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Appendix
3 TNEBEEMSHNER

Enforcement of order for payment of alimony

51

il

INTRODUCTION

3.1 EHFHMEEXFMIVEZFFI31  Within  each  enumerated
o MEF BT A /N K household, all divorced / separated
CLEWBER 7/ AL > DL persons aged 16 and over were
S BB ATZfNEES S (Llinterviewed in  respect of the
TEMmE "TIEES , ) %W MW enquiry on the enforcement of
&k e order for payment of alimony.

3.2 fEEHEHEEFMF > 55 3.2 In this enquiry, the respondents
FOW R R M B S Ak BE R EE were  asked  whether  they  had
S E AL RE RS E & 2 ¢ Bt applied /intended to apply for a
% H S N N fT & H 55 B2 maintenance order from the court
BN EME > MM H % and if not, their reasons for not
Mk H R EHFE T HE A doing so and whether they had
72 SWIEK > PLK A & AT E agreement in private with their ex-
8 AL N 22 Bk b 5% 0 HH R & R spouse  that the latter would
e & MM (LLT & B 5 provide maintenance to them
THEESEH S L ) o BRI (hereafter referred to as

p

LR T & B HE & % B2 B AT B “maintenance agreement”). For
WEREEZEEWEN X E > those respondents who either had
Hl #% i O H 2 A B 2 B I ELHE successfully obtained a

E&EHHE HA®”E > {1 E %S maintenance order or had a
BROELAE o] 3% @ 17 B) B 5 B2 & & maintenance agreement with their
R e ex-spouse, they were asked whether
they had received the maintenance
payment in full and if not, whether
they had taken any legal actions to

recover the maintenance arrears.



MesKkESE CONCEPTS AND DEFINITIONS

33 MmaEHHEEFMME » 3.3 For the purpose of this enquiry,

TEERE BN 2 fE Y & “divorced/separated persons”

BE W 4 B A6 TE 4 BT HF 38 K B referred to persons aged 16 and

BB+ EANL - over who had ever divorced /
separated and had not yet remarried
at the time of enumeration.

HETHHNEFEERGR MAJOR FINDINGS OF THE
ENQUIRY

3.4 RI¥EREEME A E A 3.4 1t was estimated that some 118
R EMETEFEFA 118 200 %4 200 persons aged 16 and over were
+ N Bk K DL BE B 8¢5 J& A divorced or separated at the time of
T 52 EA S B &L L enumeration., constituting 2.2% of
ANLEH) 2.2% - T R E 5 all persons aged 16 and over in
e B S HE N KA S HEET R % Hong Kong.  An overview on the
ERIEEEWEE >WHEEME  number of divorced separated
SgEANLEHEHE - persons in accordance with their
status of applying for a
maintenance order and whether
they had a maintenance agreement
with their ex-spouse was presented
below.



AT XTI BN Y 7T 51T

Enforcemcnt of order for payment of alimony?,
=

i
o
X

Mg/ T RALER 1
Number of divorced / separated persons -
118 200 N
(100.0%) '
[ ]
LR L E X vRRESL ARERGR H 1048/
Had applied for a Intended to apply Had a maintenance FEAL
maintenance order for 2 maintenance agreement Other divorced /
28 200 order 1900 separated persons
(23.9%) 3900 (1.6%) 84 200
(3.3%) (71.2%)
I | |
A ER ES A EF 3 Ah TR
Results not ¥ 23 |- F X3
yet known Unsuccessful in ~ Successful in
4200 obtaining a obtaining a
(3.5%) maintenance mamtenance
order order
4500 19 500
(3.8%) (16.5%)
B . BRAANRFBTLEMT MG/ FRALY R EGTRI
Note : Figures in brackets represent the percentages in respect of all divorced / separated persons.
EEHE | fTEHEEES Whether had  applied  /
intended to apply for a

maintenance order



3.5 fE% 118 200 HKEEHE | 4
Bt d > 28 200 A (23.9%)F
[ 5 BE
A (3.3%) % T H W 5§ - K8 7
(86 100 #38¢ 72.8%) HliZH
AR AT B O GR iR R 2 -
([ 3.1 &% 3.1)

