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Abstract

“Add oil”. Two Cantonese words of encouragement that, for nearly half a year, inspired millions of Hongkongers to fight for their rights and push for a more democratic Hong Kong. The protests that were ignited in the Summer of 2019 by a now extinct extradition bill morphed into a months-long full on demonstration against the government and the status quo. The protests caught the attention of the international community not only because they were the largest in Hong Kong’s history but also due to the use of violence by the police. Based on a qualitative content analysis of news stories, that spanned for over one year, covering the protests, this study relies on realist and constructivist theories to explain why China chose to ignore both domestic and international pressure and instead responded with violence against the protesters in Hong Kong. This thesis argues that this type of behavior can be explained because of three reasons: Xi Jinping feared to be losing power, China was responding to a shift in the balance of power and, ultimately, there was not sufficient domestic pressure for China to enact a policy change in the human rights domain. The findings of this study can be employed in future dealings with China and to effectively pressure China’s government to not respond with violence to domestic protesters and enact positive policy changes in the human rights field.  
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1. 
i

2. 
3. Introduction 

In democracies and in autocracies, from the Global South to the Global North, and ranging from West to East, demonstrations have always been the way citizens have to show their governments that something is fundamentally wrong and change must happen. In some cases, protesting, in whatever form citizens have at their reach, is the only way of expressing opinions and discontent in certain countries that do not allow for free and fair elections and/or freedom of speech. The right to freedom of peaceful assembly was instituted as a fundamental right under the Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR) of the United Nations (UN) in 1948 (United Nations, n.d.). Since then, an international norm has been taking shape around the globe giving protesters the assurance that they can express their demands without having to fear any kind of retribution – be it police violence or judicial persecution. 

Following from Finnemore & Sikkink (1998), a norm can be considered to be fully institutionalized when is taken for granted to the extent that its adherence is “normal” and does not provoke any reaction whatsoever from the international community when countries adhere to it (p.892). On the other hand, a norm that is already fully institutionalized but is not adhered to by certain countries usually results in international condemnation. I argue that not responding with violence against protesters is now an institutionalized norm because of two reasons: 1) it is expected that a government will engage with protesters in trying to reach common ground for an agreement; and 2) the international community reacts with condemnation to governments that respond with police brutality and prison sentences against domestic demonstrators. Recent examples include the European Union (EU) condemning the “unacceptable violence against peaceful protesters” in Belarus following the August 2020 presidential elections that were “neither free, not fair” (European Council, 2021) and promising to take measures in response to the “brutal repression of peaceful protests” in Myanmar (European Union External Action Service, 2021). However, the norm of not responding with violence to protesters has not been adhered to fully and completely by governments worldwide. 

Another recent and recurrent example is Hong Kong, a Special Administrative Region (SAR) of People’s Republic of China (PRC), where the international community has also condemned the government’s harsh response to protesters. Under Hong Kong’s Basic Law (commonly known as the region’s “mini constitution”), residents have the right to freedom of association, of assembly, of procession, and of demonstration (The Basic Law of the Hong Kong Special Administrative Region of the People’s Republic of China, n.d.). In 2014, the people of Hong Kong used their constitutional rights to protest against the undemocratic system in place to elect the chief executive and demand a universal suffrage. What started out as a student movement dubbed “Scholarism” soon morphed into a much more encompassing protest and together with “Occupy Central with Peace and Love” became the infamous “Umbrella Movement”.  For 79 days, a huge number of Hongkongers occupied Central, the financial heart of Hong Kong, and police violence was not infrequent (Civil Human Rights Front, 2015). The movement gained its name due, in part, to the use of force by the police that used pepper spray on protesters, forcing them to shield behind umbrellas. Yellow umbrellas. After almost 80 days, the protest died off but the movement lingered. 

Five years later, a new massive movement erupted, this time ignited by a controversial extradition bill that would allow Hong Kong to deport its citizens to face trial in mainland China. Whereas in Hong Kong due process is (still) observed, a fair trial and something as fundamentally basic as access to a lawyer is not guaranteed in China’s “deeply flawed justice system” (BBC, 2019c), and critics feared this bill would further erode Hong Kong’s judicial independence. These initial protests against the extradition bill soon expanded into a months-long demonstration that only subsided when Hongkongers, faced with the coronavirus pandemic, had to isolate at home and emptied the streets from protests. During the demonstrations that started on the summer of 2019, the Hong Kong police was accused of excessive force and violence by the highly influential UN high commissioner for human rights (United Nations Human Rights, 2019). In both instances, 2014 and 2019, the protests subsided until eventual extinction with no significant concessions from the part of the Hong Kong government. 

This thesis starts from the assumption that freedom of peaceful assembly is a universal right; thus, protesters should not be met with police violence, nor fear being criminally prosecuted after peacefully protesting. Assuming this, why did Hong Kong’s government (and, by extension, China) decide to reject both domestic and international pressure and instead of engaging in talks with protesters chose to repress the demonstrations with force? Moreover, after the protests were extinguished, why were the demonstrators criminally charged and handed prison sentences? 

In both instances, 2014 and 2019, the eyes of the international community were in Hong Kong with reporters, non-governmental organizations (NGOs), foreign governments and international organizations reporting and condemning what was happening on the ground. Hong Kong – and, by default, China – was repeatedly urged to stop using violence against its own citizens. Back in 2014, overseas support groups organized rallies in New York, Vancouver, Los Angeles, London, Perth, Canberra, Sydney, Kuala Lumpur, Paris, Dublin, Seattle, Auckland, Copenhagen, and Stockholm, and petitions with hundreds of signatures were signed in support of Hong Kong’s push for democracy (Iyengar, 2014). The US Department of State, on the Country Report on Human Rights Practices for 2014, stated that “the most important human rights problems reported [in Hong Kong] were the ability of citizens to participate in and change their government through the right to vote in free and fair elections, limitations on freedom of the press and incidents of violence against the media, and a legislature with limited powers in which certain sectors of society wielded disproportionate political influence. Other human rights problems included denial of visas for political reasons, reports of arbitrary arrest or detention, and other aggressive police tactics hampering the freedom of assembly” (US Department of State, 2014). 

In 2019, protests took a darker turn from their comparatively peaceful predecessors. The actions of the Hong Kong police led the spokesperson for the UN high commissioner for human rights to issue a statement saying they had “reviewed credible evidence of law enforcement officials employing less-lethal weapons in ways that are prohibited by international norms and standards” (United Nations Human Rights, 2019). In its Annual Report on Human Rights and Democracy in the World, the EU proclaimed that, in 2020, “the erosion of rights and freedoms, that were meant to be protected until at least 2047, accelerated in Hong Kong” (EU, 2020, p.195). The EU mentioned as examples the arrest of numerous pro-democracy activists, lawmakers and journalists, the accelerating trend towards self-censorship in the media, academia and civil society, and steps taken by China that “seriously undermine the ‘one country, two systems’ principle and the high degree of autonomy of the Special Administrative Region of Hong Kong” (EU, 2020, p.196) and that “are not in conformity with its international commitments and the Hong Kong Basic Law” (EU, 2020, p.196). 

In both cases, the answer from the Chinese government was used like a broken record: these are internal affairs of China and external interference will not be tolerated. Did the pressure of the international community have any impact on the outcome of both protests? Or did it contribute to make matters worse (for the demonstrators)? 

One distinction should be made clear from the outset: even though Hong Kong is part of China, Hong Kong is not China. For the remaining of this thesis, both governments of China and Hong Kong will be used interchangeably because of the assumption that all policies and decisions enacted by the government of Hong Kong are put forward with the blessing or dictat of China’s central government. However, in theory, this should not be the case due to the “one country, two systems” model. Under this framework, the one country – China – is ruled under two systems: the communist one in place in the mainland and a capitalist one applied to Hong Kong and Macau where certain rights are freedoms exist – at least for 50 years since the handover of both former colonies to the “motherland”. 

Because of the “one country, two systems” framework, the Hong Kong Special Administrative Region (HKSAR) acknowledges specific rights that citizens in mainland China do not have: freedom of speech, press, association, assembly, demonstration, to form and join trade unions, and to strike, as well as the right to vote and stand for elections to the legislature. This framework was supposed to be safeguarded at least until 2047, 50 years after Hong Kong was returned from the United Kingdom (UK) to China, but critics, activists and politicians have been decrying the erosion of the model for years already. Despite certain rights and freedoms being observed in the region and its high degree of autonomy from the mainland, Hong Kong is far from being a democracy. The chief executive of the region is elected by a restricted and pro-Beijing election committee composed of 1,500 members, and is appointed by the central people’s government (GovHK, 2021). By comparison, in 2020, the population of Hong Kong was 7,48 million people (World Bank, 2021). 

Some might argue that China is a pariah state in the international community by not adhering to basic human rights but, in this context, Hong Kong is – or should be – an exception. It is by no means a democracy (the chief executive is de facto appointed by the Chinese Communist Party [CCP]) but its citizens still enjoy the freedoms and rights mentioned above. Hong Kong is ruled under a capitalist system and has a specific judicial system that takes over after the one of the UK. Moreover, Hong Kong gained international notoriety as one of the major financial hubs of Asia exactly because of its autonomy from China. Notably, it ranked 5th on the Global Financial Centers Index of September 2020, after New York, London, Shanghai and Tokyo (Z/Yen Group, 2020). The financial sector contributes to 19% of Hong Kong’s Gross Domestic Product (GDP) and, in 2019, almost two-thirds of China’s inward and outward investment was originated and intermediated via Hong Kong (Hong Kong Monetary Authority, 2021). It is understandable why China wants to retain its grip on Hong Kong and prevent it from drifting away from the mainland, considering that the region is the country’s (financial) gate to the West. 

It is this contrast between what was expected of Hong Kong’s government due to the rules and laws in place that protect the freedom of peaceful assembly and how the government reacted to the protests of 2014 and 2019, acting against its own Basic Law, the international community, and its own citizens, that is puzzling. In this thesis, I am interested in studying this puzzle by analyzing and explaining China’s response to domestic protesters. More concretely, I will examine the following research question: 

“Why did China ignore both domestic and international pressure and instead responded with violence against the protesters in Hong Kong?”

The scientific relevance of this thesis relies on its independent variable. Most studies on protests in China have so far attempted to explain the nature of the protests, the motivations, or the conditions for their success. Very few use China’s response to protests and when they include it in their analysis, it is as a dependent variable, a factor of explanation. For example, Hongyi Lai (2010) investigated how social protests are a result of China’s inefficiency in offering protection to people’s rights and in mitigating social grievances; Chih-Jou Jay Chen (2020) studied the trends and characteristics of popular protests in China, presenting the ups and downs of social protests in the country over the past two decades, and Feng Chen (2000) analyzed the conditions that drive state workers to protests.   

It is important to understand exactly why and what led China to rebel against domestic and international pressure and to respond with violence against its protesters. Knowing that the focus of the international community was in Hong Kong, it makes no logical sense to continue pursuing a strategy of violence that will lead to more condemnation and possibly sanctions. Answering these questions may shed some light on why China uses violence in responding to domestic protesters and what exactly is the role of the international community in these cases: is it useful or will it make matters worse? Perhaps if China does not respond well to international condemnation of its actions, the role of the international community could be better tailored and employed using other strategies. For example, instead of openly criticizing the Chinese government, the international community could serve as an intermediary “behind closed doors” between the government and the protesters. 

This is the societal relevance of this thesis – if we understand what are the results of the international community pressuring China, we can devise the best courses of action to prevent further violence and more successful demonstrations, by tailoring international response to China’s actions. Furthermore, knowing why China responds with violence to domestic protesters can also uncover the conditions for more peaceful demonstrations by responding accordingly as an international community. Knowing this may result in less violence and more successful demonstrations, especially at a time when protests are more frequent, even in mainland China. In 2005, the last year the Chinese government published official statistics on “mass incidents”, there were 87,000 such occurrences, as compared with roughly 5,000-10,000 per year in the early 1990s (Wright, 2019, p.1). In 2010, according to some mainland Chinese scholars, there were as many as 180,000 (Wright, 2019, p.1). 

Two major theoretical currents are promising in solving this theoretical and empirical puzzle between what was expected of China and how it responded to domestic protesters. They are realism and constructivism. From these two larger theories, three other theories will be employed in trying to answer my research question: classical realism and structural realism and, from constructivism, the spiral model. In the next chapter I will delve deeper into each one of these theories in light of my research question.

Within realism, two different strands can help clarifying this puzzle. Starting with classical realism, this theory sees politics as a struggle for power and an expression of human nature that is inherently driven for power (Lebow, 2013). According to classical realists, states are power-driven because of their leaders, who are led by their human nature and who follow their own interest (Mearsheimer, 2013). In this theory, interest is always understood in terms of power, and while this is a universal concept, its content is context-dependent (Lebow, 2013). In other words, for China, interest in terms of power will have a different understanding than in the United States (US). It naturally follows that China’s leader, Xi Jinping, is inherently determined to be as powerful as it can be and this will ultimately condition his behavior, including how his government responds to domestic protesters. 

Structural (or neo) realism shifts the focus from individuals to the structure of the international system in explaining why states are power-driven (Mearsheimer, 2013). In an anarchic self-help system such as the one understood by neorealists, it only makes sense for each state to try and gather as much power as possible in order to be able to protect themselves from the inevitable future attacks of other powers since one can never be certain about the intentions of other countries (Mearsheimer, 2013). In this sense, structural realists theorize that the main goal of states is survival (Mearsheimer, 2013, p.79). If survival is understood in terms of maintaining the “territorial integrity and the autonomy of the domestic political order” of the state (Mearsheimer, 2013, p.79), then it follows that China, striving for survival, would tighten its grip on Hong Kong in response to the protests in order to maintain both its territorial integrity and the autonomy of its domestic political order. 

Following from both classical and structural realism, and from the assumption that China is a great power, some expectations can be derived in order to understand why the country would not be willing to “let go” of Hong Kong or making concessions that would make the territory drift away from the “motherland” and closer to Western democracies. In this scenario, China, as any other great power, at the bare minimum, wants to hold on to the power it already has in order to not tip the balance in favor of its rivals – in this case, the US. Hong Kong, being such an important financial asset, presents itself as an essential source of latent economic power that China cannot afford to lose. Furthermore, losing Hong Kong to Western democracies would amount to an immense damage to China’s internal and external reputation, something that China simply cannot allow to happen. Thus, we can make sense of China flexing its muscle in the face of protests using a realist explanation depending on the justifications that were provided by China’s and Hong Kong’s governments to defend their actions. 

A different explanation to why Hong Kong’s government ignored domestic and international pressure is presented by constructivism. This theory starts from a critique of the more material assumptions of traditional International Relations (IR) theories, such as realism, and understands it as a social construction where norms, rules and language matter (Fierke, 2013). Constructivists theorize about a previously non-existing room for human agency and choice, as states and individuals are no longer restricted only by an infinite search for power but can actually interact in meaningful ways (Fierke, 2013). In this sense, actors are understood to be social beings that cannot be detached from their context and who follow a logic of appropriateness instead of a logic of consequences, as in realism (Fierke, 2013). 

Analyzing the response to the Hong Kong protests from their government through a constructivist lens opens the door to the possibility of choice and human agency. Understood in this way, the authorities could choose from a range of options on how to react to the protesters. It is not the case that they were restrained and could only respond with force. Constructivists would theorize that the Chinese government weighted different values, between nationalism and patriotism, on one scale, and international reputation and human rights, on the other, and made its choice accordingly. Ultimately, they did not adhere to the international norm of not responding with violence against protesters. The question remains: why? 

In some cases, a norm may be context-dependent and the same government who violated the norm in some instances may respect it later on. This was the case, for example, of the anti-racism protests (more commonly known as the Black Lives Matter movement) in the US that recorded nearly one thousand instances of police brutality in just five months, including the police being permissive to the far-right demonstrators and showing double standards when confronted with white supremacists (Thomas, Gabbatt & Barr, 2020). This last point was made abundantly clear when, on January 6th of 2021, a mob of mostly white supremacists stormed and invaded the US Capitol, facing virtually no resistance from the police. This goes to show that even a democratic nation such as the US has not always maintained the same standards of compliance with the international norm of not responding with violence against protesters. 

All this is not to say that the norm in question has failed. Far from that. What I intend to say is simply that it should not be taken for granted and sometimes it can be context-dependent, even within the same country, as the US example shows. However, as numerous instances of police brutality against protesters being denounced by the international community also show, the norm of not responding with violence against protesters exists, even if some states chose not to adhere by it. 

