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Introduction

Throughout Hong Kong’s history, financial markets and their regulation
have evolved with financial crises. Every significant financial crisis in
Hong Kong has pivoted on liquidity in either or both the banking and
monetary systems.1 Accordingly, liquidity support has played a promin-
ent and critical role in managing Hong Kong’s financial stability. From
the beginning, the lender of last resort was the primary means of
managing banks’ liquidity and solvency, with funding being sourced
from the private sector. Although the government has assumed this role
over the past 30 years, there is yet to be a need for this support. With the
modernization of financial markets, banks have become susceptible to
funding and market liquidity. These liquidity risks were exemplified in
the 2008–9 global financial crisis (GFC) and resurfaced, to a lesser extent,
at the beginning of the COVID-19 pandemic.
The GFC brought to the fore a new era of liquidity risks and uncer-

tainty which threatened the orderly functioning of the global financial
system. At the heart of the crisis was the banking system having insuffi-
cient capital, liquidity, and leverage buffers, being overly reliant on
wholesale funding, excessive exposure to subprime mortgages,
securitization and derivative risk, the underregulated and unregulated
shadow banking system, and the absence of resolution regimes for large
financial institutions. The GFC decimated the global banking system.
Hong Kong’s financial system, which is dominated by the banking sector,
performed relatively well because of the lessons learnt from the 1997 to
1998 Asian financial crisis.2 Capital and liquidity levels were relatively
robust, banks did not have a material exposure to the subprime mortgage

1 See generally Tushar K. Ghose, The Banking System of Hong Kong, 2nd ed. (Hong Kong:
Butterworths Asia, 1995).

2 For a discussion, see Andrew Sheng, From Asian to Global Financial Crisis: An Asian
Regulator’s View of Unfettered Finance in the 1990’s and 2000’s (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 2009).
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market, securitization, derivatives markets, nor the shadow banking
system.3 Instituting a bank resolution regime was not a pressing consid-
eration because no large banks failed, which was in stark contrast to other
international financial centres. Hong Kong nevertheless recognized the
importance of modernizing its financial regulatory architecture to ensure
that future financial crises and financial stability risks could be effectively
managed, remain competitive, while instilling and maintaining the con-
fidence of market participants.

Over the past decade, Hong Kong has undertaken more financial
market regulatory reforms, based on the recommendations made by
the G20 and the Financial Stability Board (FSB), than in any other time
throughout its history.4 For example, implementing the Basel III capital,
liquidity, and leverage ratios, including additional requirements for sys-
temically important banks. The promulgation of the Financial Institutions
(Resolution) Ordinance (Cap 628) established Hong Kong’s first financial
institution and financial market infrastructure resolution regime.5

These regulatory reforms address the too-big-to-fail conundrum that
had confronted regulators and governments during the GFC. Large,
complex, and systemically interconnected financial institutions had to
be bailed out at taxpayers’ expense because otherwise a disorderly failure
would have caused catastrophic financial and economic damage.6

Deposit insurance gained renewed impetus as a tool for maintaining
the stability of banks under acute liquidity stress.
Unconventional liquidity tools were deployed en masse by central

banks at the beginning of the GFC to restore market liquidity and reduce
demand for funding liquidity. These tools have since become common-
place and were once again used in March 2020 to address the uncertainty
surrounding the COVID-19 pandemic. Derivatives caused the rapid
spread of systemic risk between the shadow banking system and banks
during the GFC which led to the seizure of wholesale funding markets.
Over-the-counter (OTC) derivative markets have subsequently been

3 See also Douglas Arner, Emilios Avgouleos, and Evan Gibson, ‘COVID-19, Moral Hazard
and the Resolution of Systemic Banking Crises: Designing Appropriate Systems of Public
Support’ (2022 forthcoming) European Business Organization Law Review.

4 See Financial Services Board, Peer Review of Hong Kong – Review Report (28 February
2018).

5 For an international comparative analysis, see Financial Stability Board, Thematic Review
on Bank Resolution Planning – Peer Review Report (29 April 2019).

6 See generally Emilios Avgouleas, ‘Effective Governance of Global Financial Markets: An
Evolution Plan for Reform’ (2013) 4 Global Policy 74.
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regulated and central clearing counterparties established to better cope
with systemic risk. Being financial market infrastructure, central clearing
counterparties are subject to resolution regimes.
Expected loss accounting reforms had to be revisited because of the

unusual circumstances surrounding the COVID-19 economic shutdown.
These standards were scheduled for implementation from the beginning
of 2020. If these standards had been instated, the sudden spike in loan-
loss provisioning would have caused credit constraints in developed
economies. Most jurisdictions retained the status quo of incurred loss
accounting during the COVID-19 pandemic to support the economy and
the financial position of banks.

Despite these wide-ranging reforms, any presumption that GFC-
sourced financial regulations have sufficiently strengthened the inter-
national financial system against a future global financial crisis is ill-
founded. In the succeeding decade, some profound market developments
have emerged that have substantially transformed the financial and
banking systems.7 This can be principally attributed to the post-GFC
regulatory reforms, the financial technology revolution, competition for
financial services and infrastructure emanating from non-traditional
technology-based market entrants, and sustainability risks. For Hong
Kong, the rise and growth of Mainland China (the Mainland) is another
factor that is reshaping its financial and banking systems.