F b5 R 77

3.6 HHEBMN SN B HE
JITERERES ANERENE
S E N E = Y Rk A B S
S RN LR RE 0 E
37.8% - H X2 =+HFEEWNE+ Y
kB BEMS o JE N1 (35.3%)
ENM+AHZEART+HEBBEL 2
B ANd (27.0%) - fHIbZ T >
FEA R K EBES 5
AL H o AR 7.1%F HiF
JSITHE R FEERE 2 - ( %+
3.1)

3.5 Of the 118 200 divorced
/ separated persons, some 28 200

had applied for a
maintenance order from the
court while 3 900(3.3%)
intended to do so. The
majority (86 100 persons or
72.8%) of them had neither
applied nor intended to apply

for a maintenance order. (Chart
3.1 and Table 3.1)

Age and sex

3.6 Analysed by age group, the
percentage of divorced/separated
persons who had
applied/intended to apply for a
maintenance order was highest
amongst those aged 16-34, at
37.8%. This was followed by
divorced/separated persons aged
35-44 (35.3%) and those aged
45-54 (27.0%). In comparison,
only 7.1% of divorced /
separated persons aged 55 and
over had applied/intended to
apply for a maintenance order.
(Table 3.1)



HITXTREEEGSHEBER Enforcement of order for payment of alimony

3.7 BMEER B ANLHEHMH 3.7 The percentage of male divorced /

m I EHGEEE S A 7 separated  persons  who  had  applied/

(7.6%) # Zz 1% 89 tH FE & 43 L intended to apply for a maintenance order

(37.7%)3H =& B - (% 3.1) (7.6%) was significantly lower than that of
their female counterparts (37.7%). (Table
3.1)

Ej f e /g/?//];f’ Ry pEZFY ]UJ,% ILE Whether had a maintenance agreement with the ex-

%7# TR % F:g» T spouse / reason for not applying nor intending to
apply for a maintenance order

3.8 {Ei% 86 100 4@ HH 5 3.8 Of the 86 100 divorced/separated
MATEHFBIEE S B AN I persons who had neither applied nor
> %) 1 900 A (2.2%) 7% intended to apply for a maintenance order,
filr M £ B A B (% % Bk e E & ) some 1 900(2.2%) reported that they
o kR HERMHEIEE L 7 Ml already had a maintenance agreement with
o 2 R 1 & T 84 200 # their ex-spouse that the latter would
(97. 8%)@755?%5?%%%%% provide maintenance to them. For the
ANLH o & EREKE A HIE remaining 84 200 persons (97.8%) who did
jT\TﬂﬁEF'— e E 2 B KB not have such an agreement, the most
TR AEFEE , (HEE A £ 5 commonly cited reason for not applying nor
45.2% ) - H A KB+ " §7E intending to apply for a maintenance order
f# fE g2 7 i ff & & & , was “no such need”(cited by 45.2% of those
(18.9%) ~ " B B 55 FE UL HL persons). Other reasons included “the ex-
ERE (11-6%)‘ " #E % IR 5% spouse was unable to pay maintenance”
B AT BC B, (8.7%) K " R R (18.9%), “thought that men should not
AT B 5 &~ & X ff 08 & & | receive maintenance”(11.6%), “had better
(8.7%) - (3% 3.2) financial condition than the ex-spouse”
(8.7%) and “thought that the ex-spouse
would not pay maintenance” (8.7%). (Table
3.2)

10



3.9 MR oM BIHEBEE 3.9 Analysed by sex, the two most
SgfE AN L8R EfRE KRB H i commonly cited reasons for male divorced /
INAFTEH A GEHE B 5 19 W B i separated persons not applying nor
Kk TR EFEE, (15%F H intending to apply for a maintenance order
FBINAFTEHFEERE S LL® AH were “no such need” (cited by 55.2% of
Bl B Q% 3 BE = B % 1Y 5 1% male divorced / separated persons who had
BEWS 77/ N LB 55.2% ) & neither applied nor intended to apply for a
"R BB AT ERNIEEE  maintenance order and did not have a
(25.8%) - Zz ME & & & $E 2 7% & maintenance agreement with their ex-
RSN N FT E g e & % 1Y i spouse) and “thought that men should not
Kk "R EFZE, ({5FF AN receive maintenance” (25.8%). The most
T/ 36.9%) - H XK " HiE commonly cited reasons for their female
8§ | g€ J1 = fF #& & & , counterparts not applying nor intending to
(28.1%) K " 3 K HiE N & apply for maintenance order were “no such
YT HEEE , (15.8%) - (3% need” (cited by 36.9% of the persons
3.2) concerned), followed by “the ex-spouse was
unable to pay maintenance” (28.1%) and
“thought that the ex-spouse would not pay
maintenance” (15.8%) (Table 3.2)