Norms, including the one of not responding with violence against protesters, do not just appear out of thin air. They are a social construction that occurs in the international community through a process of socialization that does not always come to a fruition. One explanation of how norms are adhered to by individual countries was put forward by Risse and Sikkink (2007). They devised the spiral model, which starts out with the repression and activation of a network, moves on to the government denying accusations that it is violating human rights, ultimately enacting tactical concessions. The next phase is achieved when the government adheres to a prescriptive status of the norm previously being violated, and the spiral model is completed when the human rights norm is fully institutionalized into the rule of law.  Only when these five steps have been completed can we say that a government that was once a norm-violator has become a norm-follower. 

In order to test the hypotheses derived from these three theories – classical realism, neorealism and the spiral model – I will be conducting a single case study. I will be analyzing China’s response to domestic protesters by doing a qualitative content analysis of news stories from The Guardian covering the period of February 2019 until June 30th 2020 focusing on the Hong Kong protests. 

In the next chapter I will delve deeper into each one of these three theories to formulate hypotheses in order to answer my research question: “Why did China ignore both domestic and international pressure and instead responded with violence against the protesters in Hong Kong?”. The remainder of this thesis will be structured as follows: in the second chapter I will present the theoretical framework; in the third chapter I will explain the method I will be employing to test my hypotheses; in the fourth chapter I will discuss the results of my analysis, and, finally, in the fifth chapter I will conclude this thesis with a final summary and discussion of the findings and a reflection and suggestions for future research.


4. Theory 

In this chapter, I will present the theoretical framework. For this thesis I will be probing the explanatory power of realist and constructivist approaches. Following their discussion, I will develop a set of hypotheses based on them to explain why China ignored both domestic and international pressure and instead responded with violence against the protesters in Hong Kong. I will start by situating realism and constructivism in the great debates of IR and then move on to explaining the theories.  

4.1. Realism and constructivism in the great debates

The great debates of IR themselves, as well as the theories that form the basis of them, have generated discussion not only with respect to their epistemological and ontological assumptions, but also related to the question as to how many great debates exist. In this section, I will rely on the framework by Elias & Sutch (2007) as structuring device for providing an overview of these debates, beginning with the first one that pitted realism against idealism, continuing with the third debate of neorealism vs. neoliberalism and concluding with the last debate involving rationalism and reflectivism.

The first debate of IR pitted realists against idealists before, during, and immediately after the Second World War. Realism developed in opposition to idealism as a reaction to its “unsystematic” and “value-driven” approach to IR (Kurki & Wight, 2013, p.17). While idealists considered that institutions were the most suited mechanism to ensure long-lasting peace and end all wars (Lake, 2013, p.569), realists like Morgenthau were critical of this focus on how the world “ought” to be, and instead attempted to present the world “as it is” (Kirshner, 2010, p.54; Lake, 2013, p.569; Morgenthau, 1948, p.4).  

There is some debate among IR scholars as to what constitutes the second and the third great debate. Some include traditionalism vs. behaviouralism as the second debate, overlooking the neo-neo debate (Kurki & Wight, 2013; Lake, 2013). Elias & Sutch (2007) consider traditionalism vs. behaviouralism to embody the second great debate of IR, followed by neorealism vs. neoliberalism as the third. As mentioned above, in this thesis I will follow the framework presented by Elias & Sutch (2007). 

The third debate pitted the neorealists against the neoliberals during the 1980s. While both start from the same assumption that anarchy is the defining principle of the international structure, neorealists see it as an impediment for cooperation, whereas neoliberals do not see it as a constraint as such, but are rather interested in how cooperation is possible despite anarchy (Powell, 1994). For neorealists, by comparison, anarchy is the main force shaping the motives and actions of states and is responsible for their inability to cooperate even when they have common interests (Waltz, 1979, p.106). 

The last great debate of IR revolves around rationalism and reflectivism. Advocates of reflectivism (and, subsequently, of constructivism) are concerned with social meanings, language and beliefs that they consider to constitute the most important aspects of social existence (Kurki & Wight, 2013). Rationalists, by comparison, are first and foremost preoccupied with following the scientific method of the natural sciences. 

Now that realism and constructivism have been situated in the great debates of IR, I will turn to their analysis in light of my research question. 

4.2. Realism

In the next sections, I will discuss classical realism and structural realism and how they would explain states’ defiance to international and domestic pressure. The choice of realist theories to answer my research question is connected to the possible power-related reasons for China to show such a strong hand to the protesters in Hong Kong. While classical realism is an actor-based theory that suggests that the leader of China fears losing power over Hong Kong, neorealism points to the international system and China’s fear of losing power relative to its rival – the US. 

4.2.1. Classical realism

Classical realists paint international politics as a map dominated by “an extreme inequality of nations” (Morgenthau, 1948, p.8), where only the great powers matter. Because classical realism is an actor-based theory, the main theorists in this school of thought explain the actions of states with the human nature of their leaders (Lebow, 2013, p.61; Morgenthau, 1948, p.4). States’ leaders are motivated by their own interests which, in classical realism, is always defined in terms of power (Morgenthau, 1948, p.5). However, what power entails for each individual may vary, as there are no absolute measures of power, because power is always relative and situation-specific (Lebow, 2013, p.66). In classical realism, only the definition of interest as power is “universally valid” but this is not a concept that is fixed “once and for all” (Morgenthau, 1948, p.10). As Morgenthau (1948) stated: “The kind of interest determining political action in a particular period of history depends upon the political and cultural context within which foreign police is formulated.” (p.11). It follows that, what a statesperson considers to be equivalent to power varies and may be: military might, economic influence, natural resources, population, territory, or even reputation (Waltz, 1979, p.131). In the words of Morgenthau:

Power may comprise anything that established and maintains the control of man over man. Thus, power covers all social relationships which serve that end, from physical violence to the most subtle psychological ties by which one mind controls another. (Morgenthau, 1948, p.11). 

It follows that, in order to understand states’ behavior, we need to take a look at their leaders and understand what they equate with power. For example, while China may keep as a priority maintaining reputation and not “losing face” in the case of Hong Kong – thus employing extreme measures to maintain the status quo regardless of domestic pressure – the US could be more interested in asserting economic power or military might, leaving reputation as a secondary consideration.

In Chinese society, the concept of “losing face” is of utmost importance and is used to navigate social interactions (Zhang, Cao & Grigoriou, 2011, p.130). This concept can be traced back to the Chinese Confucian society as “the most delicate standard by which Chinese social intercourse is regulated” (Lin, quoted in Zhang et al, 2011, p.130). To lose face is equivalent to fall below minimum acceptable standards as function of one’s social position (Zhang et al, 2011, p.131). When this occurs, it will cause the individual to feel embarrassed or shamed and motivated to “regain face” (Zhang et al, 2011, p.131). We can interpret this concept in the case of Hong Kong in this way: what is expected of China is to maintain control of Hong Kong and its institutions as they stand; the protesters and their demands challenged this status quo, thus, in order for China’s leadership to “maintain face”, it has to defuse the situation and return to the situation prior to the protests, by all means necessary, even if this includes using violence and rejecting any kind of external and domestic pressure. In this scenario, to “lose face” is to give in to the protesters’ demands. In this case, we would understand China to perceive power as equal to reputation, or “maintaining face”. 

Being a rational theory, classical realism assumes that actors (states’ leaders) always act in a rational manner (Morgenthau, 1948, p.5), and what classical realists understand to be a rational course of action is to always act by following one’s own interest. Again, what classical realism understands to be interest is always defined in terms of power (Morgenthau, 1948, p.5). Thus, following from this, we would expect the leader of a state to condition their behavior towards domestic protesters in terms of use of violence when they fear to be losing power. This would be the rational choice as it can assure that the leader maintains the power it already holds and that is being threatened by the domestic protesters. From this I derived my first hypothesis:  

Hypothesis 1: States use violence against domestic protesters when their leaders fear to be losing power. 

4.2.2. Structural realism

Structural realism (or neorealism) presents the international order as purely anarchic where states are seen as sovereign and independent of each other (Waltz, 1979, p.96). In this theory, anarchy does not assume its traditional meaning of chaos and disorder; instead, it is equivalent to say that, in international politics, there is no higher authority to govern states’ affairs (Kirshner, 2010, p.55; Mearsheimer, 2013, p.79). Anarchy is, thus, the ordering principle of the international system in neorealism (Mearsheimer, 2013, p.79). Neorealist scholars conceive of the international arena as a “self-help” system (Lebow, 2013, p.61; Mearsheimer, 2013; Waltz, 1979, p.72) where each state must only rely on its own capabilities to survive (Lebow, 2013, p.61). The anarchic condition of the international system results in a Hobbesian playing field where war must always be taken for granted (Kirshner, 2010, p.55). As Waltz (1979) puts it: “Among states, the state of nature is a state of war” (p.102). This is not equivalent to say that states are constantly at war with each other, but rather that they must always be prepared for an attack (Waltz, 1979, p.102). It follows that survival becomes the main imperative of states and power only a mean to achieve this end, which will ultimately condition their behavior (Mearsheimer; 2013, p.79; Waltz, 1979, p.105).

A central tenet in realism, both classical and structural, is the concept of balance of power. It is the main purpose of the actors in the international system to maintain the equilibrium without destroying the different elements that compose it (Morgenthau, 1948, p.189). This balance can only be achieved by “allowing the different elements to pursue their opposing tendencies up to the point where the tendency of one is not so strong as to overcome the tendency of the other, but strong enough to prevent the others from overcoming its own” (Morgenthau, 1948, p.189). If we liken international relations to a scale, each plate would be occupied by one of the superpowers, e.g., the US and the Soviet Union during the Cold War, or the US and China or Russia, in current times (Morgenthau, 1948, p.213). With each increase in their relative power, each superpower will “weigh” more in relation to its rival thus pushing down the scale in its favor (Morgenthau, 1948, p.213). 

A relevant aspect to note here is the importance of power in relation to others. Where classical realism does not distinguish between relative or absolute power, simply claiming that states strive for power, neorealism clearly asserts that power is important in relation to how much other states have (Powell, 1994, p.335). Neorealists assert that great powers pay careful attention to how much power they have relative to each other and that they must make sure that no other state sharply shifts the balance of power in its favor (Mearsheimer, 2013, p.77). The reasoning here is clear: the more powerful a state is, the less likely it will get attacked (Mearsheimer, 2013, p.80). On this scale of international relations, there is only place for the great powers as only these are considered to be capable of shaping international politics (Waltz, 1979, p.73). The great powers are called “superpowers”, “because they hold in their hands the unprecedent power of total destruction” (Morgenthau, 1948, p.8), and the others are the “ministates”, “because their power is miniscule even compared with that of the traditional nation states” (Morgenthau, 1948, p.8). 

For most of the second part of the 20th century, the two great powers have indisputably been the US and the former Soviet Union, but since its disintegration, China is taking its place, albeit if still only in economic terms. Even though the US is still considered to be the hegemon that rose after the disintegration of the Soviet Union, debate has sparked in regards to whether it will maintain this position for much longer or whether China will emerge as the new hegemon (Mearsheimer, 2013, p.86). Allan, Vucetic and Hopf (2018) argue that China is unlikely to present a challenge to the current hegemon because they do not believe it capable of attracting a counterhegemonic coalition powerful enough. Also Clark (2011), who, nonetheless, recognizes China’s economic power, does not foresee a transition to a hegemonic succession from the US to China. Mearsheimer (2019), on the other hand, believes that the current liberal international order was “bound to fail” from the beginning as it contained the “seeds of its own destruction” (p.7) and, thus, predicts a future multipolar world led by the US and China (p.44). 

Neorealists present a different explanation than classical realism as to why states act the way they do. Neorealism imagines states as planets of a system where, even though cooperation is not possible, they still react to one another (Waltz, 1979, p.40). More than reacting to one another, states’ decisions are shaped “by the very presence of other states as well as by interactions with them” (Waltz, 1979, p.65). Structural realism is, in this sense, a systemic theory as it offers explanations at the system level. In asking why states act the way they do, neorealists answer that it is because the system forces them to do so, transforming it into a “self-help system” (Lebow, 2013, p.8). States are, thus, trapped in an “iron cage” where they have little choice but to compete with each other for power in order to survive (Mearsheimer, 2013, p.78). In other words, “it is the architecture of the international system that forces states to pursue power” (Mearsheimer, 2013, p.78). 

Contrary to classical realism that sees power as an end in itself, neorealism looks at power as a mean to achieve the ultimate end of survival. In neorealism, power is based on the material capabilities that a state controls (Mearsheimer, 2013, p.78). The balance of power is the result of the military assets that a state possesses, but also latent power – wealth, size of population, technology – which is the raw potential that a state has that can be transformed in military power (Mearsheimer, 2013, p.78). Because one can never be sure about other states’ intentions, every state must always make precautions for the event of an attack by becoming as powerful as possible in order to deter future confrontations (Mearsheimer, 2013, p.79). Thus, if a state feels that their survival is in jeopardy, it will take measures accordingly. In the case of the Hong Kong protests, if the protesters’ demands were met by the Chinese government – especially the ones regarding democratization of the political system – this would result in the special administrative region to shift away from China’s influence towards the sphere of influence of the US and the “Western liberal world” because Hong Kong would resemble more like the Western democracies and less like China’s autocracy. 

Important to remember is that China is battling several territories that claim independence from China but the central government refuses to acknowledge their independence (e.g. Taiwan and Tibet). Besides battling this domestic opposition, China is also facing international condemnation, especially from the US, its main rival. We can understand the US supporting the domestic opposition of China as trying to tip the scale to its favor by bringing these territories under its sphere of influence – or simply to weaken China – which may lead China to respond harshly to its domestic opponents in order to regain its grip on its sphere of influence. This resonates with one of the main patterns of balance of power described by Morgenthau – the pattern of competition. In the scenario described by Morgenthau (1948, p.193), two nations (in this case, China and the US) compete for the domination of a third nation (in this case, the special administrative region of Hong Kong) in order to bring it or maintain it under its sphere of influence. 

Because great powers can never be sure about others’ intentions, they must always assume the worse and have little trust among them (Mearsheimer, 2013, p.79). Thus, China cannot be sure that the US is only supporting the Hong Kong protesters in upholding human rights, or if the US will be a powerful ally in advancing Hong Kong’s independence. If China chooses to respond with violence to the protesters in Hong Kong, China could be preventing a shift in the balance of power, maintaining Hong Kong under complete Chinese control, refusing any American interference, and also sending a strong message to other territories that are “misbehaving”. In the very least, it is acting as any other rational actor by making sure that no other state gains power at its expense (Mearsheimer, 2013, p.80). From this, we can expect that, when states anticipate a shift in the balance of power that threatens their survival or standing in the international order, they will respond with violence against domestic protesters, especially if the protesters can contribute further to this threat. This brings me to my second hypothesis: 

Hypothesis 2: States use violence against domestic protesters in response to a shift in the balance of power that threatens their survival in the international order. 

4.2.3. What is missing? 

In this section, I will turn to critiques of realism, both classical and structural, that arose from neoliberal institutionalism and constructivism. This will then lead to my discussion of constructivism and norms theories. 

When reading on realism (both classical and structural), it is clear what is missing. Both focus on only the material aspects of the great powers: power and interest. By abstracting and attempting to depict reality as it is rather than as it should be, realism leaves out important considerations that can have an effect on how international relations are organized. Waltz himself put it this way: “We abstract from every attribute of states except their capabilities. We abstract from any particular qualities of states and from all of their concrete connections.” (1979, p.99). 

In the words of E.H. Carr, realism fails “precisely because it excludes essential features of politics like emotional appeal to a political goal and grounds for moral judgement” (quoted in Finnemore & Sikkink, 1998, p.889). Alexander Wendt (2003) criticized the “apparent explanatory power of ostensibly ‘materialist’ explanations” (p.95), arguing that these are in fact constituted by constructivist assumptions “about the content and distribution of ideas” (p.96). At the core of the materialist concepts of power and interest are, says Wendt, ideas (2003, p.96). The same applies to the central elements of Waltz’s materialist theory of structure – anarchy and distribution of capabilities – which rely on “implicit assumptions about the distribution of interests” (Wendt, 2003, p.96). 

