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‘Occupy Central with love and peace’ (hereafter: Occupy Central) is a proposed civil protest which would probably take place in Central, Hong Kong in July 2014 for universal suffrage. The movement is initiated in January, 2013 by Benny Tai Yiu-ting, an associate professor of law at the University of Hong Kong, and is later joined by Chan Kin Man, an associate professor of sociology at the Chinese University of Hong Kong and Rev Chu Yiu Ming. Tai has repeatedly stated that Occupy Central has no intention to denounce the sovereignty of the Chinese government over Hong Kong. However, the pro-establishment and pro-Beijing groups criticize it as the Hong Kong version of Jasmine Revolution in Tunisia, equating it to an irresponsible act to jeopardize the Hong Kong economy leading to mass violence. A poll done in July indicates 32% of the interviewees support Occupy Central and 46% disapprove it.  Compared to the similar poll done in April, the former has increased 7% while the latter has decreased 5%. The concern of this short article is not to provide a political analysis of the development of Occupy Central, but to offer a theological interpretation of the idea of love and peace of the protest.

After the first day of deliberation for Occupy Central on June 9, Leung Chun Ying, the Chief Executive of Hong Kong, sent his strongest warning that ‘it is impossible Occupy Central could be lawful or peaceful, and it is an intended illegal act.’ In the eyes of Leung, peace means abiding in the state’s law and no violation of it. Thus the real issue lies in: why do people choose not to obey the law, how do they disobey the law, and what has the government done and can they do in order to reduce protest against the law by the people. Tai responds aptly, ‘The violation of the law is for the sake of making the law more just.’ This is not an excuse, but ethics begins where the law ends.

Since the introduction of the ideology of harmonious society in 2004, ‘harmony’ is defined in a one-sided way, that is, no violation of the state’s law. According to the Chinese government, harmony is basically hierarchical: it disallows any challenge to the authorities. Obviously, harmony is an ideological tool to maintain the status quo favorable to the government. Inevitably, the government is being critiqued by Occupy Central, for it challenges this so-called ‘order’ which is more or less the representations of space in Henri Lefebrve’s term, on the one hand and to retrieve a kind of spatial practices characterized by people as the actors, on the other.
Love, peace and non-violence

From the very beginning, Tai has emphasized that Occupy Central is a non-violent protest. Those who oppose Occupy Central accuse Tai for confusing his insistence of non-violence as a strategy with non-violence as a way of life. They say that love and peace are never the means but  ends. Hence, non-violence is not only expressed in Occupy Central, but should also part of  everyday life. 
Tai clearly states that ‘once Occupy Central is involved in violence, it loses its credibility.’ On another occasion, he explains, ‘apparently non-violence creates difficulties for the authorities, and they are compelled to compromise. The more crucial point is for the populace at large to learn through non-violence protest, they can exercise their rights to refuse the administration of the government and to monitor the power of the government.’ Indeed Tai’s view of non-violence is contextual based and pertaining only to Occupy Central. Despite this limited understanding,  it does not discredit  non-violence as strategy for Occupy Central. First and foremost, the participants have no means other than taking non-violence to approach Occupy Central. Secondly, through the praxis of non-violence in Occupy Central, the participants can have the opportunity to experience a transformation from non-violence as a strategy to non-violence as a way of life.

Love, peace and reconciliation

Reconciliation is that which the church understands as the mission of its ministry (2 Cor 5:17-20; Eph 2:12-20; Col 1:19-20). Reconciliation is first and foremost the work of God (Missio Dei). The church is sent to work with God, but it is God who completes reconciliation. Second, God begins the reconciling process by healing the victim, and restoring dignity to them. Commitment to justice is quintessential and fundamental to reconciliation. Third, reconciliation transforms both the victim and wrongdoer to a new creation. This new creation is characterized by inclusiveness, dialogue and justice. Finally, reconciliation can only be realized in eschaton, and therefore, we should not be satisfied with the temporary success, for instance. Contrarily, patience and hope are important virtues in the interim. I would consider Occupy Central is a reconciling process. 

Firstly, Occupy Central is not to exacerbate existing social tension, but rather it aims to make right and restoring the dignity of the people in terms of civil and political right. Secondly, Occupy Central can be seen as a witness to the possible emergence of a renewed relationship between the Central government and the people of Hong Kong, positively speaking. However, as to whether it progresses to a positive track depends largely on the types of responses the involved parties choose to take. Thirdly, since the message that ‘the city is dying’ is becoming widespread in Hong Kong, Occupy Central can be considered as a light of hope to counter the gloomy atmosphere. No one can make an accurate prediction of the result of Occupy Central, and since it is God who completes reconciliation, we should continue to keep faith in him, not in ourselves and the Central government.
Occupy Central as a historical project

Occupy Central is a historical project, for it attempts to realize the utopia of equality and justice. At the same time, we may be mindful of the warning served by the European political theology that God’s reign is ultimately sovereign and we should not turn any earthly project into an idol. This reservation can at the same time advocate maintaining a status quo, and God becoming distant so that theology becomes alienated to the historical events. Despite the inadequacies and immaturity of Occupy Central as a historical project, the church has to take this risk to initiate this ministry of reconciliation. Those who find Occupy Central is not an appropriate historical project is responsible to propose their own historical projects to effect the utopia of reconciliation. 
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