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LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL BRIEF

HIGHER EDUCATION REVIEW AND

ROLLING OVER THE 2001/02 TO 2003/04 TRIENNIUM

TO THE 2004/05 ACADEMIC YEAR

INTRODUCTION

At the meeting of the Executive Council on 26 November 2002, the

Council ADVISED and the Chief Executive ORDERED that —

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

()

role differentiation among UGC-funded institutions should be
strengthened to promote diversity and excellence (paragraphs 3
and 4 below);

the funding mechanism by which the UGC allocates funding to the
UGC-funded institutions should be sharpened to support role
differentiation and to reward good performance (paragraphs 5
and 6 below);

the funding base for higher education should be broadened to
include more private sector support, and research projects funded
by non-UGC sources should provide for full cost recovery
(paragraphs 7 and 8 below);

a Credit Accumulation and Transfer System should be introduced
across UGC-funded institutions (paragraphs 9 and 10 below);

additional second and third year places of undergraduate
programmes should be created to restore the overall target
participation rate of 18% of the 17-20 age cohort, and to provide
further articulation routes for sub-degree graduates and others
(paragraph 11 below);

the UGC should be responsible for co-ordinating the overall
development of the degree sector and the Manpower Development



Committee should be tasked to oversee the provision of sub-degree
programmes (paragraphs 12 and 13 below);

(g) the universities should carry out a review of the fitness for purpose
of their own governance and management structures, enhance
external participation and transparency in their grievances
procedures, and clarify their relationships with their continuing
education arms or community colleges (paragraphs 14 and 15
below);

(h) the UGC should conduct periodic comprehensive audits on
institutions (paragraph 16 below);

(1)  university remuneration should be deregulated but institutions
should be given the option to decide whether and when to
introduce their own remuneration packages (paragraphs 17 and
18 below);

(j)  taught postgraduate and sub-degree programmes should be put on a
self-financing basis gradually, subject to specified exceptions
(paragraphs 19 to 22 below);

(k)  the quotas for non-local students should be increased to 4% of the
publicly funded student places at undergraduate and taught
postgraduate levels, and that for non-local research postgraduate
students should be removed (paragraphs 23 and 24 below); and

(I)  the current 2001/02 to 2003/04 triennium should be rolled over for
one year to the 2004/05 academic year (paragraph 25 below); and

(m) the Administration should discuss with the UGC sector to achieve
efficiency savings in line with other government departments in
2004/05 and in the 2005/06 to 2007/08 triennium (paragraph 26

below).
JUSTIFICATIONS
2. The UGC’s original and final recommendations are summarized at

Annex A and elaborated below.



(A) Role differentiation

3. Role differentiation aims to encourage universities to articulate a
clear mission and to focus their efforts strategically so as to encourage diversity,
and build the critical mass necessary for institutions to compete at the highest
international levels. This will achieve maximum impact for limited resources.
We agree with UGC that institutions should not be categorised upfront into
“teaching” and ‘“research” universities as both teaching and research are
important for developing scholarship among academic staff.

4. We agree that UGC should adjust its funding mechanism to enlarge
the differential in funding allocation to reward performance in accordance with
role and let the institutions compete on the basis of merit in areas of teaching,
research, governance, management and community service.

(B) Adjustment to the funding methodology

5. UGC has proposed a two-tier approach in respect of funding for
teaching. The core funding would be based on student numbers to cover
teaching activities. Additional funding would be granted based on performance,
including a special scheme to reward good and innovative teaching. The latter
aims to achieve a better balance of efforts devoted to teaching and research.

6. To reward performance in research, the UGC will introduce a
multi-point scale for the Research Assessment Exercise, so that high quality
research will receive considerably more resources. Funds would also be
allocated to encourage the development of critical mass and centres of
excellence.

(C) Alternative sources of funding support

7. We support the UGC’s recommendation that the funding base for
higher education should be diversified by strengthening the fundraising
capabilities of institutions and enhancing the transparency of UGC’s monitoring
and assessment exercises so as to provide useful information to prospective
donors and sponsors. The UGC will provide special funding to institutions to
strengthen their fundraising capabilities. The Government will consider the use
of matching grants and other incentives to increase the momentum for
developing a stronger philanthropic culture in the community.