Whether a state is a democracy or an autocracy has a significant impact on how it relates with other countries. Democratization is, nowadays, a requirement for states to be recipients of economic aid or even to pursue economic relations with certain Western organizations and countries. If only capabilities mattered, the US would not be imposing economic sanctions on countries that it deems to be undemocratic – even if it still maintains relations with some of them. Rather, it would see these countries as opportunities of expanding its influence and power on the rest of the world, regardless of their political system. As Finnemore & Sikkink (1998) point out, even realists like Morgenthau realized the impact of ideational and normative factors such as nationalism, morality, and international law on states’ exercise of power (p.889).

When Morgenthau developed his theory of political realism, in the aftermath of World War II, Europe had been brought to ashes and only two countries had the material capabilities to rebuild the destroyed nations. Seven decades later this is clearly not the world we live in anymore. Structural realism ignores the role of smaller nations, rising and/or regional powers, international organizations, transnational organizations and NGOs, but the international system is populated by a plethora of actors that are not the superpowers but can, nonetheless, influence international affairs. Perhaps Brunei, Laos or Cambodia alone are not great powers, but together with seven other nations they form the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN), a regional group with increasing influence. When it comes to specific areas, international organizations are taking the lead, not the US or China. Take the COVID-19 pandemic as an example. When seeking guidance, states around the globe turned to the World Health Organization (WHO), not the hegemon nor other superpowers. The same could be said of the World Trade Organization (WTO), the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO), or influential NGOs such as Amnesty International or Greenpeace. The work of the latter is of particular importance as the oversight they provide can clearly influence and pressure world governments to adopt new policies or change the ones in place.

This last set of points of critique was particularly embodied by neoliberal institutionalists such as Robert Keohane who argued that IR should “pay much more attention to the roles of institutions and rules than does structural realism” (quoted in Powell, 1994, p.326). To put it bluntly: “A central contention of the neoliberal approach is that institutions matter” (Powell, 1994, p.338), something that neorealists would flatly refuse. Constructivists such as Wendt also took issue with this characterization of institutions, arguing instead that these “are made of norms and rules, which are ideational phenomena and as such, despite being objective social facts, they are firmly on the idealist side of the equation” (Wendt, 2003, p.96). Moreover, even though in the 21st century there is still no “world government” similar to the one Morgenthau had in mind when he devised his argument for anarchy, the UN comes rather close to an institution that runs world affairs. 

4.3. Constructivism

This new world of possibilities – and criticism of realism – was encapsulated in the newly emerging theoretical approach called constructivism in the late 1980s. Constructivists criticize the material assumptions of realism and present international relations as a social construction. To understand something as a “social construction” is to embed that same thing with a meaning that did not exist before (Fierke, 2013, p.188). This meaning is given by actors through processes of socialization which are context-dependent as different contexts will result in different realities. It follows that the world depicted by constructivism is the opposite of the static nature of how realists sees international politics. For constructivists, change is not only possible but also a feature of international relations (Fierke, 2013, p.188). In this new way of looking at the discipline, the focus shifts from material aspects to highlight the importance of norms, rules and language. Rather than a logic of consequences, actors are assumed to follow a logic of appropriateness, where legitimacy and shared values are constitutive of the interests that states pursue and what they consider to be the “right thing to do” (Fierke, 2013, p.190). 

Constructivist theories clearly offer different explanations than realism as to why China ignored both domestic and international pressure and instead responded with violence against the protesters in Hong Kong. Constructivism would point to conflicting norms between the Chinese government and the Hong Kong protesters. Based on the former, we can expect China to place importance on the principles of national sovereignty and rule of law, while the protesters can be assumed to be mostly concerned with issues of basic freedoms, democracy, and human rights. Analyzing China’s response and justification of its actions towards the Hong Kong protesters may uncover these conflicting norms. 

Within constructivism, several theories arose concerning the importance of norms (Finnemore & Sikkink, 1998; Risse & Sikkink, 2007). In the following section, I will discuss a theoretical model that emerged from constructivism and that theorizes under what conditions states adhere to international norms. The spiral model will be employed to explain why China ignored both domestic and international pressure and instead responded with violence against the protesters in Hong Kong. 

4.3.1. Spiral model 

The spiral model was introduced by Thomas Risse and Kathryn Sikkink (2007). This theory builds on the norm life cycle model (Finnemore & Sikkink, 1998), which explains how norms are formed and spread across the international community. The spiral model starts from the assumption of a norm which has already been internationally accepted though is interested in how norm-violating countries develop into becoming observers of human rights norms (Risse & Sikkink, 2007, p.3). In this sense, it looks into states to explain domestic policy change. According to the authors, normative change at the domestic level takes the form of a process entailing various phases: the denial phase, followed by tactical concessions and prescriptive status, and ending with rule-consistent behavior. The starting point must always be a situation where a government is violating an already established human rights norm (Risse & Sikkink, 2007, p.22). In the case of this thesis, this would be China violating the norm of not responding with violence against the protesters of Hong Kong. 

In the first phase of the spiral model, the actors moving the process to the next phase are the transnational human rights network, which expose human rights violations occurring at the domestic level and create awareness about them at the international level (Risse & Sikkink, 2007, p.22). Once this phase is activated, it will result in a reaction from the norm-breaking government which will almost certainly be denial. To be sure, the government will not only repeal the accusations brought against it, but also refuse to accept that the international community has any right of oversight in this area on the grounds of national sovereignty (Risse & Sikkink, 2007, p.23). To back up this claim it will argue that national sovereignty has predominance over the norm allegedly being violated. 

However, by making these arguments, the target state will embed itself in a human rights discussion – even if adamant about its position on an early stage. This will result in a stronger opposition, both domestic and international, which in turn will force the government to make some tactical concessions (Risse & Sikkink, 2007, p.25). Nevertheless, as Risse & Sikkink (2007) cautiously point out, the transition to the next phase will be dependent on the extent of how much the country is embedded and/or dependent of the community of liberal states (p.24). In the case of China, we would expect a harsher transition due to its economic preponderance that makes other countries dependent of China and not the other way around. However, as Risse and Sikkink also call attention to, “countries most sensitive to pressure are not those that are economically weakest, but those that care about their international image” (2007, p.37). 

If this “boomerang effect” between activists and government occurs, it will move the process to the third stage, in which the norm-breaking state will enact some cosmetic changes that it deems to be sufficient to diffuse the situation. These cosmetic changes, or tactical concessions, are enacted by the norm-breaking government to try to pacify international criticism and are nothing else but an instrumental tactic used to regain military or economic assistance, or to lessen international isolation and/or condemnation (Risse & Sikkink, 2007, p.25). By taking this step, however, the government is, in a way, addressing the human rights violation by admitting to some degree of wrongdoing (Risse & Sikkink, 2007, p.26). In the case under analysis, tactical concessions would equal suspending the extradition bill that started the protests or other minor concessions demanded by the protesters.

In this phase, it is necessary for the activists to not back down and not take these tactical concessions as a victory, as they were enacted solely out of instrumental reasons, and the government can easily revert to a situation of human rights violation once the protests are diffused (Risse & Sikkink, 2007, p.28). The activists must insist on a full reform in order to advance the country to the fourth phase – prescriptive status. At this stage, the norm is already part of the speech habit of the relevant actors who no longer contest its validity, even if their words do not yet match their actions and behavior (Risse & Sikkink, 2007, p.29). To move the norm from the prescriptive status into rule-consistent behavior it is necessary for the norm-breaking government to start abiding by its claims. Only when the norm is not only regularly referred to but its application is part of the rule of law and the actions of the government reflect it can we say that the model has reached its final phase – rule-consistent behavior (Risse & Sikkink, 2007, p.33). 

Table 1: The spiral model

	Phase 1: Repression
	Phase 2: 
Denial
	Phase 3: 
Tactical concessions
	Phase 4: Prescriptive status
	Phase 5: 
Rule-consistent behavior

	Egregious situation of human rights violation
	Government denies accusations of human rights violations
	Government enacts cosmetic changes
	Government starts adhering by the human rights norm
	Norm is inscribed in the rule of law and is routinely observed


Source: Risse & Sikkink, 2017, p.32

The necessary condition for a state to stop being a norm-breaking state and start being a norm-follower that we can extract from the spiral model is constant pressure from both the domestic activists and the international community. If at any point the pressure is alleviated before the norm has been fully adopted, the government can reverse its course of action and return to an egregious violation of human rights. Constant pressure from “above” and “below” is, thus, a necessary condition throughout the whole process. If this condition is met, we can expect a reaction from the norm-breaking state in three stages: 1) denial, followed by 2) tactical concessions, and, finally, 3) change of narrative to prescriptive status of the norm. We can say that the model has reached its final phase when the norm is fully institutionalized through its inscription into the rule of law and is regularly referred to. Once this happens we can say that the model reached the stage of rule-consistent behavior. 

Important to note here is what is considered “domestic pressure” in the case of China. If we understand Hong Kong as being a part of the Chinese territory – albeit having a reasonable amount of autonomy – we must understand “domestic pressure” as encompassing pressure from the mainland as well. Thus, when we refer to “domestic pressure” in relation to the Hong Kong protests, we must consider Hong Kong, as well as the mainland. The necessary condition of constant pressure from “above” and “below” extracted from this model constitutes my third and last hypothesis: 

Hypothesis 3: States use violence against domestic protesters and continue to violate human rights norms when pressure from both the domestic activists and the international community is absent. 

Constructivist theories, thus, allude to conflicting norms between the government and the protesters (or the activists/norm entrepreneurs). As the spiral model suggests, the starting point must be a situation of human rights violation that is criticized by the domestic and international activists, but not admitted to by the national government which considers national sovereignty to be of utmost importance. From here, constant pressure must be applied from both the domestic activists and the international community for the norm-breaking state to follow the steps outlined in the spiral model and to start truthfully adhering to the human rights norms. 

I will now conclude this chapter with a final section of critique of constructivism more broadly, embodied by Keohane (1988), and norms theory more specifically, expressed by Hofferberth and Weber (2015).

4.3.2. Critique of constructivism and norms theory

Constructivism showed great potential as a ground-breaking new theory. However, it was soon confronted by its predecessors with its apparent lack of translation of theorizing into empirics. What they claimed was, if constructivism aspired to be taken serious as a contender in IR theory, it had to engage genuinely in empirical research (Hofferberth & Weber, 2015, p.78). One of its critics was the neoliberal institutionalist Robert Keohane (1988), who, as President of the International Studies Association, argued that the greatest weakness of the reflectivist school was not its critical arguments but the lack of a “clear reflective research program” (Keohane, 1988, p.392):

Until the reflective scholars or others sympathetic to their arguments have delineated such a research program and shown in particular studies that it can illuminate important issues in world politics, they will remain on the margins of the field, largely invisible to the preponderance of empirical researchers, most of whom explicitly or implicitly accept one or another version of the rationalistic premises (Keohane, 1988, p.392).

Hofferberth and Weber (2015) addressed their critique to constructivist norm scholars, and more specifically to the norm life cycle and the spiral model, which, in their eyes, exhibited “major conceptual and methodological problems” (2015, p.75). The first one is a consequence of constructivists’ attempt to respond to their critics, which led norm researchers to commit to a neopositivist methodology, ultimately resulting in “immediate consequences for their substantive theoretical propositions” (Hofferberth & Weber, 2015, p.80). Specifically, Hofferberth and Weber argue that, by isolating norms as static variables with fixed and unequivocal content in order to explain compliance to them, norm researchers are in direct contradiction with their own theorizing that norms are contingent social phenomena and intersubjectively constructed (2015, p.80). 

With regards to the norm life cycle and the spiral model, Hofferberth and Weber point out that neither model allows for a shift in direction once the process has started (2015, p.82). For example, both models simply state the existence of a norm which, after a certain point, does not allow for a reverse of course. Neither do the models account for the empirical possibility that the norm may be flawed or that the alleged “norm-breaker” may actually convince the norm entrepreneurs that their understanding is wrong (Hofferberth & Weber, 2015, p.82). In sum, these models “press social interaction into a mechanical and unidirectional process” and neither “accounts for potential differences or alterations in how a norm is understood” (Hofferberth & Weber, 2015, p.82). 

Hofferberth and Weber also took issue with how the concept of logic of appropriateness (vis-à-vis the logic of consequences) was appropriated by constructivist scholars. In their view, this concept, as it was originally introduced by March and Olsen, “leaves more space for creative agency”, as they would maintain that the meaning of norms has to be interpreted by actors in particular situations (Hofferberth & Weber, 2015, p.83). The way they see it, norms theorists disregarded the possibility that actors reflect on the norms and instead they simply internalize them, not due to a conscious choice, but because they see their adherence as “the right thing to do” (Hofferberth & Weber, 2015, p.84). Ultimately, “norm constructivism reduced agency to the question of whether a static norm had already been internalized or not” (Hofferberth & Weber, 2015, p.85). 

While the spiral model presents a set of conditions for states to observe international norms, it lacks explanatory power for when the process is not completed. As it is outlined by Risse and Sikkink, it is an “ideal model” of a norm-breaking government that meets all the necessary conditions to become a norm-follower state. But what can explain the halt of this process when the necessary conditions extracted from the model are not met? What then can explain the use of violence against protesters when neither the domestic activists nor the international community exert constant pressure? Does the lack of constant pressure from “above” and “below” alone explain the use of violence against protesters? Even if states are faced with fierce internal and external pressure they may still choose to act independently and defy said pressure as many examples around the globe show and of which Hong Kong is just another one. Moreover, when this is the case, states may still feel the need to justify their actions that violated the norm. Perhaps a combination of both constructivist and realist explanations will be necessary to answer my research question: “Why did China ignore domestic and international pressure and instead responded with violence against the protesters in Hong Kong?”. 

In the next chapter I will discuss the method I will be using to test my hypothesis, my data and the coding I will be employing. 


5. Method

In this chapter, I will explain the case I will be analyzing, with which method, using which data, and the codes that will guide my analysis. I will be analyzing the case of China’s response to the extradition bill protests in Hong Kong using qualitative content analysis in a single case study setting. I will end the chapter with a critical reflection of the methods employed in this thesis. 

5.1. The case

I will be conducting a single case study, defined by Gerring (2004) as “an intensive study of a single unit with an aim to generalize across a larger set of units” (p.341). By analyzing how China responded to the protests that erupted in Hong Kong after the proposed extradition bill, I expect to be able to generalize my conclusions to how China responds to domestic protesters more broadly, not only in Hong Kong, but also in the mainland. 

The main strength of doing a case study is the depth of analysis if offers (Gerring, 2004, p.348). Because I am focusing on one single case, I will be able to analyze it to an extent that would not be feasible in a large-N setting. Helen Simons (2012b) listed other major strengths of conducting a case study, which include: it allows for the case to be studied in depth and interpreted in its precise socio-political context; it can explain how and why things happened and understand the process and dynamics of change; it is flexible because it is neither time-dependent nor constrained by method, and has the potential to engage participants in the research process (p.23). 

This method is the most suitable to study my particular case because I am interested in explaining China’s justifications to use violence against its domestic protesters. This could not be achieved in a large-N quantitative research design but only in a single case qualitative setting by analyzing and dissecting how China justified its own actions through the course of over one year. Furthermore, as I will argue below, the extradition bill protests represent both an extreme and a deviant case – depending on where we include this case – which allows for a greater degree of generalization. 

Gerring (2004) presents a three-fold typification of case studies, depending on whether the case includes spatial and/or temporal variation (p.343). Following Gerring’s typification, the type of case study I will be doing is type I, which examines variation in a single unit over time, thus preserving the primary unit of analysis (Gerring, 2004, p.343). My dependent variable will, thus, be China’s response to domestic protesters (including repeal of domestic and international pressure and use of violence) and my independent variables will be three, each corresponding to a theory under test: leaders fear to be losing power (classical realism), shift in the balance of power that threatens states’ survival in the international order (structural realism), and a lack of constant pressure from “above” and “below” (spiral model). 

The time frame of my analysis will start on February 2019, when Hong Kong’s government proposed amendments to the extradition laws that would allow extraditions to mainland China (Reuters, 2020), until the passing of the National Security Law for Hong Kong, on June 30th, 2020. This time frame was decided because I wanted to trace my analysis back to the piece of legislation that kickstarted the protests in the first place, and continue my analysis until the passing of the National Security Law, which has been decried as “the end of Hong Kong” (BBC, 2019b). This way, I am expecting to find justifications for China’s actions prior, during and after the protests. 

