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The Equal Opportunities Commission (EOC) found that the following elements within

the Secondary School Places Allocation System (SSPA) discriminate on the basis of sex:

1. Scaling: Giving single sex schools a school curve and giving co-educational

schools a gender curve to derive the SSPA scaled scores may disadvantage an

individual boy or girl within the co-educational school.

2. Processing boys and girls separately for banding purposes: Processing boys and

girls separately into different bands constitutes sex bias since individual boys

and girls receive less favorable treatment as a result of the fact that the band

cutting scores in the different school districts are different for boys and girls

within each band.

3. Allocation in accordance with fixed numbers of boys and girls in each co-

educational school: This results in a boy or girl being refused his or her choice

of school on the basis of sex and not for academic reasons; the reason being that

the school has no place for the boy or girl as all remaining places are designated

for another sex.

In light of the Commission’s findings, it is important that the Education Department

remove these discriminatory elements as soon as possible so that the system can abide bv the

law.

The findings have received wide press coverage. Many parents, interviewed by the

media, support an immediate reform of the system. At the same time, there have been concerns

expressed through media coverage on the following points:

1. That fixed proportions of boys and girls in the school is essential for good co-

education

Most believe that fixed proportions means 50% of boys and 50% of girls.

However, in our investigation into complaint cases we have found that the



proportions vary. One of the schools we dealt with has a fixed ratio of two-thirds

boys and one-third girls.1 If two-thirds boys and one-third girls is acceptable for

good co-education then the reverse is also true. The Formal Investigation found

that if the discriminatory elements were removed, of the 18 school nets, only

half would have girls exceeding 60% in Band 1.

2. That boys develop intellectually later than girls. Current research indicates that

boys do not develop later than girls. The Investigation Team looked into the

English and Mathematics scores in the Hong Kong Attainment Tests and could

find no evidence of the later intellectual development of boys by following the

same cohort of students progressing from Primary 5 to Secondary 3.2   In

addition, no evidence could be found to support this assertion from the

Mathematics scores of HKCEE and HKALE results.3

 

3. That the discriminatory elements are important as they are the only way to be

fair to the boys. This is not correct.  The SSPA is neither fair to boys nor to girls.

In fact, the Formal Investigation found that of the 18 school nets, boys need

higher scores than girls to get into Band 1 in 7 school nets.

It is not difficult to remove the discriminatory elements before the next allocation

exercise.  This would require simply the removal of the sex component in the computer system.

Students work hard in the belief that their academic merit will be reflected in the SSPA.

When they have worked hard and done well, but do not get into their school of choice, they feel

that they have failed and that this is their fault.  In fact, it is the system that distorts their

performance and is at fault.

We urge the Legislative Council to support the recommendations of the Equal

Opportunities Commission and ask that the Government make the necessary changes to have

the system conform to the law.  As long as the system does not conform to the law, the

individual rights of the students and the parents continue to be violated. Complaints will

continue to be lodged with the Commission.

The Commission is looking forward to working in partnership with the Government,

the Legislature, and the education community, to change the present situation.

                                               
1
 Summary of two complaint cases

 2 Hong Kong Attainment Tests: Developmental Difference Between Boys and Girls

 3 Hong Kong Exams Authority (Comparison of Mathematics scores of males and females students: HKCEE and HKALE)



Summary of Complaint Cases

Case 1:

Allegation: That the female student was discriminated against on the ground of her sex as she

was not allocated to her school of choice while her male classmates, with lower internal

assessment scores, were allocated to that school.

Finding:

She was not admitted to the school as the school only admitted two-thirds boys and

one-third girls.  There was no place for her on the ground of her sex.

Case 2:

Allegation: That the female student was discriminated against on the ground of her sex as she

was not allocated to her school of choice while her male classmates, with lower internal

assessment scores, were allocated to that school.

Findings:

She was not admitted to the school of choice as:

1. She was given a lower SSPA scaled score because of the gender curve.

2. Girls needed higher scores to be admitted into that particular band than boys.






