i

11



ETHRINENEES Whether successful in obtaining a
maintenance order

3.10 7fE3% 28 200 4 H HFEEE 2 3.10 Of the 28 200 divorced / separated

HEEE o B AN @ = 4 Z = persons who had applied for a

(69.3% ) & I J& AL #& & < > [ maintenance order, over two-thirds

15.9%H| K BE R T AL HE B < - £ R (69.3%) were successful in obtaining a

H e 14.9% > H # 55 M K A &5 maintenance order while 15.9% were not

Foo (3 3.3) successful. For the remaining 14.9%,
the results of their applications were not
yet known.(Table 3.3)

3.11 ##ZMERI 40T - ZMEBELE 4 JF 3.11 Analysed by sex, female divorced /

AN I B T & B HE & 2 B9 B 4 kb B separated  persons had a  higher

71.5% - & 5B % B9 M FE H 4 Lk percentage of successfully obtaining a

(46.6%) Frm o (% 3.3) maintenance order, at 71.5%, when
compared with their male counterparts
(46.6%).(Table 3.3)

BESHHATER Enforcement of the maintenance order

3.12 #MErA A R B~ 21 4003.12 The survey results showed that

VW R ANLAIEEERESE > B some 21 400 divorced / separated

f& 19 500 # k) HUHE & < 9 A I persons were expected to receive

K1 900 % 1 i (% H & & & # #% maintenance, including 19 500 who had

BANL - (F 3.4) successfully obtained a maintenance,
including 19 500 who had successfully
obtained a maintenance order and 1 900
who had a maintenance agreement with
their ex-spouse. (Table 3.4)

HY gt — 20 3% 5 = 4% Where the maintenance was settled by
periodic payments or a lump sum payment

=
i
i
=
&l

3.13 fE§% 21 400 # m] Y B HE & & 3.13 Of those 21 400 divorced /
voBE W B N £ o K #E 4 separated persons who were expected to

12



(87.0%) £ rlEEEZLLTE M =\ receive  maintenance, the majority
Yo > 1 13.0% 81 /& L — &K@ 5 K (87.0%) reported that the maintenance

- (R 3.4) was settle by periodic payments while
13.0% by a lump sum payment. (Table

3.4)
2o E R B IEEE A Whether had received maintenance

payment in full

3.14 f£E3% 21 400 H o] WL HUHE # & 3.14 Among those 21 400 divorced /

HBELE o fF Ndh > % 42.8% E separated persons who were expected to

EE M EEEEKIE > 1 57.2%H] K receive  maintenance, some 42.8%

REEHINEESZ KIHEH - ( 3.2 reported that they had received the

JF 3.4) maintenance payment in full while 57.2%
reported otherwise. (Chart 3.2 and Table
3.4)

13



HERRAE L ETEEFEZEE  Whether had taken any legal actions to
KK recover the maintenance arrears /
reason for not taking any legal actions

R A R IAL ] i 1T B 0 IR A

3.15 Lk 12 300 4 RuEeE & B AL 3.15 For the 12 300 divorced /
EeEE R ENBEE o F AL E  separated persons who had not received
#) 1 300 A (10.9%)F £ HL % @ 17 ) maintenance payment in full, some 1
EBEfEES R 0 0 KEE 2 (10 900300 (10.9%) had taken legal actions to
A B 89.1%) I % H £% B {F /] 3% # 17 recover the maintenance arrears while
By o f£5% 10 900 % 3% & B HUAE {7l % the majority (10 900 persons or 89.1%)
BITEHOEE 2B ALF > &% & had not.  Among those 10 900 divorced
AR RARE "EEEHHE K/, | separated persons who had not any
(g2 AL 25.5%%E KBt Al ) - taken legal actions, the most commonly
Hfth 7 KB K FWJ%HU@E{%T"%‘i cited reason was “the amount of
fTHEEZE | (20.5%) - " A7 E % #£ A2 maintenance was too little”(cited by
TITZ AT EESE | (18.4%) - " KR GE W 25.5% of those persons). Other reasons
& B EC A%, (16.6%) ~ T $E ik # 57 included “thought that the ex-spouse
AHTE KB ) (16.3%) & " A2 JJ would not pay maintenance” (20.5%),
AT AT R (12.8%) - (B 3.2 K #* “the ex-spouse was unable the ex-
3.5) spouse” (16.6%), “application
procedures for prosecution too
complicated” (16.3%) and “could not
afford Retainer’s fee”(12.8%). (Chart
3.2) and Table 3.5)

