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The Director of Audit’s Report on the 
 Results of Value for Money Audits (Report No.62) 

 
Promoting the development of social enterprises 

 (Chapter 7) 
 
(a) Criteria adopted by Advisory Committee on the “Enhancing Employment of 

People with Disabilities through Small Enterprise” project (3E Project)  

Reply  : The following will primarily be considered in the vetting of 
applications received under the 3E Project:       

(a) viability of the business plan;  
 

(b) management capability of the agency including experience, 
qualification, past performance in business, track records of 
other business(es) funded under the Project; and  
 

(c) the extent of benefit to persons with disabilities, e.g., the 
number of persons with disabilities to be employed, the 
salary payable to the persons with disabilities against the 
total operating cost.  
 

 

 

  (b) (i) : approved application for a project which had the highest average grant 
per persons with disabilities. 

 

Reply    : 

 Key Stage Average 
Time 
(days) 

(a) From submission of application to submission 
of all relevant information requested by SWD 
(14/9/2012-28/9/2012) 

14 

(b) From submission of all relevant information to 
notification of assessment result 
(28/9/2012-25/10/2012) 

27 
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(c) From notification of assessment result to 
signing of agreement (25/10/2012-12/3/2013) 
Note 1: 

 
 

 

138 

Total 179  

 
 

 (b) (ii) : approved application for a project which had ceased operation  
 

Reply    : 
 

 Key Stage Average 
Time 
(days) 

(a) From submission of application to submission 
of all relevant information requested by SWD 
(1/2/2008-1/2/2008) 

0 

(b) From submission of all relevant information to 
notification of assessment result 
(1/2/2008-25/3/2008) 

53 

(c) From notification of assessment result to 
signing of agreement (25/3/2008-10/4/2008) 

16 

Total 69  

 

 

                                                       
1    As  a  normal  practice,  agreement will  only  be  signed  upon  confirmation  of  the  date  of  project 

commencement.    Project  Secretariat  sent  email  on  29  October  2012  to  request  necessary 
information,  such  as  actual  commencement date  and name of  the  shop,  to be  included  in  the 
drafting  of  the  Agreement.    The  grantee  only  replied  on  3  December  2012.    Moreover,  the 
grantee had to rectify an error identified by the Project Secretariat in profit and loss projection of 
business plan.    The  grantee only  rectified  the error on 6  February 2013.    The Agreement was 
subsequently signed on 12 March 2013   
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(b) (iii) : approved application for a project which is still operating  
 

Reply    : 
 

 Key Stage Average 
Time 
(days) 

(a) From submission of application to submission 
of all relevant information requested by SWD 
(10/3/2008-5/6/2008) 

87 

(b) From submission of all relevant information to 
notification of assessment result 
(5/6/2008-25/7/2008) 

50 

(c) From notification of assessment result to 
signing of agreement (25/7/2008-12/8/2008) 

18 

Total 155  

 
 

 

 (b) (iv) : rejected application  
 

Reply    : 
 

 Key Stage Average 
Time 
(days) 

(a) From submission of application to submission 
of all relevant information requested by SWD 
(27/4/2009 - 16/10/2009) Note 2 

172 

(b) From submission of all relevant information to 
notification of assessment result 

N.A. 

(c) From notification of assessment result to N.A. 

                                                       
2    The Assessment Panel Meeting was held on 23  June 2009.    As  requested,  the applicant had  to 

revisit  the  business  plan with major  areas  of  concern,  including  staff  training, work  safety,  job 
duties of the disabled employees, etc.    After three months, the applicant did not provide further 
information or re‐submit the application.    On 16 October 2009, Project Secretariat  informed the 
applicant vide a letter that the application will not be considered by the Assessment Panel.    The 
applicant can resubmit the application which will be subject to the same assessment procedures. 
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signing of agreement  

Total 172  

 

 
 

(c)      Reasons for approving and rejecting applications in (b) above  
 

Reply    :   Applications not satisfying the criteria in (a) above would not be 

supported by the Assessment Panel.  
 
 

 