8. We also agree that, where appropriate, taught postgraduate and
sub-degree programmes should be made self-financing. In terms of research,
we accept the recommendation that for projects funded from sources other than
the Research Grants Council (e.g. Quality Education Fund, Innovation and
Technology Fund), the institutions should recover full costs, rather than just the
direct costs from the sponsors. Full cost recovery is the norm in the United
States and the trend in the United Kingdom.

(D) Credit Accumulation and Transfer System (CATS)

0. We support UGC’s proposal to promote a Credit Accumulation and
Transfer System (CATS) among UGC-funded institutions so as to facilitate
student mobility within the sector and articulation of sub-degree programmes
with the UGC-funded degree programmes within an overall qualifications
framework.

10. During the public consultation period, stakeholders supported a
common credit unit system, but expressed strong reservations against the
concept of financial rebalancing (i.e. “money following the students”). There is
a worry that if resources are to move with the students, some institutions may be
tempted to attract students by lowering standards, thereby undermining quality.
The smaller and newer institutions are also concerned that they will lose out to
universities with a better perceived reputation. After careful consideration, the
UGC recommended and we decided to drop the concept of financial rebalancing
which is to account for individual student movement during the triennium but
maintain the proposal of funding by a common system of credits among
Institutions.

(E) Additional Year 2 and Year 3 places for undergraduate programmes

11. The former ExCo decided in 1989 to provide subsidised university
education for 18% of the 17-20 age cohort. Since 1995, the number of first year
first degree (FYFD) places has remained at 14 500 full time equivalent (fte).
With population growth, the participation rate has dropped to about 17% in
2002-03. To restore the 18% participation rate and to provide articulation for
students outside the UGC sector we support, subject to the availability of
resources, UGC’s recommendation to create additional places in the second and
third years of the undergraduate programmes by phases in the next triennium,
and keep the FYFD at 14 500 fte to maintain intake quality. By introducing
recruitment to senior years, there will be assured room for sub-degree holders
and people with other qualifications to further their studies in the universities.



Furthermore, the practice of recruitment in senior years will provide an
additional incentive for students already in the system to work harder.

(F) Regulatory framework for degree and sub-degree sectors

12. The UGC has also proposed to consider extending its remit to
cover non-UGC funded degree awarding institutions such as the Open
University of Hong Kong and the Hong Kong Shue Yan College when the
landscape for higher education is better defined. We agree in principle that
there should be one body overseeing and co-ordinating the overall development
of the degree sector without extending the UGC’s funding ambit. UGC will
work out more specific proposals on its roles, responsibilities and functions in
respect of these non-UGC funded degree awarding institutions and the timetable
for implementation. As for the Hong Kong Academy for Performing Arts
(HKAPA), the Culture and Heritage Commission has just commenced a public
consultation exercise on the overall development of culture in Hong Kong. In
order not to pre-empt the outcome of this exercise, we decided to put aside the
question of the HKAPA coming under the UGC’s umbrella for the time being.

13. The UGC recommends the establishment of a Further Education
Council to oversee the provision of sub-degree programmes by both public and
private providers. We agree that a separate entity should look after the growing
sub-degree sector and in view of the need for co-ordination among the sub-
degree, vocational training, and continuing education sectors, we decided that
the tasks should be entrusted to the Manpower Development Committee
(MDC), which advises the Government on the co-ordination and regulation of
manpower training and retraining, instead of setting up another Further
Education Council. We will discuss with the UGC on the timing and
arrangements for transferring its responsibilities for sub-degree work to the
MDC.

(G) Institutional governance

14. We support the UGC’s recommendation that university councils
should review their governance structures to ensure “fitness for purpose”,
drawing on the principles and international good practice set out in the review
report. The University of Hong Kong has responded by appointing an
international review panel for the task. We expect other institutions to conduct
their own reviews. We also support the UGC’s proposal that the institutions
should clearly define their organisational, financial and quality assurance
arrangements with their continuing education arms or community colleges.