14
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BIFEHRERSLORR Enforcement of order for payment of alimony ' ‘%’
‘ a

<

xS . g
B3l  BHEYH/HEPERESNIGME/FBALHEIRGH =
Chart.1 Percentage distribution of divorced / separated persons by whether had
applied / intended to apply for a maintenance order

nRERBRES
Intended to apply for a
rnaintenance order
313%

Aeanss
Had spplied for a
maintenance order
23.9%

AXYRFRLN
iEREs
Had neither applied nor
intended to apply fora
maintenance order
72.8%

.94.

ﬁiJ@iﬁﬁ
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Enforcement of order for payment of alimony

3.2 BEATCOHURRESRARE FEREMERTHENRER RN

FETRRMERGBRIE/ > BEALHEIHEA
Percentage distribution of divorced / separated persons who were expected

to receive maintenance by whether had received maintenance payment in
full and whether had taken any legal actions to recover the maintenance

arrears

Chart 3.2

HEHRPAETE TS

AT LERMREE B RA LA £ 4 SN
Whether had received Whether had taken any legal actions

maintenance payment in full to recover the maintenance arrears

Yes
(10.9%)

o A

Yes § N XA
42.8% : : ™~ No
\ (89.1%)

fE HRANRFRTENG KRS SRR Notc : Figures in brackets represent the
percentages in respect of all divorced /

REFREFOBE/FEALTTHES
To . separated persons who had not received
maintenance payment in full.

-95-
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kY
woN

R31  BEB/MARATOR/ RO ARES IO RG/ FEALRE 1D
Table 3.1 Divorced / separated persons by age / sex and whether had applied /
intended to apply for a maintenance order o

HEPH/ AP HBAS
Whether had applied / intended to apply for a maintenance order
AEPH
EvR/fr X FRir g Pt
Had applied / intended Had neither applied nor it
to apply intended to apply Total
A% AR A
No. of No. of No. of .
ST 2 RIVE Y persons  Habt persons K persons Tk
Age proup / sex ('000) % (000) % ('000) %
Stz
Age group
16-34 54 37.8 8.9 62.2 14.2 100.0
35-44 145 353 26.6 64.7 41.1 100.0
45-54 10.6 27.0 28.6 73.0 392 100.0
255 1.7 7.1 220 929 237 100.0
37}
Sex
] 31 7.6 38.1 924 413 100.0
Male
+* 29.0 37.7 479 62.3 76.9 100.0
Female
4 321 27.2 86.1 72.8 118.2 100.0
Overall

17
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N
BT EURERSLARR

#£3.2 BEETRARGAARESBA/ A PERTHEPHERESORER
RANFGEFPRATITE P RN £SO/ FEALTRE

Table 3.2 Divorced / separated persons who had neither applied nor intended to apply
for a maintenance order by whether had a maintenance agreement with the
ex-spouse / reason for not applying nmor intending to apply for a

maintenance order and sex

4 Femal Ol
!
ey Mele smas
REPHF L KPR GEE Af A AR
Whether had a maintenance agreement with No. of No. of No. of

the ex-spousc / reason for not applying nor persons H4rMt persons HarHt persons MK

_intending to apply for a maintenance order’ (000) % ('000) % ('000) %
# ' 02 0.5 1.7 3.5 1.9 22
Yes
aE" 379 995 462 965 842 978
No’