China’s response to the extradition bill protests can either be considered an extreme case – if I analyze the response to these protests in light of other protests in the mainland – or a deviant case – if I narrow my analysis only to China’s response to protests in Hong Kong. If we have in mind a characterization of China’s response to protesters encompassing repression, crackdown, aggression, arrests, mass surveillance and monitoring of citizens, and use of force by police, the government’s response to the protests that erupted against the extradition bill in Hong Kong are the paradigmatic definition of how China responds to domestic protests; in other words, this is an extreme case of how China’s government responds to domestic protesters.

An extreme case corresponds to a case that is “considered to be prototypical or paradigmatic of some phenomenon of interest” (Gerring, 2008, p.653). China’s response to protests can be characterized as relying on increasing surveillance and repression to squash protest activities, including the use of police action through arrest of protesters (Chen, 2020, p.641). These were some of the findings of a study on key features of popular protests in China over the past two decades conducted by Chih-Jou Jay Chen (2020). The author uncovered that repression has been commonly employed by the Chinese government in dealing with social protests, especially since 2013, the year after Xi Jinping assumed the presidency of China (Chen, 2020, p.652). Another concerning fact brought to light by this study is that, even though violent protests were reduced and conflicts remained comparatively peaceful, the proportion of use of force by the police to arrest protesters has continued to increase (Chen, 2020, p.653). In other words, as the protesters became more peaceful, the police became more violent. These findings are corroborated by another study that tracked social media posts of eyewitnesses on almost 75,000 protests in China, who often mentioned the presence of armed police, public security, urban law enforcement officials or hooligans allegedly hired by local officials to intimidate protesters (Göbel, 2019, p.29). 

If we analyze the protests against the extradition bill only in the context of how the government reacts to protests in Hong Kong, then China’s response becomes a deviant case. A deviant case is defined by reference to some general understanding of a topic as demonstrating a surprising value (Gerring, 2008, p.655). To say that a case is deviant is to imply that it is “anomalous” (Gerring, 2008, p.655). China’s response to the extradition bill protests were considered “anomalous” for the standards of Hong Kong not because of the number of people they drew to the streets – however, they did break the record of the largest protest in Hong Kong’s history (BBC, 2019a) – but because of the unseen police violence used against protesters. 

Hong Kong citizens have not shied away from protests and demonstrations since the handover to China and some were even successful in forcing the government to give in to their demands. This was the case of the 2003 protests against national security reforms that resulted in the bill to be shelved indefinitely and the 2012 protests against the “Moral and National Education” that ended up being effectively dead (Gunia, 2019). Even the largest mass protest prior to the extradition bill protests faced a “muted ending” when police dismantled the last road occupation of the Umbrella Movement, back in 2014 (Buckley, 2014). Moreover, annually, on June 4th, a vigil takes place to remember the Tiananmen Square massacre, and every year on July 1st, the anniversary of Hong Kong’s handover to China, a rally takes place on the streets of the city. However, it should be noted that, for the first time since 1989, in 2020 and in 2021, the Tiananmen vigil was forbidden on the grounds of “coronavirus restrictions” (DW, 2021). 

China’s response to the extradition bill protests, more concretely the use of police violence that was employed, contrasted this landscape of usually peaceful demonstrations and made headlines such as: “How did the latest crisis escalate?” (Cheung & Hughes, 2020). An Amnesty International field investigation documented an “alarming pattern of the Hong Kong Police Force deploying reckless and indiscriminate tactics, including while arresting people at protests, as well as exclusive evidence of torture and other ill-treatment in detention” (Amnesty International, 2019), and an investigation by the Washington Post uncovered that the police in Hong Kong had repeatedly broken their own rules when responding to protests and faced no consequences (Mahtani, McLaughlin, Liang & Kilpatrick, 2019). The government’s response to the extradition bill protests was clearly marked by an unprecedented use of violence by the police, including arrests, which makes this a deviant case in the history of protests in Hong Kong. 

5.2. The method

In order to answer my research question and test my hypotheses I will be conducting a qualitative content analysis. Qualitative content analysis is described as “a method for systematically describing the meaning of qualitative material by classifying material as instances of the categories of a coding frame” (Schreier, 2012, p.1). Other authors define qualitative content analysis as “a research method for the subjective interpretation of the content of text data through the systematic classification process of coding and identifying themes or patterns” (Hsieh & Shannon, 2005, p.1278). 

Qualitative content analysis has three important characteristics: it is a systematic method, it is flexible, and it reduces data (Schreier, 2012, p.5). This method is systematic in the sense that all relevant material is taken into account, a sequence of steps is followed during the analysis, and the researcher has to check the coding for consistency; qualitative content analysis is flexible in that the coding frame must be adapted so as to fit the material, and this method reduces the material by limiting the analysis to relevant aspects of the material (Schreier, 2012, p.9). Consistency in the context of qualitative content analysis takes the meaning of reliability – an instrument, such as the coding frame, is considered to be reliable to the extent that it is error-free (Schrier, 2012, p.6). The coding frame can be better understood in relation to the categories that are encompassed in it. Each main category in a coding frame, which is extracted from the data, is the equivalent of a variable and the subcategories for each main category make up the values of this variable (Schrier, 2012, p.33). Another aspect to take into consideration with the coding frame is its validity. We can say that a coding frame is valid to the extent that the categories adequately represent the concepts in the research question (Schrier, 2012, p.7).

The main goal of qualitative content analysis is to “systematically describe the meaning of your material” (Schrier, 2012, p.2). Important to note here is that “meaning” is something that the researcher attributes to the words in the data; it is not a given, but constructed by the researcher (Schrier, 2012, p.2). Thus, qualitative content analysis is a suitable method for describing material that requires some degree of interpretation to arrive at the meaning of the data. In this sense, qualitative content analysis is not meant to be used solely to analyze the content of the data, but to describe the formal aspects of communication, the underlying meaning structures and the latent meanings of the text (Mayring, 2015, p.367).

The process of conducting a qualitative content analysis can be summarized in eight steps: 1) deciding on a research question; 2) selecting the material; 3) building a coding frame; 4) dividing the material into units of coding; 5) trying out the coding frame; 6) evaluating and modifying the coding frame; 7) coding all the material; and 8) interpreting and presenting the findings (Schrier, 2012, p.6). A central step in content analysis is category definition, which I will be doing in a deductive fashion. Deductive category definition attempts to develop categories out of theoretical considerations, with theories or theoretical concepts used in a process of operationalization in direction of the material (Mayring, 2015, p.11). Thus, deductive category assignment has the goal of extracting a certain structure from the material (Mayring, 2015, p.13). 

5.3. Coding 

During the course of my analysis I will be looking for passages of text that correspond to one of my three theories: classical realism, structural realism and the spiral model. Based on each one of these theories, we can derive certain expectations. In the case of classical realism, we would expect references by China’s representatives to loss of power of the government, “loosing face”, loss of reputation and/or respect. Along the lines of structural realism, we would expect references by the Chinese and/or the Hong Kong government to loss of relative power in relation to the US or the liberal Western world, and/or control of sphere of influence. In the case of the spiral model, we would expect references from the government to conflicting norms between the government and the protesters, and the absence of references towards domestic and international pressure. Also regarding the spiral model, we would expect either the Hong Kong or the Chinese government to refer to interferences in the internal affairs of states as a response to international pressure, and to mention the importance of maintaining order and the rule of law in response to domestic pressure. 

5.4. Data

My data will be comprised of online news stories from The Guardian, which is part of the Guardian Media Group, an independent global news organization free of political and commercial influence (Viner, n.d.). The time period for which the data will be collected ranges from February 2019, until June 30th, 2020, covering the protests in Hong Kong. This will include a total of 440 news stories. During this period, The Guardian reported from the field, providing direct information of the situation on the ground. From this source I expect to find evidence of China’s justifications to repeal both domestic and international pressure and to use violence against the protesters in Hong Kong. 

5.5. Weaknesses and limitations

One of the main strengths of conducting a case study is also pointed as one of its most significant pitfalls. Namely, single-unit research designs often fall short in their representativeness (Gerring, 2004, p.348; Shen, 2009, p.27). Furthermore, case studies are not easily open to cross-checking, resulting in them being selective, biased, personal and/or subjective, and they are prone to problems of observer bias (Shen, 2009, p.27). 

The most common points of critique aimed at case studies can be summarized in four points: case studies are “too subjective”, it is not possible to generalize from a case study, it is not possible to generate theory in case study research, and case studies are not useful in policy-making (Simons, 2012a, p.162). Helen Simons (2012a) addressed and responded to each one of these points of critique in her book chapter “Dispelling myths in case study research”. 

Regarding the first point – case studies are “too subjective” – Simons responds that subjectivity is actually part of the strength of conducting a qualitative case study research and argues that subjectivity is never possible to achieve, regardless of the method employed (2012a, p.163). When it comes to the issue of generalization, Simons’ claim is that the obligation of the researcher who conducts a case study is to demonstrate how and in what ways the findings may be transferrable to other contexts or used by others (2012a, p.164). In her words: “By studying the uniqueness of the case in-depth, in all its particularity, we come to understand the universal” (Simons, 2012a, p.167). 

Simons answers the point that is not possible to generate theory in a case study by saying that the issue rests on how this can be achieved (2012a, p.168), and goes on to suggest three different approaches to accomplish this: grounded theory, cross-case analysis of a number of cases, and generation of a theory of a single case, i.e., a theory of the case itself that explains it or interprets it (2012a, p.168). Lastly, “case studies are not useful in policy-making”. Simons addresses this critique by arguing that, even though confirmation of findings from large samples appear to provide a stronger justification for policy decisions, this should not be the only criterion in determining policy (2012a, p.169). On the contrary, factors of social, political and economic relevance must be involved in policy making, and by presenting complex and multiple realities and experiences, case studies provide opportunities for policy-makers to increase their understanding of particular situations, contributing to policy-making in the long term (Simons, 2012a, p.170). 

In the next chapter I will present the results of the qualitative content analysis on news stories of The Guardian covering the extradition bill protests. 


6. Analysis 

In this chapter, I will discuss the findings of my analysis. The qualitative content analysis of the 440 news stories from The Guardian confirmed my three hypotheses. More specifically, in a total of 151 passages analyzed, I found 49 that confirm my hypothesis related to classical realism, 47 to structural realism, and another 55 to the spiral model. Overall, the passages related to classical realism include mostly threats and display of force, which are connected with the issue of “loosing face” discussed in the theoretical chapter, in the sense that they can be understood as a way for the Chinese government to regain its grip over Hong Kong. The references to structural realism frequently mention Hong Kong being part of China (i.e. under its “sphere of influence”), and the Chinese government rejecting any kind of interference in its “internal affairs”. Finally, references to the spiral model include the Chinese government directly responding to pressure from “above” and “below”, as well as mentioning of other values than the ones defended by the protesters. Because the findings were generated on the basis of reports of a media outlet, they could have been different if I had based my analysis on government documents or statements since the information was, in this way, “filtered” through the journalists. However, even if the argumentation of the Chinese leadership was provided by The Guardian through news stories with the relevant contextualization and commentary, the analysis was based on direct quotes of Chinese leaders and/or paraphrasing of their comments. In the next sections I will go into detail in the analysis of each of the theories under test. 





6.1. Classical realism

Regarding my first hypothesis with respect to classical realism, I found a total of 49 passages out of a total of 151 that can be understood in light of this theory. Classical realists, such as Morgenthau (1948), explain the behavior of the leaders of states on the basis of their strive for power. As Morgenthau (1948) theorized, states’ leaders are motivated by their own interest, which is always defined in terms of power (p.5). However, what power entails is always context-specific (Lebow, 2013, p.61). In the case of China’s Xi Jinping, his understanding of power is closely related with reputation maintenance. We can then conclude that if a state’s leader fears to be losing power (or “loosing face”), this will condition their behavior. In the case of China’s response to the Hong Kong protests, we can understand the Chinese leadership fearing to be losing reputation and/or “face” over the region as a consequence of the protests. This has resulted in blatant threats, namely, to end the framework “one country, two systems” that renders Hong Kong its high degree of autonomy. In at least three instances, the Chinese authorities have threatened to abandon this framework if the protesters do not back down. In one case, the Chinese ambassador to the UK “warned that if the protesters overstepped the mark with what he described as their ‘black terror’, it would be the end of the ‘one country, two systems’”[footnoteRef:1]. We can understand these threats as a way for the Chinese leadership to maintain its reputation by trying to regain the power it holds over Hong Kong. By threatening the protesters, the government clearly expects them to back down.  [1:  “China accused Britain of taking sides on Hong Kong protests” (https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/nov/18/china-accuses-britain-of-taking-sides-on-hong-kong-protests) ] 


More straightforward threats took the form of videos showcasing the People’s Liberation Army (PLA) – which has a garrison of about 10,000 soldiers stationed in Hong Kong. In one scene, an anti-riot drill was shown where ranks of marching soldiers holding riot shields advanced and fired on fleeing “citizens”, as well as footage of tanks rolling, water cannons being used, and handcuffed “citizens” being led away.[footnoteRef:2] This and other videos were accompanied by constant threats of Chinese authorities that “if the protests escalated beyond the Hong Kong government’s control the Chinese army could be deployed to restore law and order”[footnoteRef:3]. The Chinese narrative also included catastrophic expressions such as: “show no mercy”[footnoteRef:4], “iron fist response”[footnoteRef:5], “the sword of the law”[footnoteRef:6], “the end is coming”[footnoteRef:7], “crushed bodies and shattered bones”[footnoteRef:8], “your defeat has already been decided”[footnoteRef:9], and “sword hanging over their heads”[footnoteRef:10].  [2:  “Hong Kong protests: China releases dramatic army propaganda video” (https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/01/hong-kong-protests-china-military-breaks-silence-to-warn-unrest-will-not-be-tolerated) ]  [3:  “No tears, no blood: Hongkongers stage huge laser show to protest against arrests” (https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/08/no-tears-no-blood-hongkongers-stage-huge-laser-show-to-protest-police-arrests) ]  [4:  “Hong Kong airport authority cancels flights over protests” (https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/12/hong-kong-airport-authority-cancels-flights-over-protests) ]  [5:  “China flaunts military muscle as it seeks to quell Hong Kong’s ‘color revolution’” (https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/13/colour-revolution-jibe-implies-china-will-stop-at-little-to-crush-hong-kong-protests) ]  [6:  “Hong Kong: flights resume at airport as China condemns ‘near-terrorist acts’” (https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/14/hong-kong-flights-resume-at-airport-after-clashes-between-protesters-and-police) ]  [7:  “Hong Kong students boycott classes as Chinese media warns ‘end is coming’” (https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/sep/02/hong-kong-protests-students-boycott-classes-as-chinese-media-warns-end-is-coming) ]  [8:  “Hong Kong protests are at ‘life-threatening level’, say police” (https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/oct/14/threatening-china-will-end-in-crushed-bodies-says-xi-jinping-amid-hong-kong-protests) ]  [9:  “China threatens ‘countermeasures’ against UK over Hong Kong crisis” (https://www.theguardian.com/world/2020/may/29/hong-kong-crisis-china-support-police-warns-us-interfere-trump) ]  [10:  “China passes controversial Hong Kong national security law” (https://www.theguardian.com/world/2020/jun/30/china-passes-controversial-hong-kong-national-security-law) ] 


This display of army strength and attempts of “regaining face” in the form of direct threats can be analyzed with a classical realist lens if we understand the Chinese leadership fearing to be losing power (in the form of reputation) and “face” as a result of the protests in Hong Kong. As stated in the theory chapter, in the Chinese society, the person that loses face will feel motivated to “regain face” by all means necessary (Zhang et al, 2011, p.131). If Xi Jinping equates power with maintaining “face” and reputation, then, following from classical realism, China’s leader will only act according to his own interest, which is to maintain power, i.e., “face” and reputation. Thus, I can conclude that my analysis lends support to my hypothesis that China’s behavior can be interpreted as being motivated by fear of losing power. Because of this, the government had to resort to the available means it had: rhetoric, threats and display of army force in order to restore power. This latter is particularly striking if we remember that Hong Kong has no army of its own – only the police force. These references, thus, confirm my first hypothesis.

