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The dawn of independents’ day?
People with different backgrounds will probably draw conclusions from the Legislative Council election results that suit their own agendas. The pro-democracy camp, for instance, can point to the fact that they attracted the support of the majority of voters - more than 60 per cent. And the pro-government camp can say that four in 10 clearly prefer Beijing-friendly candidates, and therefore are concerned about any possible confrontation with the central government. 

The high voter turnout, considering that Hong Kong was not electing an administration, is encouraging. I believe no one will raise any objections over this. 

The next four years certainly look like being very interesting, both in the Legco chamber itself (much of the attention will be focused on the new faces), and in terms of relations between the executive and the legislature. 

The general impression is that the Liberal Party often favours large corporate interests. Now, with its chairman and vice-chairman returned by direct election, how is the party going to transform itself into a voice of the people? No major departure from the existing party line is expected. Being the voice of the people does not necessarily mean confrontation. It seems that the best thing for the Liberals to do is position themselves as a bridge, linking the business sector, government and public. 

Few would dispute that Hong Kong should move towards full democracy. The current rows are mainly over the pace of democratisation. Largely, this is the major difference between the Democrats and the Democratic Alliance for Betterment of Hong Kong. 

To the surprise of some analysts, the Democratic Party failed to perform well in the election. It lost some support to vocal critics Albert Cheng King-hon and Long Hair' Leung Kwok-hung, but also to moderate pro-democracy barristers. Tactics and negative publicity might have played a part, but there also seems to be a real demand for alternatives. 

Perhaps the Democrats should move on from the issue of universal suffrage and start thinking of policies for the day we have full democracy. 

Aside from the pro-democracy and pro-government camps, there are also the independent legislators who can look at issues from a more detached and objective point of view. They are never afraid of criticising the government, or of standing by so-called unpopular policies when they are in the interests of society. 

Traditionally, the Breakfast Group has played this role. But with the new lineup, it may need to regroup. 

The Democrats' election setback may also be an indication of people's worries regarding relations with the central government. High on many people's agenda are how to maintain a harmonious relationship, and how to make sure there is a channel to communicate with Beijing. 

The non-affiliated legislators will play a more important role in Legco, as well as in relations between the legislature and the executive. With this in mind, I agree with suggestions that a better framework be put in place to provide a more consolidated platform to facilitate the exchange of views and closer co-operation among non-affiliated legislators. An independent status should not prevent everyone working together. 

It is, of course, too early to come to any concrete conclusions. There are many options for non-affiliated legislators; they could remain independent; unite as a loose alliance; or be more active and join the Liberal Party, or other political groups with similar missions and visions.