REEE 209 (55.2) 171 (36.9) 380 (45.2)
No such need .
KEMASES L AIR* D 29 (79 130 (28.1) 15.9 (189
The ex-spouse was unable to pay
maintenance
I P T Y 928 (258 - (-) 9.8 (116
Thought that men should not receive
maintenance
LTI AT B 18 AF 28 (13) 46 - (9.9 74 (87)
Had berter financial condition than oo
the ex-spouse
BATEET L BER - (-) 73 (159 73 (87
Thought that the ex-spouse would not
pay maintenance
REMSTRE 06 (L6 50 (10.8) 56 (67)
Unable to contact the ex-spouse
B AELEREREEPTHT 20 (53 33 (7.1 53 (63)
Agreed that both parties were not required
to provide maintenance for each other
nit 38.1 479 86.1
Total
8f: ' TEAFIALE Notes: * Multiple answers were allowed.
HRRGRERTAMAUMARA Figures in brackets represent the

HEREPUFRITEPHRELE4UR
AT RAT B AR B R IR R/
FRALTHIENT I

MO R BN Y ROMEAMSE - W
AR -

-97.

percentages in respect of all divorced /
separated persons who had neither applied
nor intended to apply for a maintenance
order and did not have a maintenance
agreemment with their ex-spousc in the
respective sex groups.

Some cstimates are based on only & small

number of observations and thus should be
interpreted with caution.

18
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%33 BATAHBERRESRKRB S0 F PHBAS U/ PBEALRE
Table 3.3 Divorced / separated persons who had applied for a maintenance order by o

whether had successfully obtained a maintenance order and sex
4 3 * &
} Male Female Overall
i AR AR Ak
REANBRR A4 No. of No. of No. of
Y Whether had successfully obtained petsons  FHH.  persons H4HK  persons FoM
; a maintenance order (000) % ('000) % ('000) %
! -3 1.2 46.6 184 71.5 19.5 69.3
Yes
& 04 179 4.0 15.7 4.5 159
No
AEHR ' 0.9 156 13 12.9 42 149
Results not yet known
ot 25 100.0 25.7 100.0 28.2 100.0
Total
@I KPR BRI ROMERY KIEYR Note: Some estimates are based on only a small
- X number of observations and thus should be
interpreted with caution.
-98. . —
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Enforcement of order for payment of alimony

%34 &%&ﬁiuiﬂi—&@ﬁi&%&f&%&&hﬁiﬁ&ﬁﬂﬁﬁ
TR A R 6B/ T EALHEB .

Table 3.4 Divorced / separated persons who were expected to receive maintenance by
whether the maintenance was settled by periodic payments or a lump sum
payment / whether had received maintenance payment in full

M 2R A — KRB X/
AT L2 FMRMEF KR

Whether the maintenance was settled by
periodic payments or a lump sum
payment / whether had received

No. of persons

AR

('000)

Fath
%

maintenance payment in full
A5 B 0 M K — R T H
Whether the maintenance was settled by
periodic payments or a lump sum payment
AR R F X MR
Periodic payments
PA— R iR XA
Lump sum payment

2T L2RUBREFRR

Whether had received maintenance payment
in full
-3
Yes

&
No

it
Total

18.6

2.8

9.2

12.3

214

87.0

13.0

428

572

100.0

-90.
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Enforccment of order for payment of alimnnz

A ERRUETER O LR AR/ AT RRETEEAHOER

%35
30560 & 2 R £ B BT 9836/ 5 BA LR E e
Table3.5 Divorced / separsted persons who had not received maintenance payment jn
full by whether had taken any legal actions v recover the maintenance '
arrears / reason for not taking any legal actions
F D HRIUBATEEAT AR AR KB/
RH R AR 605 5
Whether had taken any legal actions to recover AR
the maintenance arrears / reason for not taking No. of persons LKA A
any legal actions’ ('000) %
% 13 109
Yes
E" 10.9 89.1
No*
MRPEE L) 2.8 (25 5)
The amount of maintenance was too little
REEEBTELARET 22 (20.5)
Thought that the ex-spouse would not
pay maintenance
HESBRES ZHNET 2.0 (18.4)
The ex-spouse was unable to pay
maintenance
R E® 18 (16.6)
Unable to contact the ex-sp
JE LA FRGE L B 18 (16.3)
Application procedures for prosecution too
complicated
BRES XM R 14 (12.8)
Could not afford Retainer's fee
My 123
Total

HE: t TEESRIK-

BRADKFNTFEAFATHRRAEN
REAHLEHRARIRGRE/ TR
AL PHERTH -

Notes: “ Multiple answers were allowed.

Figmes in brackets represcnt the
percentages in respect of all divorced /
separated persons who had not taken any
legal actions to recover the maintenance
arrears.
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