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Member will ask the question in thislanguage
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Verification of residential addresses of registered electors

Hon Ronny TONG Ka-wah (Oral reply)

It has been reported in the media that after the
uncovering of “vote rigging” incidents in last year's
District Council Election, the Registration and Electoral
Office (“REO”) had, through various verification
means, selected 290 000 electors and issued inquiry
letters to them, requesting them to confirm whether they
were dill residing in the residential addresses as
registered in the register of electors by providing proof
of their residential addresses.  The reports have pointed
out that after the deadline for giving replies, REO only
received about 38000 replies and about 250 000
electors have not yet replied. In this connection, will
the Government inform this Council:

@ of a breakdown of the aforesaid 290 000 letters
by the six verification means (including random
checks, verification of electors registered
addresses through government departments,
undelivered poll cards in last year's District
Council Election and Election Committee
Subsector Elections, complaints concerning
suspected false addresses in the previous District
Council Election, undelivered letters in the
elector registration exercise for the District
Council (second) functional constituency, and
other means); a breakdown, by the six
verification means, of the aforesaid 250 000
electors who have not yet replied; if such
information cannot be made available, the
reasons for that;

(b) whether the aforesaid 250 000 electors who have
not replied to REO’s letters to submit proof of
their addresses will thus be disqualified from
voting; if so, of the legidation or the power
under which the authorities disqualify these
electors from voting; as it has been reported that
according to REO’s information, 76 000 and
27 000 electors were omitted from the register of



(©

electors respectively in 2011 and 2010, while
60000, 91000 and 33000 electors were
disqualified in 2009, 2008 and 2007
respectively, of the reasons why the authorities
had omitted them from the register; if such
information cannot be made available, the
reasons for that; and

of the number of suspected cases discovered by
the Government so far after the uncovering of
the “vote rigging” incidents by the press in
November 2011; the number of cases into which
investigation has been launched; whether
prosecutions have been instituted; if not, of the
reasons for that?
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Political liaison conducted by Political Assistants

Hon Audrey EU Y uet-mee (Oral reply)

The Government further developed its Political
Appointment System in 2008. Under the Politica
Appointment System, one of the functions of Political
Assistants is political liaison. In this connection, will
the Government inform this Council:

@

(b)

(©)

of the respective number of times that the
Political Assistants of various policy bureaux
had in the past four years liaised with the 13
political groups to which Legidative Council
Members belonged (including the Democratic
Alliance for the Betterment and Progress of
Hong Kong, the Democratic Party, the Civic
Party, the Economic Synergy, the Professionals
Forum, the Hong Kong Federation of Trade
Unions, the Hong Kong Confederation of Trade
Unions or the Labour Party, the Libera Party,
the League of Socia Democrats or People
Power, the Neighbourhood and Worker's
Service Centre, the Hong Kong Association for
Democracy and People’s Livelihood, the New
People’ s Party and the Federation of Hong Kong
and Kowloon Labour Unions) and with other
independent Members, with a breakdown of the
figuresin table form;

of the respective titles and detalls of the
activities attended by the Political Assistants of
various policy bureaux in the past four years for
the purpose of liaising with the 13 politica
groups to which Legidlative Council Members
belonged as mentioned in (a) and with other
independent Members, with a breakdown of the
information in table form; and

given that to date, the Government has not
reviewed the functions and the work efficiency
of Political Assistants since it further developed
the Political Appointment System in 2008,
whether the Government will conduct a



comprehensive consultation on the issue; if it
will, of the timetable; if not, the reasons for that?
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Sexual harassment in tertiary institutions

Hon Emily LAU Wai-hing (Oral Reply)

The Coroner’s Court has recently inquired into a case
which involves an incident of a university staff member
suspected of being sexually harassed by a high-ranking
officer of the university. In May this year, the media
again revealed that a staff member of that university had
complained against her being sexually harassed by a
high-ranking officer and expressed dissatisfaction about
the university’s approach in handling the incident. In
connection with the system and approach adopted by
University Grants Committee-funded institutions
(“ingtitutions’) in handling the problem of sexual
harassment, will the Executive Authorities inform this
Council whether they know:

@ the respective numbers of enquiries and
complaints relating to sexual harassment
received by each ingtitution in the past three
years, together with the number of substantiated
cases and the penalties imposed on the persons
under complaint in substantiated cases; whether
the various institutions had documented those
cases known to them although the victims had
not made any formal written complaint; if they
had, the numbers of cases recorded by the
various institutions;

(b) whether the various ingtitutions have set up
mechanisms to facilitate their assessment of the
seriousness of incidents of alleged sexual
harassment and to enable them to proactively
launch investigation, if necessary, into such
cases even in the absence of forma complaints
from the victims or eye-witnesses; and