15. The UGC has considered the proposal of extending the jurisdiction
of the Ombudsman to UGC-funded institutions and received mixed reactions
during public consultation. The management of universities opposed the idea
whereas staff unions are supportive. Student bodies and the general public are
ambivalent. In the absence of a clear preference, the UGC has decided not to
pursue this recommendation but would encourage the institutions to increase
external participation and transparency in their grievances procedures. We have
no objection to the UGC’s position. Afterall, the original proposal is unlikely to
meet staff’s concerns in full because under section 8 of the Ombudsman
Ordinance (Cap. 397), the Ombudsman shall not undertake investigation in,
among other things, personnel matters such as appointments, dismissals, pay
and conditions of service etc.

16. We also accept the UGC’s proposal to conduct periodic
comprehensive audits on the institutions covering teaching, research,
governance, management and community service, and to review its own role
and operation when the landscape for higher education is better defined.

(H) Deregulation of university remuneration

17. The salary scales of universities have been linked to the civil
service since the 1970s. The UGC considers that the linkage creates unnecessary
rigidity and undermines institutions’ competitiveness in global recruitment. The
practice is obsolescent. Deregulation of university remuneration will give
institutions the freedom to devise their own remuneration packages on the basis
of merit and performance, and the flexibility to adapt to changing needs and
circumstances. The institutions are concerned that deregulation would be a
disguise for funding cuts and staff unions are generally not in favour of the
proposal because of the uncertainty so caused.

18. We see merits in deregulating university pay and agree to remove
the mandatory requirement to link with the civil service salary scale. To address
the concerns of staff and management, we will give individual institutions the
option to decide whether and when to introduce their own remuneration
systems. We will provide strong assurance that this is a cost neutral exercise
and ensure that overall, institutions adopting new pay packages would not be
worse off than if they continue to maintain the link in terms of the public
funding they receive. The UGC will follow this up with the institutions.



(I) Review of the funding of sub-degree programmes

19. The UGC recommends that in general sub-degree programmes
should be self-financing except the following:

(a) courses that require high start up and maintenance costs or access
to expensive laboratories/equipment;

(b)  courses that meet specific manpower needs; and

(c) courses that can be regarded as endangered species (i.e. those that
lack market appeal to the provider and the average student, such as
pure arts or science).

20. Institutions offering publicly-funded sub-degree courses are
worried about the effect of this proposal on their programmes and possible
redundancy of staff. Others are concerned about the ability of students and their
families to pay for the self-financing courses.

21. We understand the concerns of stakeholders, the affected
institutions and their staff. However, with an expanding post secondary sector,
there is a need to free up resources so that more students may benefit from
public subsidy in one form or another.  In this respect we support the UGC
proposal as it will help achieve a more equitable distribution of resources. To
address the concern of stakeholders, the UGC would adopt a gradual approach
and work with the affected institutions to review their sub-degree programmes
based on the three criteria set out in paragraph 20 above taking into account
views from the relevant industries. Meanwhile, students already enrolled in the
publicly subsidized sub-degree programmes would not be affected by the
change before they graduate. The Government also undertakes that most of the
savings achieved would be used to benefit students in the sub-degree sector, for
example, by enhancing the financial assistance scheme to a similar level as that
for university students.

(J) Review of the funding of taught postgraduate (TPg) programmes

22. We accept UGC’s recommendation that most TPg programmes
should be run on a self-financing basis to reflect the benefits to the students’
own career development.  Programmes that meet specific manpower
requirements and those which are required for providing full training of certain
professionals (e.g. lawyers) would continue to be subsidised, but the cost



recovery rate might be increased progressively. The UGC would work with the
institutions to develop a phased implementation programme.

(K) Admission of non-local students

23. During the consultation exercise, there were calls for local
institutions to diversify their intake base to include outstanding students from
Mainland China and other countries and to promote Hong Kong as a centre of
excellence in higher education. At present, institutions are allowed to recruit
non-local undergraduate and taught postgraduate students up to 2% of the
publicly funded places plus another 2% using private funding but the actual
number of non-local students is around 1.5%. We agree to the UGC’s proposal
to relax the quota to 4% of the publicly funded places at these levels to make it
worthwhile to launch a recruitment campaign outside Hong Kong. This mild
increase should not affect the educational opportunities for local students given
the expansion in post-secondary places in recent years but the presence of more
non-local students on the campus will stimulate competition and bring
educational and cultural benefits.