6.2. Structural realism

Turning to my second hypothesis, regarding structural realism, 47 passages out of 151 allude to this theory. As neorealists theorize, the actions of states cannot be understood if states are analyzed on their own, without considering the international system (Waltz, 1979, p.40). Rather, their actions and behavior must always be understood in relation to their position in the international system (Mearsheimer, 2013, p.77) and, more specifically, to shifts in the balance of power that threaten their survival in the system (Mearsheimer; 2013, p.79; Waltz, 1979, p.105). In the case of China’s response to the Hong Kong protests, there were repeated references to “foreign forces interfering in China’s internal affairs”. The words “foreign forces” were found 11 times, “internal affairs” was repeated 13 times, and “interfere/interference” was mentioned 42 times in the 440 news articles that were analyzed. This was by far the narrative most used by the Chinese leadership, which can be understood as China’s maintaining control over its sphere of influence, of which Hong Kong is part of, thereby rejecting any foreign interference. This is connected to structural realism in the sense that what China is concerned with is not losing power (i.e. control over Hong Kong) in relation to its main rivals – predominantly the US.

Concerning this narrative, two countries were the main targets of China’s counter-attacks: the US and the UK. Regarding the latter, China referred several times to the Sino-British joint declaration, the treaty registered at the UN that laid the ground for the handover of Hong Kong from the UK to China. Chinese authorities claimed that “there is no single word or clause in the Sino-British joint declaration that entitles the UK to any responsibility over Hong Kong after its return”[footnoteRef:11], and that the days where Britain rules Hong Kong were “long gone… The UK has no sovereignty, jurisdiction or right of supervision over Hong Kong”[footnoteRef:12]. Along this line of argumentation, British politicians were accused of “basking in the faded glory of British colonialism”[footnoteRef:13], of having a “cold war mentality”[footnoteRef:14], and harboring a “colonial mindset”[footnoteRef:15]. By clearly stating that the UK, as a former colonial power, has no right to interfere in Hong Kong matters anymore, China reasserted its grip on its sphere of influence, tried to prevent a shift in the balance of power, and warned its rival to back off.  [11:  “China accuses UK of gross interference over Hong Kong citizenship offer” (https://www.theguardian.com/world/2020/jun/03/china-accuses-uk-of-gross-interference-over-hong-kong-citizenship-offer) ]  [12:  “British government’s Hong Kong intervention riles China” (https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/11/british-governments-hong-kong-intervention-riles-china) ]  [13:  “UK summons China ambassador in row over Hong Kong protests” (https://www.theguardian.com/uk-news/2019/jul/03/foreign-office-calls-in-china-ambassador-over-hong-kong-protests) ]  [14:  “Chinese ambassador accuses Jeremy Hunt of ‘cold war mentality’” (https://www.theguardian.com/uk-news/2019/jul/07/china-ambassador-to-uk-accuses-jeremy-hunt-of-cold-war-mentality) ]  [15:  “Hong Kong protests: envoy says China has ‘power to quell unrest’” (https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/15/hong-kong-protests-china-envoy-says-beijing-has-power-to-swiftly-quell-unrest) ] 


The US was repeatedly accused of instigating the protesters of Hong Kong “to turn against the local government and Beijing”[footnoteRef:16]. In one instance, China’s ministry of foreign affairs claimed that “we can see that US officials are behind such incidents. Can US officials honestly tell the world what role they played [in the protests] and what are their aims?”17, and People’s Daily, the official newspaper of the CCP, said that “violent incidents have happened in Hong Kong and throughout it all the US has encouraged it”[footnoteRef:17]. Throughout the time of analysis, China warned that the US should “immediately stop interfering in Hong Kong affairs in any form”[footnoteRef:18], “stop meddling”[footnoteRef:19], and “stop interfering in China’s domestic affairs”[footnoteRef:20]. We can analyze these passages with a neorealist lens in the following way: by reasserting that Hong Kong is an “inalienable” part of the Chinese territory, and that no foreign country has any right to interfere, China is maintaining dominance over its sphere of influence and directly confronting its rival, making sure that the scale, at the very least, does not tip in favor of the US. [16:  “’Frightened, angry and exhausted’: Hong Kong protesters apologize for airport violence” (https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/14/frightened-angry-and-exhausted-hong-kong-protesters-apologise-for-airport-violence) ]  [17:  “’We saved ourselves’: Hong Kong train attack victims describe 30-minute ordeal” (https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/24/hong-kong-protests-china-blames-black-hands-of-us-for-unrest) ]  [18:  “Hong Kong civil servants protest in defiance of loyalty order” (https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/02/hong-kong-police-arrest-pro-independence-figure-amid-further-protests) ]  [19:  “China warns against ‘meddling’ as US House passes bill backing Hong Kong protests” (https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/oct/16/china-warns-against-meddling-as-us-house-passes-bill-backing-hong-kong-protesters) ]  [20:  “US restricts visas for Chinese officials over Hong Kong freedoms” (https://www.theguardian.com/world/2020/jun/27/us-restricts-visas-for-chinese-officials-over-hong-kong-freedoms) ] 


6.3. Spiral model 

My third hypothesis, regarding the spiral model, predicted that, in absence of pressure from “above” and below”, states will use violence against domestic protesters. Following from the spiral model, Risse & Sikkink (2007) argued that the advocacy networks constituted by the domestic and transnational actors are a necessary condition for “sustainable domestic change in the human rights area” (p.5). If this necessary condition is not met, then states will not only not engage in domestic policy change but will continue violating human rights. The advocacy networks create a transnational structure that pressures the regime simultaneously “from above” and “from below” that, the more it is sustained, the fewer options will be available to the leadership to continue repression (Risse & Sikkink, 2007, p.5). Moreover, these networks provide access, leverage, information, and money to the domestic groups, amplifying their demands (Risse & Sikkink, 2007, p.18). 

When it comes to pressure from “above”, there was no lack of international support to the protesters in Hong Kong, on the one hand, and condemnation of China’s and Hong Kong’s governments, on the other. World leaders such as Theresa May, former British prime-minister; Tsai Ing-wen, Taiwan’s president; Justin Trudeau, prime-minister of Canada; Scott Morrison, prime-minister of Australia; Donald Trump, former US president, and Angela Merkel, Germany’s chancellor, joined the international community in support for the demonstrators. Other voices included: Chris Patten, Hong Kong’s last British governor; Jeremy Hunt, former British foreign secretary; Chrystia Freeland, Canada’s former foreign minister; Mike Pompeo, former US secretary of state; Marise Payne, Australian foreign affairs minister; Joe Biden as US presidential candidate; Nancy Pelosi, US House Speaker; Dominic Raab, British foreign secretary; Michelle Bachelet, United Nations high commissioner for human rights; John Bolton, former US national security advisor; Heiko Maas, Germany’s foreign minister; US senators Marco Rubio, Ted Cruz, and Cory Gardner; Mitch McConnel, US senate majority leader; Charles Michel, president of the European Council; Josep Borrel, EU’s top diplomat; Ursula von der Leyen, head of the European Commission, and the G7. 

All these actors, in one way or another, sided with the protesters in their fight for democracy and condemned China’s violent response to the demonstrators. This pressure from “above” mostly took the form of what Risse & Sikkink called “shaming”, where the norm-violating states are denounced as pariah countries, which do not belong to the community of civilized nations (2007, p.15). This process is intended to convince the leader of the norm-breaking state that their behavior is inconsistent with an identity to which they aspire (Risse & Sikkink, 2007, p.15). For example, the G7 statement on Hong Kong decried the new security laws as being “in breach of Hong Kong’s Basic Law and international law”[footnoteRef:21], and Chris Patten, Hong Kong’s last British governor, said that the originally proposed extradition bill was a “terrible blow to the rule of law and will undermine Hong Kong’s reputation as a global financial hub”[footnoteRef:22].  [21:  “G7 urges China to reconsider new Hong Kong security laws” (https://www.theguardian.com/world/2020/jun/17/g7-urges-china-to-reconsider-new-hong-kong-security-laws) ]  [22:  “Hong Kong extradition bill is ‘terrible blow’ to rule of law, says Patten” (https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/06/hong-kong-extradition-bill-terrible-blow-rule-of-law-chris-patten) ] 


Even though the pressure applied by all these international actors was not successful in enacting domestic policy change, it may have been of extreme importance in safeguarding – or, at least, not allowing the crackdown to be even more serious – the wellbeing of protesters. This goes along the lines of what Risse & Sikkink (2007) consider to be one of the purposes fulfilled by the international allies: “empower and legitimate the claims of domestic opposition groups against norm-violating governments, and they partially protect the physical integrity of such groups from government repression” (p.5). Because the Chinese leadership knew the protests were being carefully monitored by the media, NGOs, international organizations, and foreign governments, the crackdown they applied to the demonstrators could only go until a certain degree of severity. Had this pressure not existed, we can only theorize how much worse the crackdown could have been.

Besides words of condemnation of China’s actions and support for Hong Kong protests, the UK and the US also took concrete action in pressuring China. For example, the US and UK suspended sales of teargas and other crowd control equipment and munitions to Hong Kong, after Hong Kong police used teargas and rubber bullets to control the protesters. This points to these countries valuing the safety of the demonstrators (i.e. human rights norms) more than economic benefits. We can also theorize that, aware of how they would have been perceived internationally if they continued to sell this equipment, both the UK and the US preferred to preserve their international reputation than to retain economic gains. The UK also opened a path to citizenship to Hong Kong residents and the US House of Representatives passed the Hong Kong Human Rights and Democracy Act, and declared that Hong Kong was no longer autonomous from China for trade and economic purposes. Moreover, lawmakers from eight countries and the EU parliament created the Inter-Parliamentary Alliance on China, and 186 senior foreign policy lawmakers and senior politicians from 23 countries signed a statement condemning the national security law that Beijing unilaterally approved for Hong Kong. Protests and rallies in support for Hong Kong were also organized in Taiwan, Japan, UK, Sweden, Finland, Denmark, Germany, France, New Zealand, Australia, Canada, and US. 

As stated in the theory chapter, in order to evaluate domestic support for the protests in Hong Kong, the mainland must also be considered. For Hong Kong to move on to the second phase of the spiral model, domestic pressure from both Hong Kong and mainland China must exist. Domestic pressure is important because, as Risse & Sikkink (2007) point out, the compilation and dissemination of information is often done by the domestic actors (p.22), which is crucial for the transnational advocacy network to apply pressure to the Chinese government. However, for Chinese citizens be able to form an informed opinion about the protests, they would have had to have access to factual and unbiased reporting. This was not the case due the “great firewall” and the Chinese propaganda and censorship machine. Chinese state media outlets were virtually silent about the protests in Hong Kong for the first two months, censoring any news, photos or footage of the demonstrations. After two months, carefully curated news from the demonstrations started to filter through the mainland, with the protests described as riots, and state-media focusing on demonstrators’ clashes with the police[footnoteRef:23]. As The Guardian reported: “The demonstrations, most of which have been peaceful, are routinely described as ‘riots’. Daily coverage shows footage of protesters hurling bricks, jeering at police, and surrounding police stations. The protesters are described as ‘radicals’ and thugs’ seeking to topple the entire system through independence for the city”[footnoteRef:24]. From this we can conclude that support for the Hong Kong protests in the mainland, even if it existed, was never broadcasted and quickly removed. Furthermore, citizens on the mainland only had access to one side of the story, with only biased information reaching them, since accessing most foreign news organizations is not possible in mainland China. [23:  “Police and protesters clash amid huge democracy march in Hong Kong” (https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/21/hong-kong-mass-china-extradition-bill-demonstrations-protestors) ]  [24:  “Beijing’s news weapon to muffle Hong Kong protests: fake news” (https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/11/hong-kong-china-unrest-beijing-media-response) ] 


Domestic support for China was embodied by the pro-government legislators in Hong Kong and also a few pro-China and pro-police rallies in Hong Kong. International support for China was mostly found in the form of a few counter-protests of Chinese people living abroad. These counter-protests usually appeared as a reaction to other solidarity demonstrations for the Hong Kong protesters, especially in Australian universities. In light of the international pressure on China, there was also no lack of responses from the government to criticisms from abroad. These mostly took the form of defending the extradition bill as a “good thing that would facilitate international cooperation in bringing fugitives to justice”[footnoteRef:25], and the actions of police with Carrie Lam, the chief executive of Hong Kong, saying: “I would not accept anyone accusing the police of brutality”[footnoteRef:26]. Domestically, the government responded to the protesters by reducing them to “nothing more than adolescent hormones pumped up and primed by those willing to exploit them”[footnoteRef:27] or calling them “no different from terrorists like Islamic State”[footnoteRef:28]. By referring to the protesters in such a derogatory manner, the government is clearly not considering them, and, by extension, their demands, worthy of consideration. If both government and protesters would have been on the same page regarding the issues at stake, this language would not have been used and there would have been space for meaningful talks. Instead, it was almost as if they were speaking different languages and could not understand each other. [25:  “Hong Kong’s Carrie Lam defiant in face of extradition climbdown” (https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/15/hong-kong-carrie-lam-defiant-extradition-climbdown) ]  [26:  “Hong Kong could keep semi-autonomy for longer, says Lam” (https://www.theguardian.com/world/2020/jan/16/hong-kong-could-keep-semi-autonomy-for-longer-says-lam) ]  [27:  “Second death in week as Xi Jinping demands end to Hong Kong violence” (https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/nov/14/second-death-in-hong-kong-protests-as-xi-demands-end-to-violence) ]  [28:  “Protesters are pushing Hong Kong to collapse, say police” (https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/nov/12/hong-kong-unprecedented-violence-police-shooting-fire-tear-gas) ] 


The response to the Hong Kong protesters was also marked by a brutal crackdown, which marks the beginning of the spiral model, as theorized by Risse & Sikkink (2007). During the time of analysis, more than 9,000 protesters were arrested and more than 2,000 people were injured. During the protests, more than 16,000 canisters of teargas and 10,000 rubber bullets were fired by the police who also shot three protesters with live bullets. Other methods employed by the police include water cannons with blue dye used to identify protesters, beatings, beanbags, sponge grenades and police batons. The police force was accused of harassing female protesters arrested at anti-government demonstrations, and there were more than 50 cases of journalists who reported incidents of police intimidation, including journalists being arrested and hit at with one journalist being permanently blinded from one eye after being shot by the police. The crackdown also included the city’s education bureau telling schools that they must provide details of how many students boycott classes, wear masks for political reasons, or take part in other protest activities, and Hong Kong residents being interrogated upon entering mainland China, taken into rooms and having their messages and photos on their phones and computers checked along with documents they carried. It is this “awesome violation of human rights”, as theorized by Risse & Sikkink (2007, p.22), that leads to the mobilization of the international human rights community. And indeed, as the protests escalated in violence, the more attention they received from the international community.
 
An interesting aspect of the analysis was China using international law and basic norms to respond to international pressure and accusations that it was violating human rights. In response to the US Senate passing a legislation aimed at protecting human rights in Hong Kong, a Chinese foreign ministry spokesperson said that the bill “seriously violated international law and basic norms governing international relations”, and responding to the UK offer to extend the rights of British national overseas passport holders in Hong Kong, he said that if the UK insisted on “unilaterally changing its practices, it will be in violation of international laws and norms”[footnoteRef:29]. By engaging in this discussion of human rights, China is doing what Risse and Sikkink (2007) predicted in the spiral model – immersing itself in the narrative and trying to spin the argument around to its favor. More concretely, instead of responding to accusations that it is violating human rights, it is accusing its accusers of themselves violating international laws and norms.  [29:  “Hong Kong: anger in China as US Senate passes bill protecting protesters’ rights” (https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/nov/20/hong-kong-anger-in-china-as-us-senate-passes-bill-protecting-protesters-rights) ] 


We can conclude that there was no lack of international support for the protesters in Hong Kong that, in fact, outweighed by a long distance the domestic and international support for China. However, an important variable to consider is domestic support for the protesters in the mainland, which was virtually absent during the time of analysis – or, at least, quickly dismissed and censored by Chinese propaganda. With this last variable being absent, the conditions are not met for a norm-violating country to become a norm-follower, i.e., to reach the final phase of the spiral model.

However, the Hong Kong government did accede to the one of the five protesters’ demands, even though it was decried as “too little, too late”. As Risse & Sikkink (2007) predicted, governments accused of violating human rights norms frequently “adjust to pressures by making some tactical concessions” (p.12), which does not mean that they believe in the validity of the norm in question. Rather, they are merely acting in an instrumental manner in order to reach their goals (Risse & Sikkink, 2007, p.12). We can say that China arrived at the third phase of the spiral model – tactical concessions – when the Hong Kong government suspended and then formally withdrew the extradition bill that was the reason why the protests started in the first place. We can say that this was a cosmetic change because, when it was enacted, the demonstrations had already spiraled out and encompassed much more than just the extradition bill that kickstarted the movement. Therefore, by conceding in suspending, and later on withdrawing the extradition bill, the Hong Kong government made a small concession, bluntly ignoring the other – arguably more important – demands, with the only intent to stop the demonstrations, not to meaningfully address the issue of human rights violation. As Risse & Sikkink (2007) caution, tactical concessions are only enacted as an instrumental tool to “pacify international criticism” (p.25). This is what the Chinese leadership attempted to accomplish but failed, since the protests did not recede after this cosmetic change was enacted. 