(c) the measures adopted by the various institutions
to ensure effective implementation of their
policies on prevention and handling of sexual
harassment; the number and percentage of the
heads and deputy heads of the institutions who
have received training in handling sexua



harassment, as well as the number of training
hours, whether the management staff of the
institutions who improperly handle or ignore
incidents of alleged sexual harassment for the
sake of reputation of the institutions or other
considerations, thus making the victims refrain
from lodging forma complaints, are subject to
disciplinary actions of their institutions;, which
institutions allow the complainants to arrange
the company of lawyers in attending internal
hearings, and whether the committee or
secretariat which handles sexual harassment
complaints improperly or ignore such incidents
Is subject to disciplinary actions of its
institution?



# (13)

H— S 1Y o Bl

2B I R B (EFHEHE)

I FNVNBEEEAFREOCEBDHER
W) e 22 = BRI & Bl & A AR N B Al B 1 2L
TEREARFEIRFE T — » Al 2030 I 5t &
Y/ INER B R Ry SR 2 5y H B2 A O A B KR
B —IRAZ AL BT A BT )y R — B AR G B2
(" — AT )R IR - DUEGE R 5 1Y
T BREEEET IR R — Ik
(7P GER /N EEfARNTE - ZER
RNIEH - %5 Z A E R R e R L
2. 0ZRENHER - EFADPRERARAN
FCH » B2 AR B 52 5% 35 25 Bl B Ak B B R A
A BERTARAEEESHANTERE > <
Y S P R | A S o N i ORGSR
o BUF RS ST

(—) BFg SUCERREE EhESER
HIT BB E 5 % 12 %0 #4521 E
HEBERZFRE AFEMMAE BT — KA
H 528 $52 1 JE I - BB /)N B2 S T AR R A
LR E R By MRFEHT &S K
ES =R Gl

(=) BT ELHEMEEREREN/NEEZR DA
MM ERESHE/NEE L AEE —
MBI B L DU E B F 1k 2R
FEWNEBEBENEELAWNET BRFEE
H 17 73 B 22 3L 1 B Rt — UK 7 [ Bt 2
R EENRE  FAIRERER
FHREBWRZEFELEFE, S5 BN
EER  EHH FBRMW:EE KR
Rl

(= wER3E - BFREANERERED
A R dtE R AENE — B
o = R B B B2 B E 3 BB 53 B R AR - At
#HRNRINH P HET 5 &



WSk 58— IR L
AL A1)

Wk 28—t ]
e — B B E A

Wik 8 25 — A5
e — B B E A

e P | g
215 | g A BIOE  40 R08
BB wrnte KR
(W)  BUSg &L E S E S B gy Bl ek

Fepe ——

BB R =B AN D
e HEFEROUMEE  UIERKE
B A (TR RAT A5 S JRE R 2



(13)

Allocation of Secondary One places

Hon LEUNG Kwok-hung (Written reply)

Recently, quite a number of parents of primary students,
in particular those in Ma On Shan of Sha Tin, and
members of Parent-Teacher Associations have relayed
to me that the teachers in the primary schools of their
children who will move up to Secondary One (“S1”) in
September this year have called on them, with coercion
and inducement, to choose the secondary schools
recommended by the class teachers during the
discretionary places alocation stage and central
alocation stage, with a view to increasing the
percentage of their students moving up to those
secondary schools (“top band schools’) which admit
mainly S1 students belonging to Band One. These
parents have also pointed out that those teachers have
deliberately smeared or played down certain secondary
schools in order to make the parents accept the teachers
recommendations. Quite a number of these parents
have relayed to me that schools and parents have
different interpretations about school banding while the
Education Bureau (“EDB”) has not provided the list of
secondary school of various banding, leaving the
schools and parents not knowing what to follow, as well
as giving rise to various disputes. In this connection,
will the Government inform this Council:

@ whether the Government will make changes to
the existing system to inform students and
parents of the outcome immediately upon the
completion of the discretionary places allocation
stage by secondary schools, so that parents and
students need not worry about their choices of
schools at the central allocation stage any more
or have unnecessary disputes with the primary
school teachers; if it will, of the time to do so; if
not, the reasons for that;

(b) whether the Government has any measure in
place to monitor serving primary school teachers
to prevent them from adopting different



approaches to request parents to choose the
secondary schools recommended by the teachers
during the discretionary places allocation stage
and central allocation stage, oblivions to parents
wishes and students abilities, and also to
prevent such teachers from midleading the
parents into accepting their recommendations by
smearing or playing down certain secondary
schools, with aview to increasing the percentage
of their primary students moving up to top band
schools; if it has, of the details, if not, the
reasons for that;