24. For research students, the current rule is that non-local students
should not exceed one third of the total numbers. Given the need to attract the
best talents world-wide in order to enhance the quality of research in Hong
Kong, we accept the UGC’s recommendation to remove the restriction
completely. This is also in line with international practice.

(L) Roll over the 2001/02 to 2003/04 triennium to the 2004/05 academic
year

25. The recommendations arising from the Higher Education Review
entail considerable changes to existing systems, in particular the funding
formulas, which require careful design and consultation. Rather than deferring
the implementation to the triennium after the next, we decided that the current
triennium should “roll over” for one year to cover the 2004/05 academic year,
postponing the new triennium to 2005/06 to 2007/08. A similar arrangement
was made in 1991/92 to allow more time for the Administration to work out the
expansion of the higher education sector. Rolling over implies no significant
changes to the overall student numbers and funding pattern, other than to
accommodate anticipated changes in manpower requirements for specific
sectors.

26. Not arising from the higher education review but as a response to
the latest efficiency drive across Government, we shall discuss with UGC the



amount of efficiency savings to be achieved in 2004/05 and in the 2005/06 to
2007/08 triennium. The total savings should not be less than the overall target
applicable to the public sector. In line with the spirit of the triennium funding
cycle, we do not propose to reduce the block grant for 2003/04, the final year in
the current triennium. We will also discuss with UGC a practical way to fund
student unit costs by level and by discipline, which the former ExCo has agreed
in principle.

(M) Integration of institutions

27. The UGC did not make any specific recommendation on the
merger of universities, although the report is strongly in favour of role
differentiation, mission focus, collaboration and strategic alliances. With the
implementation of UGC’s recommendations, the environment will be conducive
for institutions to explore initiatives for greater cooperation like mergers. The
Administration supports proposals from the institutions of complementary
strengths to merge with the objectives of enhancing quality of teaching and
research, widening student choice and building up critical mass in areas of
excellence. The Chinese University of Hong Kong and Hong Kong University
of Science and Technology have set up internal task forces to explore such
possibility in consultation with their staff and students.

IMPLICATIONS OF THE PROPOSAL

28. The proposal has economic, sustainability, financial and staffing
implications as set out at Annex B.

29. The proposal is in conformity with the Basic Law, including the
provisions concerning human rights. It has no productivity or environmental
implications.

PUBLIC CONSULTATION

30. The UGC has conducted an extensive public consultation exercise.
The views of stakeholders have been taken into account in formulating its final
recommendations.

PUBLICITY

31. A press conference on the Administration’s decisions will be held
on 27 November. A special briefing will also be arranged for the LegCo Panel
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on Education, together with the issue of a Legislative Council brief and a press
release on the same day. A spokesman will be available to answer media and
public enquiries.

BACKGROUND

32. The last major review of higher education was conducted by the
UGC in 1996. Since then, there have been significant changes in the local and
international landscape of the higher education sector (e.g. the decision to
expand post-secondary education to 60% participation by 2010 and the
emergence of self-financing post-secondary education providers), which
necessitated another review of higher education in Hong Kong. In May 2001,
the then SEM commissioned the UGC to launch the review.

33. The UGC published the review report entitled “Higher Education
in Hong Kong” (can be downloaded from the UGC’s website at
www.ugc.edu.hk) in March 2002 for a two-month public consultation. The
consultation period was later extended to 31 July 2002. The UGC received a
total of 134 written submissions. A compendium setting out a list of
organisations and persons making these submissions are at Annex C. After
considering the views of stakeholders, the UGC submitted its final
recommendations to the Secretary for Education and Manpower in September
2002.

ENQUIRIES

34, In case of enquiry, please contact Mr Clement Leung, Principal
Assistant Secretary for Education and Manpower, at 2810 3023.

Education and Manpower Bureau
November 2002



Annex A

UGC’s Original and Final Recommendations

UGC’s Original Recommendations

UGC’s Final Recommendations

That a small number of institutions be strategically identified
as the focus of public and private sector support with the
explicit intention of creating institutions capable of
competing at the highest international levels.