Nonetheless, the model was never completed, in part due to the coronavirus pandemic that instilled fear in the protesters and prevented them from keep coming out to the streets to demonstrate. During this period when the protests came to a halt and the international community was preoccupied with a deadly pandemic – i.e., there was a lack a pressure from “above” and “below” – the Chinese government enforced an even harsher crackdown, bypassing Hong Kong’s legislature and imposing a national security law in the city. As Risse & Sikkink (2007) alerted, if constant pressure from “above” and “below” is not observed until the spiral model reaches its final phase, the situation can easily revert to a condition of human rights violation. We can then say that the model was not only reversed to the first phase but Hong Kong was placed in a situation of human rights violation never seen before since the handover.

Other 55 passages out of 151 taken from the analysis can be analyzed in light of constructivist theories and mostly point to conflicting norms between the government and the protesters. This was the case when Chinese authorities claimed that the most important thing to do was to maintain national sovereignty, effective governance, public safety, rule of law, justice, international cooperation, peace and social stability, and prosperity and stability, at the same time claiming that what was not at stake was freedom, human rights or democracy. This was exactly what the protesters were demonstrating for with their five demands: the complete withdrawal of the now-suspended extradition bill; the setting up of an independent body to investigate police violence; a halt to the characterization of protests as “riots”; amnesty for those arrested and a resumption of political reform to allow the free election of Hong Kong’s leaders and legislature, and the chief executive’s resignation. 

In conclusion, the qualitative content analysis of news stories of The Guardian confirmed my three hypotheses, and that both classical and structural realism, as well as constructivist theories, can be employed in explaining China’s behavior in responding with violence against domestic protesters and ignoring domestic and international pressure. I will conclude this thesis in the next chapter with a final summary and discussion of the findings and a reflection and suggestions for future research.


7. Conclusion 

The findings of the qualitative content analysis conducted based on 440 news stories of The Guardian covering the protests in Hong Kong between February 2019 until June 2020 were in line with the theoretical expectations outlined in the theory and method chapters. I predicted that states would use violence against domestic protesters when a state’s leadership fears to be losing power, in response to a shift in the balance of power that threatens their survival in the international order, and/or in the absence of pressure from both the domestic activists and the international community. The analysis resulted in 49 references out of a total of 151 analyzed that confirm my hypothesis about classical realism, 47 that confirm my hypothesis about structural realism, and another 55 that confirm my hypothesis related to the spiral model/constructivism. I can conclude that, taken individually, realist and constructivist theories are not sufficient to explain China’s violent response to domestic protesters and the country’s ignoring pressure from “above” and “below” since each theory only accounts for a third of the justifications provided by the Chinese leadership. If only one of these theories is considered, then a significant portion of China’s arguments will be left without a proper explanation. Together, these three theories offer a complete explanation of why China ignored international and domestic pressure and chose to respond with violence against the protesters in Hong Kong. A combination of realist and constructivist theories must be employed in order to understand this type of behavior.

In line with classical realism, we can recognize China’s understanding of power as reputation and with not “losing face”, a concept of utmost importance in Chinese society. Here we can remember Morgenthau’s (1948) definition of power that is not fixed “once and for all” (p.10). What power entails can be more materialistic aspects such as a strong military or a robust economy, or other aspects such as influence over others, or even territory, population and natural resources. Interesting to note is that what the analysis uncovered to be understood as power in the case of Xi Jinping is reputation, more concretely, maintaining “face”, and not necessarily maintaining material power. This, of course, and once more following from Morgenthau, will vary across time and space. At this point in time, different world leaders will conceive of power differently, and even within China, previous leaders would have emphasized different dimensions of power as more important. 

Classical realists explain states’ behavior with their leaders’ unconditional quest for power. It follows that China’s response to domestic protesters will be guided by what Xi Jinping understands to be power maintenance. The protesters in Hong Kong represented a direct threat to Xi’s power – by attempting to overthrow the status quo – who attempted – and succeeded – in subduing them at all costs in order to “regain face” and maintain the reputation of his government. The analysis confirmed these theoretical expectations when the Chinese leadership used direct threats, such as deploying the army in the army-less city to restore order and ending the framework “one country, two systems’” that grants Hong Kong its high degree of autonomy from mainland China. China’s narrative also included the use of catastrophic expressions such as “the end is coming”, “crushed bodies and shattered bones” and “show no mercy” to instill fear in the protesters and force them to quit the demonstrations. The use of these expressions can be understood as a response to Xi Jinping’s fear of “losing face”. When a person is perceived to have failed in protecting their face, this person will feel “embarrassed, shamed, and humiliated. As a consequence, an embarrassed or shamed person usually experiences painful emotions and a strong motivation to restore lost face” (Zhang et al, 2011, p.131). Only a humiliated person with a strong motivation to restore lost face would resort to such drastic wording. In other words, by threatening that “the end is coming”, the Chinese leadership (i.e. Xi Jinping) is showing how desperate it is to maintain the situation under control, not lose face, and maintain the power it still holds. The combination of this rhetoric of catastrophic expressions with the direct threats mentioned above served to instill fear in the protesters, forcing them to abandon the protests without the government having to make any (significant) concessions, thus maintaining its reputation and not “lose face”. 

Where classical realism assumes that states seek to maximize their power, structural realism theorizes that states are concerned with relative power, i.e., how much power they hold in relation to others. In this equation, the respective other is the main rival of the state, the other country that has the power to directly threaten the country’s survival in the international system. In the case of China, which, in the last years, has been climbing to the position of potential hegemon, and now directly threatens the current hegemon, the main rival is the US. Neorealists recognize that the international system creates strong incentives for states to want more power to ensure their survival, and, as Mearsheimer (2013) points out, China will be no exception to this rule; therefore, it will look for opportunities to shift the balance of power in its favor (p.89). Mearsheimer (2013) predicts that China will try to imitate the US in becoming a regional hegemon in Asia, and the US, on its part, will not tolerate peer competitors, thus, it will work hard to contain China and weaken it to the point that it will no longer be a regional threat (p.89).

Indeed, the US was the country that gave the most support to the protests in Hong Kong, closely followed by the UK. Noteworthy is that the UK, as Hong Kong’s former colonial power, is considered to have an “historical obligation” with its former colony, encapsulated in the Sino-British declaration, that China, nonetheless, recognizes as nothing else than an “historical document” with no current validity whatsoever. The US had no such obligation towards Hong Kong and yet, it was from American politicians that the fiercest condemnation of China, combined with concrete action, came in support of the Hong Kong protesters. This is in line with neorealists expectations that would place the US and China on opposing plates of the scale of the international system, each one always attempting to tip the scale to its favor. The US tried to push the weights down by supporting the demonstrators and condemning China, and China responded by accusing the US of interfering in its “internal affairs” and instigating the protests. 

As observed in the theory chapter, constructivism offers a different explanation to states’ behavior, less concerned with material aspects, and more focused with norms and language. More specifically, following from the spiral model, I predicted that, in the absence of constant pressure from “above” and “below”, states would employ violence against its domestic protesters. As the analysis confirmed, there was no lack of international support for the protesters in Hong Kong and neither of domestic pressure, if only the city of Hong Kong is considered. This observation is also supported by the few times China directly responded to and/or repealed domestic and international pressure regarding how it was dealing with the protesters in Hong Kong. 

However, in order to correctly analyze the domestic support for the protesters in Hong Kong, mainland China must also be included in the equation. The issue here is the incredibly powerful censorship and propaganda machine of the Chinese state that, for the first two months of protests, successfully blocked any news stories, footage and photos of the protests within its “great firewall”. After the first two months, China started spreading misinformation to combat the protesters, routinely describing them as “rioters” and “terrorists” and only displaying images of the minority of protesters that turned violent, but refraining from broadcasting footage of the frequently violent police force. 

Moreover, the protesters were characterized as a direct threat to national sovereignty, who allegedly wanted to topple the regime by proclaiming the independence of Hong Kong. This is an argument that resonates rather close with mainland Chinese citizens who are taught from a very young age to “love the motherland”. At issue here are two very different identities: mainland Chinese, for whom being Chinese is a very strong part of their identity; and Hongkongers, who identify first as citizens of Hong Kong, and only then as Chinese nationals. Important to note here is that most young protesters were already born after the handover, and only know a system of (relative) freedom and human and civil rights. A poll conducted by the University of Hong Kong at the start of the protests found that 75% of people aged 18 to 29 identified as “Hongkonger”, as opposed to “Chinese”, “Chinese in Hong Kong”, or “Hongkonger in China” (the highest proportion since the poll began tracking identity sentiment, in 1997), and, overall, almost 53% of respondents across all age groups identified this way (McLaughlin, 2019). Moreover, whereas citizens of the mainland value first and foremost nationalism and love for the motherland, Hongkongers pay more importance to their rights and freedoms, even if these represent a threat to the mainland, as the protests, and how they were perceived in the mainland, showed. Along the lines of constructivist theorizing, we can understand these two different identities as being social constructions that will shape the beliefs and actions of their actors (Fierke, 2013, p.188). As a result, Hongkongers were perceived very negatively by mainlanders, almost to the point of hate, for apparently trying to secede, or just for fighting for their legitimate rights, since this, in the eyes of the citizens of the mainland, was equal to questioning the love for China and its national sovereignty. 

The outcome of the protests being framed under this lens in the mainland resulted in the citizens of the mainland feeling hate and contempt towards the Hong Kong protesters who, they believed, wanted to secede from China. This, of course, was also due to biased information reaching mainland China, with its citizens not capable of forming an informed opinion regarding the protests in Hong Kong since only “one side of the story” was reaching them. It follows that, support for the Hong Kong protests in mainland China, if existed, was absent from social media and the news, rendering it close to non-existent and impossible to grasp. As Risse & Sikkink (2007) expect following from the spiral model, in the absence of pressure from “below”, including the mainland, China cannot reach the final phase of the spiral model and we can, thus, expect the country to continue violating human rights. 

The analysis not only confirmed the hypothesis regarding the spiral model but also other theoretical expectations in line with constructivism. These include mostly conflicting norms between the protesters and the government, as theorized in the theory chapter. Where the Chinese leadership emphasized the importance of maintaining national sovereignty, rule of law and prosperity and stability, claiming, at the same time, that at issue was not freedom, human rights or democracy, the protesters were calling for an expansion of democracy and for human rights to be upheld in Hong Kong.

These results of my qualitative content analysis confirmed my three hypothesis and allow me to answer my research question. I can say that China chose to ignore both domestic and international pressure and instead responded with violence against the protesters in Hong Kong because of three reasons: 1) Xi Jinping feared to be losing power in the form of “reputation” and “face” regarding Hong Kong; 2) China was responding to a shift in the balance of power that was threatening to push Hong Kong away from China and closer to China’s main rival – the US; and, 3) despite the fierce domestic and international pressure for China to enact policy changes in the human rights domain in Hong Kong, ultimately, mainland China produced close to no support for the Hong Kong protesters, instead accusing them of not being patriotic. These reasons are not mutually exclusive and, together, offer a complete and broad explanation for China’s behavior.

Because the results of this thesis were derived from a case study, I was able to have an in-depth understanding of China’s response to the extradition bill protests that later on transformed into much more encompassing anti-government demonstrations. This is the main strength of this study – the fact that I focused in only one case covering a period of over one year provided me with a wide range of China’s justifications prior, during, and after the protests. I was then able to analyze different arguments and narratives in light of different theories. Moreover, I tested three different theories, which resulted in an explanation of China’s response to domestic protesters that combined both realist and constructivist theories. Thus, where realist theories lack explanatory strength, constructivism lends other avenues of analysis, and vice-versa. For example, realist theories would not be able to explain why China referred to “international laws” and other norms in repealing international condemnation, as their focus is on material aspects of international relations. 

However, what is usually one of the main strengths of conducting a case study is also one of its main pitfalls. In this sense, it can be argued that the generalization of these findings to other protests and even other countries can be limited to a certain extent. In that case, a large-N setting can be employed in order to further corroborate the findings of this qualitative research. 

Regarding my data source, which necessarily has an influence on the results, a few words must also be employed. The analysis was conducted based on news stories of The Guardian, thus, different conclusions could have been drawn if other sources, for example, government papers and statements, had been used. Compared to official documents, we can say that news stories are, in a way, unbiased, as they provide both sides of the story and the necessary context and commentary. If official documents had been used, they would have been biased against the protesters, since both sides were in dispute. The same applies to statements from the organizers of the protesters. If these had been used instead, they would also only show one side of the story and would be biased against the government. The news stories from The Guardian presented a balanced and unbiased description of the facts, with both sides of the stories having space to present their arguments and justification for their actions. 

As was already mentioned in the introduction, existing literature regarding protests in China rarely mentioned the response of the government to the protesters. When this variable was taken into consideration, it was used as an independent variable to explain phenomena such as why do protests occur in China or under which conditions they are successful. In this sense, this thesis opened a new avenue of research by explicitly focusing on explaining China’s violent response to domestic protesters. This is the scientific relevance of this thesis. The response of the Chinese government to the extradition bill demonstrations that later on morphed into much larger anti-government protests between 2019 and 2020 can, thus, be used as a starting point to further analyze and explain why China chooses to employ violence against its domestic protesters. If the findings of this thesis can be corroborated in further research, they can be employed by both domestic protesters as well as foreign allies in striving for more peaceful and successful protests, both in China and abroad. This is also the societal relevance of this thesis, as it can contribute to less violence in protests and advances in democratization in both authoritarian nations and democracies. 

China’s response to the extradition bill protests can be considered both an extreme or a deviant case, depending on whether this case is analyzed only in the context of Hong Kong or is included in mainland China as well. In both cases, it can be used as a starting point for further research. If we are only interested in studying China’s response to protests in Hong Kong, a further study can investigate why did this constitute a deviant case. What made it stand out in relation to previous protests in the city that were not met with such a strong response? Was it the nature of the protests that constituted such a direct threat to Chinese leadership? A comparative study of protests in Hong Kong and the type of response they received from the government could be helpful in answering this question. If, however, the researcher is interested in protests in the mainland, this case constitutes an adequate example, as an extreme case, and can be used to compare China’s response to domestic protests in, for example, most different similar outcome or most similar different outcome research designs. Other possibilities also include a large-N study to investigate if the nature of the protests and the demands of the protesters (for example, if they are political, economic, social, etc.) also results in violent responses from the government. 

In line with structural realist theorizations, we can expect that, as the balance tips ever more in favor of the US, China will respond even more harshly to its domestic opponents. These include not only Hong Kong, but also Tibet, Xinjiang, and, of course, Taiwan, that Xi Jinping already warned that it wants to bring under Beijing’s control by 2050, “if necessary, by force” (Tang & Charter, 2019). An important aspect to note here is that, while Hong Kong citizens were fighting for their freedom, Beijing was enwrapped in an economic war with the US. Therefore, it could not afford to be losing in two fronts. If, however, the position of the US in the world stage weakens in favor of China, we can expect that Xi Jinping will not need to react so harshly to its domestic opponents, as its position in the international system is not in danger. On the other hand, and in line with the spiral model, a stronger standing of China in the world stage may result in less international pressure, as other countries may be more reluctant in confronting China’s violations of human rights. As we already saw, without both international and domestic pressure, China will be less constricted in responding with violence to its domestic protesters.  