Gaps in the financial supervisory architecture persist and recent
market developments are creating new risks that could undermine finan-
cial stability. Of the insistent gaps, only one FSB mandate addresses
financial supervisory structures. That mandate dealt with promoting
coordination among supervisors rather than the effectiveness of the
supervisory structures or models.8 Post-GFC recommendations and
policy areas are more concerned with regulatory tools and policies, not
the supervisory structures that manage those tools and policies to achieve
financial stability.
Building upon this broad background, this Book is set out in six parts.

The first part provides a historical account of the development of finance
in Hong Kong, the evolution of financial regulation in a market-based

7 For a discussion on the banking sector, see generally Ross P. Buckley, ‘Changing Nature of
Banking’, in Ross P. Buckley, Emilios Avgoulous, and Douglas W. Arner (eds.)
Reconceptualising Global Finance and Its Regulation (New York: Cambridge University
Press, 2016).

8 Financial Stability Board, ‘About the FSB’. www.fsb.org/about/#mandate.
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system, and the influence of financial crises on shaping the financial
system and regulatory framework. Chapter 2 discusses the development
of Hong Kong from its colonial beginnings in 1841 to the 1997 handover.
The chapter canvasses Hong Kong’s financial markets, the expansion of
financial regulation, and financial crises during the period. Chapter 3
develops these findings by examining the regulatory responses and
reforms in response to the Asian financial crisis and the GFC, Hong
Kong’s financial market integration with the Mainland, and the COVID-
19 pandemic.
Part II takes a conceptual approach by considering the regulatory

models of financial supervision. In this part, Chapter 4 comparatively
analyzes the sectoral models operating in the Mainland, the United
States, and Hong Kong to showcase institutional design elements and
variations across different financial systems. The chapter assesses the
advantages and disadvantages of the unified central bank and banking
supervisory design of the Hong Kong Monetary Authority when man-
aging financial stability. Chapter 5 studies systemic supervision under the
integrated, functional, and Twin Peaks models, and composite systemic
supervisors to elucidate each model’s strengths and weaknesses.
Supervisory models include those in Hong Kong, Mainland China, the
United States, United Kingdom, Singapore, Australia, South Africa, and
the Netherlands.
The third part theorizes the contemporary financial regulatory and

supervisory approaches. Chapter 6 analyzes financial stability during
financial crises with a focus on liquidity and systemic risk. The chapter
argues that the definition of financial stability must be revisited to
enhance financial supervision, by drawing upon the lessons learnt from
the GFC. Chapter 6 observes the relationship between liquidity
mismatches, financial instability, and a financial institution’s balance
sheet. Chapter 7 considers how the G20 framework for a sustainable
recovery and economy can be achieved with the use of macro-prudential
tools and regulatory policies. The chapter discusses how the design of the
supervisory structure can strike an appropriate balance between micro-
and macro-prudential regulation to control and monitor the build-up of
systemic risks in the financial system.

Part IV surveys banking supervision, regulation, and financial stability
in Hong Kong. Chapter 8 evaluates the implementation of the Basel III
capital and liquidity reforms in Hong Kong, banking sector stability
during the GFC and the COVID-19 pandemic, and systemic supervision.
The chapter discusses how different supervisory structures and models
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affect the regulation and supervision of financial stability in Hong Kong’s
banking sector. Chapter 9 assesses the effectiveness of Hong Kong’s
sectoral model of financial regulation, compared to the integrated, func-
tional, and Twin Peaks models, when implementing unconventional
liquidity tools.
In the fifth part of this book, there is a discussion on resolution

regimes and crisis management mechanisms. Chapter 10 ponders the
effectiveness of deposit protection, the lender of last resort, and how
different supervisory structures affect the implementation of these bank
stabilization tools. The chapter deliberates over which structures can
adversely affect a supervisor from fulfilling the financial stability man-
date. Chapter 11 considers the FSB-endorsed financial institution reso-
lution framework and its application in Hong Kong. The chapter focusses
on the supervisory flaws which could undermine the effectiveness of the
banking sector resolution authority and the resolution regime.
Chapter 12 evaluates the FSB over-the-counter derivatives reforms, spe-
cifically the use of central clearing counterparties to mitigate systemic
risk. The chapter reassesses whether the resolution regime and the
supervision of Hong Kong’s central clearing counterparty, OTC Clear,
reflects the underlying risks.

Part VI addresses certain aspects of Hong Kong’s financial market and
regulatory integration with the Mainland that could cause a financial
crisis. Chapter 13 discusses Hong Kong’s role in the internationalization
of the renminbi, the connect schemes, and cross-boundary financial
market infrastructure. Financial market integration is complicated by
the dual supervisory and regulatory systems of Hong Kong and the
Mainland. The chapter analyzes whether these differences produce
cross-boundary flaws in the supervision of financial market infrastruc-
ture. This is followed by a discourse on how distributed ledger
technology could impact cross-boundary supervision. Chapter 14 then
turns to the digital yuan, its ability to circumvent United States dollar
sanctions, strengthen capital controls, and promote financial liberaliza-
tion. Mainland technology companies’ payment platforms are instru-
mental in the circulation of the digital yuan. These same technology
companies have recently established virtual banks and stored value
facility payment platforms in Hong Kong. Chapter 14 examines the
regulation of these developments and how technology could pose a
material risk to the financial stability of Hong Kong’s banking system.
To conclude the chapter, the supervision of cryptocurrencies is
reviewed.
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Hong Kong’s future as an international financial centre will continue
to evolve with market developments and financial system integration
with the Mainland. Regulatory reforms will follow the historical trend
of maintaining Hong Kong’s competitiveness as an international finan-
cial centre. Some of the most profound of these regulatory reforms will
most likely happen in response to a financial crisis.
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