(c) of the respective percentages of primary students
being allocated by EDB to secondary schools
belonging to Bands One, Two and Three in Sha
Tin, Ta Po, the North District and Sai Kung in
the past three years, with a breakdown in the
table below; and

Percentage of Percentage of Percentage of
the number of | the number of | the number of
admitted S1 admitted S1 admitted S1
students students students
Name of
o belonging to belonging to belonging to
Year |District| secondary
Band Onein Band Twoin Band Threein
school
the total the total the total
number of number of number of
studentsin this | studentsin studentsin this
band this band band

(d)

whether the Government will

immediately

upload to the web site of EDB the respective
percentages of S1 students belonging to Bands
One, Two and Three admitted to various
secondary schools each year to facilitate access
by parents; if it will, of the time to do so; if not,
the reasons for that?
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The operating environment of the catering industry

(19) DrHonlLAM Tai-fai (Written reply)

Quite a number of members of Hong Kong's catering
industry have relayed to me that the inflation problem in
Hong Kong has become increasingly serious, with
continuous rising shop rents and prices of food
materials, and coupled with the implementation of the
statutory minimum wage, the operating costs of food
establishments continue to increase; the catering
industry has to face the pressure of raising prices, laying
off staff and closing down businesses. In this
connection, will the Government inform this Council:

@ of the respective numbers of food establishments
newly opened and closed down in each of the
past five years, together with a breakdown by
type of food establishments;

(b) of the respective number of people engaged in
the catering industry in each of the past five
years, together with a breakdown by type of
food establishments;

(c) of the respective total numbers of labour
disputes in the catering industry in each of the
past five years, the amounts involved and the
numbers of employees affected, together with a
breakdown by type of food establishments;

(d) whether it knows the revenues brought to
different types of food establishments in Hong
Kong by visitors under the Individua Visit
Scheme (“IVS’) each year since the
implementation of 1VSin July 2003;

(e) whether it knows the total amount spent by
members of the public in Hong Kong in different
types of food establishments in each of the past
five years, and the average percentage of the
amount spent by members of the public in
different types of food establishments in their
INCOME;



(f)

(9)

(h)

(i)

()

(k)

whether it has assessed the impact of the
implementation of the statutory minimum wage
on the operating costs and manpower of
different types of food establishments; if it has,
of the details; if not, the reasons for that;

whether it has assessed the impact of changesin
shop rents in Hong Kong on the operating costs
and profits of different types of food
establishments in the past five years; if it has, of
the details; if not, the reasons for that;

whether it has assessed the impact of changesin
the prices of food materials on the operating
costs and profits of different types of food
establishments in the past five years; if it has, of
the details; if not, the reasons for that;

of the time normaly taken at present for
processing the required licences for various
types of food establishments;, whether it will
conduct a study on further simplifying the
relevant procedures to shorten the processing
time; if it will, of the details; if not, the reasons
for that;

of the targeted measures put in place in the past
five years to support the continuous operation
and development of the catering industry in
Hong Kong; and

whether it has assessed the difficulties and
opportunities in operations and sustainable
development faced by the catering industry at
present, so as to introduce targeted policies and
measures to help the industry resolve the
difficulties and seize the opportunities?
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Charging rates of Mandatory Provident Fund schemes

Hon Paul TSE Wai-chun (Written reply)

It has been reported that employees and self-employed
persons in Hong Kong paid $6.35 bhillion a year to
Mandatory Provident Fund (“MPF’) trustees at a
charging rate as high as 1.74%, which is the highest
among comparable developed countries (including
Singapore, Australia, the United Kingdom and Chile).
The fund manager quoted in the report even pointed out
that a charging rate of 1.8% was absolutely high, and
the performance of MPF in the past few years had been
far from satisfactory, always resulting in losses rather
than gains, and that the Government had to take actions
to prevent the trustees from maximizing their profits,
especially because the profits generated from this
business would become increasingly substantial towards
the later stage. In this connection, will the
Government inform this Council:

@ whether the Government has looked into the
reasons why MPF charges at present are the
highest among the aforesaid regions, whether it
has assessed if MPF charges are reasonable;
whether it has assessed the implementation of
MPF and considered the abolition or otherwise
of the entire MPF Scheme based on the level of
satisfaction towards MPF charges and the
effectiveness of the entire Scheme of members
of the public; if it has, of the outcome of such
assessment; if not, the reasons for that and
whether it will conduct an assessment as soon as
possible;

(b) whether it has estimated the level to which MPF
charges may be lowered under the “MPF
Semi-portability” (i.e. the “Employee Choice
Arrangement”) policy; and

(©) of the new policy and measures in place, besides
the “MPF  Semi-portability” policy, to
expeditiously lower MPF charges so as to
protect the contributions of members of the
public?