If the international community is indeed serious in upholding human rights not only in Hong Kong but also in expanding them in mainland China, as the anti-government protests showed, and not using Hong Kong as a pawn, as China denunciated, a balance must be struck regarding how much power China is allowed to have. If, on the one hand, the western liberal democracies allow China to rise to the position of hegemon – and the new Silk Road may well be the path to accomplish this – it will gather all the power it needs to be immune to international pressure. If, on the other hand, the western liberal world ostracizes China, it may well leave it with no other choice but to retain the grip it still holds on its own territory, by all means necessary, and aligning even further with other autocracies. Considering that China is already an authoritarian country where the rule of law is used at the discretion of the CCP, from this situation it could be a slippery slope until China becomes the next North Korea. 
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Appendix A: List of news stories analyzed 

1. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/apr/03/hong-kong-push-allow-extradition-china-protests
2. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/apr/28/hong-kong-residents-protest-at-plans-for-extradition-to-china
3. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/may/11/hong-kong-lawmakers-scuffle-in-parliament
4. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/04/tiananmen-square-massacre-marked-with-hong-kong-vigil
5. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/06/hong-kong-extradition-bill-terrible-blow-rule-of-law-chris-patten
6. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/07/the-last-fight-for-hong-kong-activists-gear-up-to-protest-extradition-law
7. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/09/vast-protest-in-hong-kong-against-extradition-law-china
8. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/10/hong-kong-protests-china-state-media-foreign-forces-extradition-bill
9. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/11/hong-kong-businesses-vow-to-strike-as-anger-over-extradition-bill-grows
10. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/12/waiting-for-a-miracle-hope-and-resolve-on-the-streets-of-hong-kong
11. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/12/chinas-extradition-law-should-respect-hong-kong-handover-deal-may
12. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/11/hong-kong-extradition-law-protesters-rally-outside-government-offices
13. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/12/street-protesters-dig-in-for-hong-kong-last-battle
14. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/13/global-reaction-hong-kong-protest-rights-trump-may
15. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/13/mass-street-protests-are-an-expression-of-hong-kongs-identity
16. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/13/hong-kong-protests-extradition-carrie-lam-riot-police
17. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/14/hong-kongs-digital-battle-technology-that-helped-protesters-now-used-against-them
18. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/14/carrie-lam-hong-kong-chief-executive-china-beijing-puppet
19. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/14/hong-kong-activists-warn-violence-protests
20. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/14/adviser-to-hong-kong-leader-calls-for-extradition-bill-delay-china
21. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/15/hong-kong-carrie-lam-defiant-extradition-climbdown
22. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/15/hong-kong-leader-carrie-lam-extradition-bill-delay-protests-china
23. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/16/man-falls-to-his-death-to-become-hong-kong-protests-first-martyr
24. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/16/hong-kong-protests-carrie-lam-china
25. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/17/hong-kong-protests-carrie-lam-public-rejects-apology-strike-police
26. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/17/hong-kong-protests-show-first-dent-in-armour-of-xi-yinping
27. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/18/hong-kong-carrie-lam-to-apologise-to-protesters-extradition-bill
28. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/18/hong-kong-leader-carrie-lam-ignored-public-opinion-freed-activist
29. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/19/fears-hong-kong-protests-could-turn-violent-amid-calls-to-escalate-action
30. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/20/fresh-hong-kong-protests-planned-for-friday
31. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/21/hong-kong-protesters-gather-extradition-bill-legco-carrie-lam
32. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/22/hong-kong-protesters-disperse-after-blockade-of-police-hq
33. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/22/hong-kong-business-elite-extradition-law-protest
34. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/24/china-will-not-allow-g20-to-discuss-hong-kong-says-foreign-minister
35. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/25/we-have-no-other-choice-as-china-erodes-democracy-hong-kong-citizens-prepare-to-leave
36. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/25/uk-halts-sales-of-teargas-to-hong-kong-amid-police-brutality-claims
37. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/26/hong-kong-protesters-call-on-foreign-leaders-to-raise-crisis-at-g20
38. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/26/hong-kong-protesters-seek-support-from-g20-leaders-over-extradition-law
39. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/30/they-will-definitely-take-revenge-how-china-could-respond-to-the-hong-kong-protests
40. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/30/tension-hong-kong-eve-anniversary-china-handover
41. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/01/anti-government-protests-in-hong-kong-on-anniversary-of-china-handover
42. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/01/hong-kong-protests-personal-challenge-strongman-xi-jinping
43. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/01/hong-kong-protests-group-tries-to-storm-government-building
44. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/01/jeremy-hunt-backs-hong-kong-citizens-right-to-protest
45. https://www.theguardian.com/world/live/2019/jul/01/hong-kong-braces-for-huge-protests-on-anniversary-of-china-handover-live
46. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/01/hong-kong-police-fire-teargas-and-charge-at-protesters
47. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/02/hong-kong-awakes-to-tense-calm-after-protesters-storm-parliament-carrie-lam-extradition-bill
48. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/02/hong-kong-protests-city-divided-over-property-damage
49. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/02/hong-kong-crisis-could-not-have-come-at-a-worst-time-for-the-uk-china
50. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/02/chinese-media-calls-for-zero-tolerance-after-violent-hong-kong-protess
51. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/03/hong-kong-death-fighters-young-protesters-with-nothing-to-lose
52. https://www.theguardian.com/uk-news/2019/jul/03/foreign-office-calls-in-china-ambassador-over-hong-kong-protests
53. https://www.theguardian.com/world/video/2019/jul/03/chinese-ambassador-lambasts-british-interference-in-hong-kong-video
54. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/04/hong-kong-protests-police-make-first-arrests-after-storming-of-parliament
55. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/05/rights-under-threat-how-china-is-bringing-hong-kong-to-heel
56. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/07/hong-kong-youth-vow-to-fight-on-as-china-clamps-down-protest
57. https://www.theguardian.com/uk-news/2019/jul/07/china-ambassador-to-uk-accuses-jeremy-hunt-of-cold-war-mentality
58. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/07/free-hong-kong-protesters-demands-widen-as-rallies-continue
59. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/09/hong-kong-carrie-lam-says-extradition-bill-is-dead-but-stops-short-of-withdrawal
60. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/09/the-bill-is-dead-but-hong-kong-protesters-are-not-appeased-by-carrie-lams-declaration
61. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/13/demonstrators-and-police-clash-in-hong-kong
62. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/13/dont-mess-with-us-the-spirit-of-rebellion-spreads-in-hong-kong
63. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/14/police-and-protesters-clash-in-second-hong-kong-town
64. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/19/taiwan-pledges-help-for-hong-kong-protesters-seeking-sanctuary
65. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/20/hong-kong-actor-simon-yam-stabbed-china
66. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/20/hong-kong-police-find-explosives-on-eve-of-latest-protests
67. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/20/uk-surveillance-tech-sales-hong-kong-protesters
68. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/21/hong-kong-mass-china-extradition-bill-demonstrations-protestors
69. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/21/hong-kong-police-fire-rubber-bullets-as-protests-turn-violent
70. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/22/where-were-the-police-hong-kong-outcry-after-masked-thugs-launch-attack
71. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/22/why-hong-kong-thugs-may-be-doing-the-governments-work
72. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/23/hong-kong-protesters-pledge-to-stand-up-to-thugs
73. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/24/hong-kong-protests-china-blames-black-hands-of-us-for-unrest
74. https://www.theguardian.com/australia-news/2019/jul/24/china-hong-kong-students-clash-university-queensland
75. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/24/hong-kong-activists-target-uk-government-with-ad-campaign
76. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/25/hong-kong-braces-for-more-unrest-as-yuen-long-residents-fight-back
77. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/25/hong-kong-protesters-defy-police-ban-gang-attack
78. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jun/10/what-are-the-hong-kong-protests-about-explainer
79. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/26/so-surreal-hong-kongers-take-up-self-defence-classes-in-wake-of-thug-attacks
80. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/26/hong-kong-airport-staff-stage-protest-against-yuen-long-attack
81. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/31/a-cop-said-i-was-famous-china-accuses-foreigners-in-hong-kong-of-being-agents
82. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/31/fresh-unrest-in-hong-kong-after-44-protesters-charged-with-rioting
83. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/jul/31/anger-as-hong-kong-protesters-appear-in-court-on-rioting-charges
84. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/01/hong-kong-protests-china-military-breaks-silence-to-warn-unrest-will-not-be-tolerated
85. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/02/hong-kong-police-arrest-pro-independence-figure-amid-further-protests
86. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/03/hong-kong-protesters-risk-arrest-as-beijing-steps-up-warnings
87. https://www.theguardian.com/australia-news/2019/aug/04/we-cannot-be-seen-the-fallout-from-the-university-of-queenslands-hong-kong-protests
88. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/03/hong-kong-police-fire-teargas-in-clashes-with-protesters
89. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/04/hong-kong-protesters-return-streets-day-after-violent-clashes
90. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/05/hong-kong-brought-to-a-standstill-as-city-wide-strikes-and-protests-hit
91. https://www.theguardian.com/world/live/2019/aug/05/hong-kong-protest-brings-city-to-standstill-ahead-of-carrie-lam-statement-live
92. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/05/hong-kong-riot-police-fire-teargas-at-protesters-as-two-cars-ram-crowds
93. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/06/masked-hong-kongers-democracy-china-thugs
94. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/06/hong-kong-peace-prospects-teargas-protests
95. https://www.theguardian.com/australia-news/2019/aug/07/masked-men-destroy-hong-kong-lennon-wall-at-australias-university-of-queensland
96. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/07/hong-kong-protests-australia-issues-travel-alert-as-china-warns-of-worst-crisis-since-1997
97. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/07/hong-kongs-lawyers-march-against-political-prosecutions
98. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/08/no-tears-no-blood-hongkongers-stage-huge-laser-show-to-protest-police-arrests
99. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/08/storm-in-a-bubble-tea-cup-over-taiwanese-firms-support-for-hong-kong-protesters
100. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/09/us-calls-china-thuggish-regime-for-targeting-american-diplomat-who-met-hong-kong-protesters
101. https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2019/aug/09/hong-kong-delegation-invited-by-uk-to-attend-arms-fair-in-london
102. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/09/rally-airport-kicks-off-three-days-protest-hong-kong
103. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/10/us-hits-back-at-china-for-targeting-diplomat-in-hong-kong
104. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/10/p-is-for-protest-hong-kong-families-take-to-the-streets-in-pro-democracy-rally
105. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/10/hong-kong-riot-police-fire-teargas-at-protest-groups
106. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/11/british-governments-hong-kong-intervention-riles-china
107. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/11/protests-clashes-and-lack-of-trust-the-new-normal-for-hong-kong
108. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/11/hong-kong-china-unrest-beijing-media-response
109. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/11/hong-kong-protesters-play-cat-and-mouse-game-with-police-on-subway
110. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/12/hong-kong-protests-brutal-undercover-police-tactics-spark-outcry
111. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/12/closure-of-hong-kong-airport-shines-fresh-light-on-protest-movement
112. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/12/hong-kong-airport-authority-cancels-flights-over-protests
113. https://www.theguardian.com/australia-news/2019/aug/13/chinas-conduct-in-hong-kong-comes-under-cautious-scrutiny-on-qa
114. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/13/australian-travellers-stranded-in-hong-kong-after-protesters-shut-down-airport
115. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/13/what-do-the-hong-kong-protesters-want 
116. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/13/hong-kong-travellers-stranded-after-airport-protests-airlines
117. https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2019/aug/13/uk-british-nationality-hong-kong-citizens-tom-tugendhat
118. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/13/hong-kong-airport-reopens-as-trudeau-urges-china-to-address-serious-concerns
119. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/13/colour-revolution-jibe-implies-china-will-stop-at-little-to-crush-hong-kong-protests
120. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/14/frightened-angry-and-exhausted-hong-kong-protesters-apologise-for-airport-violence
121. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/14/hong-kong-flights-resume-at-airport-after-clashes-between-protesters-and-police
122. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/14/satellite-photos-show-chinese-armoured-vehicles-border-hong-kong-shenzhen-sports-stadium
123. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/15/trump-touts-china-trade-deal-as-reason-for-good-man-xi-to-treat-hong-kong-humanely
124. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/15/hong-kong-protests-china-envoy-says-beijing-has-power-to-swiftly-quell-unrest
125. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/16/hong-kong-trump-calls-on-xi-to-talk-to-protesters-as-weekend-rallies-loom
126. https://www.theguardian.com/business/2019/aug/16/cathay-pacific-boss-quits-after-hong-kong-airport-protests-hit-share-price
127. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/16/an-eye-for-an-eye-hong-kong-protests-get-figurehead-in-woman-injured-by-police
128. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/16/disneys-mulan-star-sparks-call-for-boycott-with-hong-kong-stance
129. https://www.theguardian.com/australia-news/2019/aug/17/pro-hong-kong-rally-in-melbourne-turns-violent-amid-clashes-with-china-supporters
130. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/17/hong-kong-three-rallies-mark-11th-weekend-of-protests
131. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/18/hong-kong-protesters-dilemma-fight-resist-peacefully-china-troops
132. https://www.theguardian.com/australia-news/2019/aug/18/hundreds-rally-in-sydney-in-support-of-hong-kong-pro-democracy-protesters
133. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/18/chinese-military-police-poised-for-action-over-hong-kong-protests-shenzen
134. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/18/hong-kong-huge-rally-china-condemns-us-gross-interference
135. https://www.theguardian.com/technology/2019/aug/19/twitter-china-hong-kong-accounts
136. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/20/carrie-lam-calls-for-dialogue-with-citizens-to-find-way-out-for-hong-kong
137. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/20/employee-at-uk-consulate-in-hong-kong-detained-in-china
138. https://www.theguardian.com/technology/2019/aug/21/instagram-censors-melbourne-artists-anti-beijing-post-but-ignores-trolls
139. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/21/china-hong-kong-family-voice-fears-for-detained-uk-consulate-worker
140. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/21/hong-kong-protesters-clash-riot-police-metro-station
141. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/22/british-consulate-china-media-claims-prostitutes
142. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/23/hong-kong-businesses-fear-protests-will-push-economy-into-recession
143. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/23/we-must-defend-our-city-a-day-in-the-life-of-a-hong-kong-protester
144. https://www.theguardian.com/technology/2019/aug/23/hong-kong-protests-youtube-takes-down-200-channels-spreading-disinformation
145. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/23/hong-kong-protesters-join-hands-in-30-mile-human-chain
146. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/23/british-travellers-told-phones-could-be-checked-at-hong-kong-border
147. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/24/uk-consulate-worker-hong-kong-simon-cheng-detained-in-china-is-freed
148. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/24/hong-kong-fresh-rallies-as-protesters-target-airport-transport
149. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/25/hong-kong-protests-fears-of-clashes-with-triad-gangsters-loom-in-latest-march
150. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/26/more-hongkongers-look-to-move-to-australia-amid-growing-political-unrest
151. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/26/hong-kong-protests-dozens-arrested-as-government-warns-of-very-dangerous-situation
152. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/27/hong-kong-protests-carrie-lam-rejects-claims-she-has-lost-control
153. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/27/australian-gallery-accused-of-censoring-democracy-activists-over-hong-kong-event
154. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/28/australia-should-delay-free-trade-deal-with-hong-kong-actu-says
155. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/28/a-nuclear-option-hong-kong-and-the-threat-of-the-emergency-law
156. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/28/cathay-pacific-denounced-for-firing-hong-kong-staff-on-china-orders
157. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/29/chinese-troop-movement-into-hong-kong-prompts-unease
158. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/29/staff-of-changsha-funeng-ngo-hong-kong-arrested-in-southern-china
159. https://www.theguardian.com/world/live/2019/aug/30/hong-kong-protests-pro-democracy-leaders-arrested-in-crackdown-live
160. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/30/hong-kongs-be-water-protests-leaves-china-casting-about-for-an-enemy
161. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/30/joshua-wong-predicted-hong-kong-crackdown
162. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/30/hong-kong-pro-democracy-leader-joshua-wong-arrested-says-demosisto
163. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/30/hong-kong-protests-key-activists-profiled-joshua-wong-agnes-chow-andy-chan
164. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/30/hong-kong-police-arrest-28-activists-on-eve-of-planned-protests
165. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/aug/31/hong-kong-revolution-no-war-is-without-bloodshed-protesters
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Appendix B: Table 2 – Results of qualitative content analysis per theory

	CLASSICAL REALISM 
(49)
	STRUCTURAL REALISM (47)
	SPIRAL MODEL 
(55)

