, so much 
so that they no longer care about facts, logic 
and thus decency when they fi nd the need to 
blast the legislation. For the sake of decency 
and regaining the respect of people around 
the world, these politicians must at least 
hide their hypocrisy and stop lecturing Hong 
Kong’s Judiciary on how to do its job.

The author is a current-a� airs commentator.
The views do not necessarily refl ect those of 
China Daily.

US politicians’ disdain for National Security 
Law blinds them to facts, logic and decency

Yang Sheng

From a human perspective, 
what is immensely praise-
worthy is the tremendous 
resilience and mental for-
titude that Hong Kong’s 
children have exhibited 
during these testing times, 
especially those attending 
local schools and thus be-
ing challenged with seem-
ingly never-ending half-day 
schooling.

Quite clearly, those ar-
rangements will have to in-
clude the deepening of the 
economic and financial ties 
between the UK and China. 
After all, China is Britain’s 
third-largest trade part-
ner, accounting for almost 
7 percent of the country’s 
global commerce, and huge 
opportunities are opening 
up in China for British busi-
nesses. 
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