	> called the attack a “blatant challenge to the central government”70
> “determined to protect national sovereignty, security, stability and prosperity of Hong Kong”84
> PLA released a video showcasing the army84
> condemned protesters for “challenging national sovereignty”88
> “Don’t misjudge the situation or take restraint as a sign of weakness…don’t underestimate the firm resolve and tremendous power by the central government. [The government and police are] fully capable of punishing those criminal activities and restoring order.”93
> promotional videos showing Chinese military and police battling residents in black94
> warned that if the protests escalated beyond the Hong Kong government’s control the Chinese army could be deployed to restore law and order98
> called on authorities to “show no mercy” in dealing with the protesters112
> authorities promised an “iron fist” response119
> “Using the sword of the law to stop violence and restore order is overwhelmingly the most important and urgent task for Hong Kong!”121
> People’s Liberation Army posted an image of the vehicles in the stadium and with a map marking the distance to the Hong Kong airport, and quoted speeches by former Chinese leader Deng Xiaoping that the “central government must intervene” in the event of “turmoil” in Hong Kong123
> “1.4 billion Chinese people are united and will stop any damage to the country and its people.”123
> warning that it has “enough solutions and enough power to swiftly quell unrest” should it deem the situation “uncontrollable”124
> said Beijing was not prepared “to sit on its hands and watch. We are fully prepared for the worst.”124
> “any attempt to mess up Hong Kong is doomed to fail”132
> “Suh provocation challenges the national dignity and hurt the feelings of 1.4 billion Chinese…it should pay a cost.”151
> “the end is coming for those attempting to disrupt Hong Kong and antagonize China”171
> China had not ruled out sending its forces to quell the unrest185
> “If the riots become uncontrollable for Hong Kong, China cannot sit on its hands and watch. We can’t watch this violence go on and on.”185
> “We have the duty to use all available means to stop the escalating violence and restore calmness in society”217
> “If the situation in Hong Kong becomes uncontrollable by Hong Kong government, the central government will no sit on their hands and watch”220
> Apple’s “mixing of political, commercial and illegal activities” is “unwise” and “imprudent” and would only “draw more turbulence” for the company230
> “Anyone attempting to split China in any part of the country will end in crushed bodies and shattered bones”237
> warned China would take “strong measures” to counter the proposed Hong Kong bill242
> she warned she would not tolerate the advocacy of Hong Kong independence and “challenges to national sovereignty”244
> “They are doomed to fail simply because their violence will encounter the full weight of the law”263
> warned that it would not tolerate “any actions that split the country”266
> civil servants who supported the anti-government demonstrations would “perish with the rioters”266
> “Behind you are not only the people of Hong Kong and the whole country who love Hong Kong, but also the national armed police force and the troops stationed in Hong Kong”270
> “If the British side does not change its wrong practices, and continues to add fuel to the fire…then it will bring calamity on itself.”281
> warned that if the protesters overstepped the mark with what he described as their “black terror”, it would be the end of the “one country, two systems”288
> “If the violence continues the future of Hong Kong could be unimaginably dreadful. We have enough resolution and power to end the unrest.”288
> “The rule of law can save Hong Kong, but the premise is that the rioters must be punished.”293
> “Whatever happens, Hong Kong is always a part of China and any attempts to create chaos in Hong Kong or to jeopardize its prosperity and stability will not be successful.”306
> China promised it would retaliate with “firm countermeasures”312
> “We must fight back but we must also be very clear that these attacks won’t stop us.”313
> “If you use violence, you will not get public support. We, police, will do all we can to arrest you.”330
> recent months of protests would encourage Beijing to abandon the experiment [one country, two systems] and said young Hongkongers should “treasure” the framework rather than “bring damage to this important system. Otherwise, they will be creating the situation that they are in fact worried about today.”340
> called protesters a “political virus” and said the semi-autonomous city will never be calm until “poisonous” and “violent” black-clad demonstrators are eliminated362
> would not sit idly by with “this recklessly demented force” in place362
> “the more sympathizers the tyrants have, the greater price Hong Kong will pay”362
> “the escalating violence must be stopped in a timely and effective manner otherwise it will undermine ‘one country, two systems’ and…Hong Kong will be beyond redemption”366
> China’s military is ready and able to “safeguard” Chinese sovereignty in Hong Kong…it has the “determination, confidence and ability to protect national security” in the city.386
> “We sternly warn these people and the forces behind them not to underestimate the central government’s rock-firm determination to uphold national sovereignty, security and development interests and to safeguard Hong Kong compatriots’ fundamental interests.”386
> “Do not continue misjudging the situation and never underestimate the Chinese government and the will of the Chinese people.”394
> “It sends a strong signal…to anti-Chinese forces in Hong Kong desperately fighting like a cornered wild beast: your defeat has already been decided.”394
> giving shelter to “the rioters and elements who bring chaos to Hong Kong will only continue to bring harm to Taiwan’s people”431
> “For the small minority of people who endanger national security, this law is a sword hanging over their heads.”436
> “These acts have crossed the ‘one country’ red line and called for resolute action. No central government could turn a blind eye to such threats to sovereignty and national security as well as risks of subversion of state power.”436
	> Beijing “resolutely opposes” the interference of “external forces” in Hong Kong’s legislative affairs8
> “We will not allow G20 to discuss the Hong Kong issue. Hong Kong is China’s special administrative region. Hong Kong matters are purely an internal affair to China. No foreign country has a right to interfere. We will not permit any country or person to interfere in China’s internal affairs.”34
> warned of “foreign forces’ interference” and warned people not to become “pawns” in the US-China trade war39
> “Britain has no so-called responsibility for Hong Kong. Hong Kong matters are purely an internal affair for China. No foreign country has a right to interfere. Recently Britain has continuously gesticulated about Hong Kong, flagrantly interfering.”43
> reiterated the principle of ‘one country, two systems, saying the former British colony was an “inalienable” part of China and that Hong Kong affairs concerned only China50
> “I do hope the British government will realize the consequences and refrain from further interference.”52
> “[Hunt appeared to be] basking in the faded glory of British colonialism and obsessed with lecturing others. I need to re-emphasize that Hong Kong has now returned to its motherland.”52
> “Ideologues in Western governments never cease in their efforts to engineer unrest against governments that are not to their liking, even though their actions have caused misery and chaos in country after country in Latin America, Africa, the Middle East and Asia.”54
> accused the UK’s foreign secretary of having a “cold war mentality”57
> “We are strongly opposed to British intervention in Hong Kong’s internal affairs.”57
> “We can see that US officials are behind such incidents. Can US officials honestly tell the world what role they played and what are their aims? We advise the US to withdraw their black hands. The US should know one thing, that Hong Kong is China’s Hong Kong and we do not allow any foreign interference.”73
> “Violent incidents have happened in Hong Kong and throughout it all the US has encouraged it. Some Americans say they want to help Hong Kong, but really they want to bring chaos to Hong Kong and will not be satisfied until Hong Kong has collapsed.”73
> denounced “external interference”, accusing western politicians of formulating a “plot” to “destroy Hong Kong and turn it into trouble for China, thereby restricting or curbing China’s development”81
> compared the Hong Kong protests to the revolutions instigated in the Middle East and North Africa, saying that local anti-government actors were “colluding with external forces to topple governments”81
> claimed that “foreign politicians and anti-China forces with ulterior motives” were working “to incite the fear of the people of Hong Kong and undermine the relationship between the mainland and Hong Kong”84
> ordered the US to “immediately stop interfering in Hong Kong affairs in any form”85
> called on foreign forces to “withdraw their black hands” and stop interfering with “China’s internal affairs”85
> said the days where Britain rules Hong Kong were “long gone…the UK has no sovereignty, jurisdiction or right of supervision over Hong Kong.”106
> protesters are portrayed as “lured by the evil winds” of foreign agents108
> accused the US of inciting protesters to turn against the local government and Beijing120
> accused some British politicians of harboring a “colonial mindset”124
> “I sincerely hope that people from all walks of life in the UK will have a clear understanding of a big picture, act in the interests of Hong Kong’s prosperity and stability, and refrain from saying or doing anything that interferes in Hong Kong’s affairs or undermines the rule of law in Hong Kong.”124
> critical comments were not a problem “as long as you do not interfere in Hong Kong’s affairs”185
> said some UK politicians “still have a colonial mindset” and argued it was a problem if they made “irresponsible remarks to show support” for what he described as “demonstrators and rioters”185
> “It is extremely wrong for German media and politicians to attempt to tap into the anti-China separatist wave. It is disrespectful towards China’s sovereignty and an interference in China’s internal affairs.”187
> the US should “stop meddling”242
> officials must prevent “foreign forces” from interfering in Hong Kong or carrying out “subversive activities, infiltration and sabotage”266
> “Hong Kong is China’s Hong Kong. Hong Kong affairs are purely China’s internal affairs and cannot be interfered by any external forces.”274
> was against “external forces meddling in Hong Kong affairs”283
> “The US House of Representatives adopted the so-called Hong Kong human rights and democracy act to blatantly interfere in Hong Kong affairs, which are China’s internal affairs.”288
> “The Chinese government is unswervingly determined to safeguard national sovereignty, and to oppose any interference in Hong Kong affairs by external forces.”307
> the US should “correct its errors and stop meddling in Hong Kong affairs and interfering in China’s internal matters”308
> “This is pure interference in China’s internal affairs. Such an act will make Chinese people, including Hong Kong compatriots, understand the sinister intentions and hegemonic nature of the US. The US plot is doomed to fail.”312
> “Since Hong Kong and Macau’s return to the motherland, dealing with these two Special Administrative Region’s affairs is entirely China’s internal affairs and none of the business of foreign forces. We do not let any external forces interfere.”326
> “a high degree of autonomy is not complete autonomy… [Hong Kong’s right to self-rule is] authorized by the central government”353
> “The US should know one thing, that Hong Kong is China’s Hong Kong and we do not allow any foreign interference.”359
> allegations voiced by “certain officials and politicians” from the US, UK and European Parliament were “totally unfounded and amounted to a serious intervention in Hong Kong’s affairs”361
> “It is time for the US to give up its wishful thinking of changing China or stopping 1.4 billion people’s historical march toward modernization. [China will] emerge stronger, more confident…in our nation’s unstoppable march to rejuvenation.”382
> called the US statement “utterly imperious, unreasonable and shameless” and ordered America to “immediately stop meddling”391
> Hong Kong is “purely an internal Chinese matter” and that “no other country has the right to interfere”394
> accused Britain of “gross interference” in the country’s affairs405
> “There is no single word or clause in the Sino-British joint declaration that entitles the UK to any responsibility over Hong Kong after its return. The UK has no sovereignty, governance or supervision over Hong Kong.”405
> warning it to “pull back before it’s too late, abandon its Cold War and colonialist mentality”407
> dismissed British concerns as “unwarranted foreign interference in Hong Kong’s affairs”421
> “China resolutely opposes the US interference in Hong Kong affairs and the G7 foreign ministers releasing a statement on Hong Kong.”427
> “We urge the US to immediately correct its mistakes, withdraw the decisions and stop interfering in China’s domestic affairs”432
> “US conspiracies to thwart the national security legislation will not succeed.”436
	> “If the government surrenders just because there are some opposing voices, I am afraid it will be difficult to have effective governance in the future2
> the bill is necessary to plug loopholes and would help ensure public safety5
> “Some foreign forces are seizing the opportunity to advance their own strategy to hurt China by trying to create havoc in Hong Kong8
> Hong Kong residents have been “hoodwinked” by the opposition camp and their “foreign allies”8
> blamed opposition parties and “foreign forces” for creating chaos in Hong Kong8
> “Nobody wants Hong Kong to be a fugitive offenders’ haven.”8
> “I think they clearly demonstrate that these rights and freedoms are as robust as ever.”8
> “Any fair-minded person would deem the amendment bill a legitimate, sensible and reasonable piece of legislation that would strengthen Hong Kong’s rule of law and deliver justice”8
> Beijing has claimed that “foreign forces” have misled the public12
> “It is lawlessness that will hurt Hong Kong, not the proposed amendments to its fugitive law”16
> blamed “the opposition camp and its foreign masters” for riling up residents16
> Lam defended the bill as “a good thing” that would facilitate international cooperation in bringing fugitives to justice21
> “[It is] highly alarming that Western forces have been stirring up trouble and provoking confrontation in an attempt to undermine Hong Kong’s peace and stability.”39
> “Out of blind arrogance and rage, protesters showed a complete disregard for law and order”47
> “Their violent acts are an extreme challenge to Hong Kong’s rule of law and seriously undermined Hong Kong’s peace and stability.”50
> “Nothing is more important than the rule of law in Hong Kong.”50
> “It is totally wrong for Jeremy Hunt to talk about freedom – this is not a matter about freedom, it’s a matter about breaking laws in Hong Kong.”52
> “China will not allow extremists and external forces to take down Hong Kong’s legal system and drive the city into a vicious cycle.”68
> “No civilized society or rule of law society will tolerate rampant violence. The most dangerous situation in Hong Kong is that violent crimes have not been effectively stopped.”83
> “Such extensive disruptions in the name of certain demands of uncooperative movement have seriously undermined Hong Kong law and order and are pushing our city, the city we all love, and many of us helped to build, to the verge of a very dangerous situation.”90
> “It is simply wrong for the British government to directly call Hong Kong’s chief executive to exert pressure”106
> said that “lawbreaking activities in the name of freedom” were damaging the rule of law115
> condemned the disruption the paralyzed the international hub as “near-terrorist acts”121
> it regarded recent incidents of “radical street protest” as showing signs of “terrorism”124
> said protesters in Hong Kong had exhibited “radical, violent and illegal behaviors” which has “grossly trampled on the rule of law” and threatened lives and Hong Kong’s prosperity and stability132
> “a small bunch of extremely violent elements have become the vanguards of foreign and anti-China forces” and were trying to “disrupt Hong Kong and paralyze the government to make it into an independent or semi-independent political entity”182
> called the protesters “lawless” rioters trying to create a climate of fear, who were preventing the city from returning to normal life227
> “any remarks that challenge national sovereignty and social stability are not within the scope of freedom of speech”229
> “What Hong Kong faces is not the so-called human rights and democracy issue at all, but the issue of stopping violence, reinstating order and upholding the rule of law as soon as possible”242
> “The radical protesters have been trying hard to convince the world they are championing a noble cause in a peaceful manner rather than engaging in wanton violence.”263
> “nothing more than adolescent hormones pumped up and primed by those willing to exploit them”263
> national interest should take priority over the “two systems”266
> described the protesters in Hong Kong as “no different from terrorists like Islamic State”270
> members of the US Congress should stop trying to promote bills on human rights or democracy in Hong Kong274
> called the protesters’ actions “naked terrorism”274
> determined to “safeguard national sovereignty and security”283
> “On an issue involving national sovereignty and the future of Hong Kong, there is no middle ground and absolutely no room for compromise.”290
> “[the bill] seriously violated international law and basic norms governing international relations.”294
> “The biggest risk Hong Kong faces now is violence, not ‘human rights’ or ‘democracy’”294
> tried to delegitimize the huge democratic mandate Hong Kong had given the protesters by blaming “rioters” supported by “external forces” for affecting the outcome of the election308
> “Hong Kong’s prosperity and stability is the wish of Hong Kong compatriots and the expectation for the people of the motherland.”333
> pro-democracy movement was a “major blow” to the rule of law, threatening the one country, two systems princple351
> many people have “a rather weak concept of national security”. “If the anthill eroding the rule of law is not cleared, the dam of national security will be destroyed and the wellbeing of all Hong Kong residents will be damaged.”351
> accused the governments of attempting to “whitewash, condone and exonerate the anti-China troublemakers in Hong Kong”358
> “Some foreign forces are seizing the opportunity to advance their own strategy to hurt China by trying to create havoc in Hong Kong.”359
> accused foreign politicians of being ignorant and irresponsible after they criticized its recent crackdown on pro-democracy figures and accused Beijing of “flagrant breaches of Hong Kong’s autonomy”361
> “If we were to accede we would not only be unfair and unprofessional but would also act in violation of the spirit of the rule of law”361
> “the allegation that those arrests amounted to an attack on Hong Kong’s freedoms and a breach of the [Basic Law] is absurd and can hardly stand the test of any law-abiding jurisdiction”361
> intended to “prevent internal and external forces from using the region as a tool for creating situations that threaten national security”372
> criticism from “foreign politicians” of the decision “smacks of double standards and hypocrisy”382
> “Terrorism is growing in the city and activities which harm national security, such as ‘Hong Kong independence’ become more rampant.”384
> if the UK “insists on unilaterally changing its practices” it will be in violation of international laws and norms”394
> the legislation was needed because of a “terrorist threat” and because organizations advocating “independence and self-determination” have challenged the authority of Beijing and local governments and pleaded for foreign interference394
> “What is going on in Hong Kong is violence. It is a risk to the national security.”401
> the national security laws would give the majority of Hongkongers more freedom and protection416 
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