A few institutions to be identified for focused public and private
sector support according to the institutions’ role and areas of
strength.

A three-pronged approach to gain more private sector support.
The Government to consider the increased use of matching

grants and other incentives to generate additional momentum for
private sector participation in supporting higher education.

That, as the new landscape of the post-secondary sector is
defined, the UGC conduct an internal review of its
procedures, and publish a clear statement of its
responsibilities in the light of new challenges, emphasizing an
enhanced strategic role for steering the higher education
sector.

That a Further Education Council be established to oversee
the provision of programmes at associate degree and
comparable levels by both public and private providers.

A Further Education Council to look after associate degrees and
life long learning. Upon setting up of the body, the UGC to
transfer out all its responsibilities for Sub-degree work in an
orderly manner, and subsequently extend its remit to cover ‘all
work at the degree level’.

That clear lines of financial accountability be established for
all public sector funds used to support programmes at
associate degree level, consistent with the Government’s
intention that associate degrees be predominantly funded by
the private sector.

That an adequate quality assurance system be established to
oversee all programmes at associate degree level.

Taught postgraduate and sub-degree work to be put on a self-
financing basis gradually, subject to specified exceptions.

The institutions to consider stipulating and regulating their
relationships with their continuation education arms or
community colleges by franchising agreements and to create a
joint, self-financing quality assurance body in due time.




subsidise externally funded research, whether from private or
public sources; and, as a corollary, that bodies funding
research should accept their responsibility for funding
research at full cost.

6. That the governing body of each university carry out areview |7. On institutional governance, the universities to start their own
of the fitness for purpose of its governance and management review in due course. The idea of subjecting institutions to the
structures.  Such an exercise will necessarily include a overview of the Ombudsman is withdrawn. Instead, the
review of the relevant Ordinances and, where appropriate, universities will be encouraged to increase external participation
proposals for legislative changes should be made. and transparency in their grievances procedures. A

comprehensive audit on institutions by the UGC to be organized.

8. The Government to take an early decision regarding the
delinking of salaries but leave the timing for implementation to
institutions.

7.  That the UGC and the institutions jointly assess the need for 9. A two-tier approach to fund teaching, with the first level being
staff in the sector to develop new skills to respond effectively ‘core’ to recognize ‘teaching load’, and the second level to
to technological and other changes in higher education, and reward ‘performance according to role’.
jointly support initiatives addressing these needs, including
the dissemination of best practice across the sector. 10. Credit Accumulation and Transfer System (CATS), minus the

idea of ‘money following the students’, to be introduced.

8. That the UGC’s support for teaching and learning be
informed by continued attention to the educational 11. Additional places per annum at the second year of undergraduate
opportunities created by demographic changes in the demand programmes to be added to create the ‘inverted trapezium’ and
for education, by the economic case for investment in help restore the age participation rate to 18%.
education, and the technological revolution which is
reshaping both the means of delivering education, and the
opportunities for learning.

9. That the dual funding system for research be maintained 12. The Government to create more sources for research funding and
whereby the RGC, as an integral part of the UGC, plays its to ask existing sources to fund projects on a full cost basis.
part in enhancing the research base in the universities and in
promoting research activities outside the UGC sector.

10. That institutions should not use the UGC block grant to




11.

That, in consultation with the institutions, the UGC build on
the success of the RAE in allocating research funds on the
basis of research performance, and devise means to sharpen
the RAE so that the highest levels of research excellence can
be identified and funded accordingly.

13.

The Research Assessment Exercise to be sharpened and a multi-
point scale to be used.  ‘Critical mass funding’ to be considered.

12.

That the UGC conduct another review of higher education in
Hong Kong five years from now, to assess the progress made
in the expansion of the post-secondary sector, the interface
with the school sector, the articulation arrangements between
the community college and university sectors, and the
implementation of specific recommendations in this report.

NA

14.

15.

16.

17.

To implement funding by level and by discipline.

To replace the ‘2% in and 2% out’ quota for non-local
undergraduate and taught postgraduate students with a straight 4%
limit.

To remove the current quota for non-local research students.

To ‘roll over’ the current triennium for another year to cover the
academic year 2004/2005, making the new triennium 2005/2006
to 2007/2008. Minimum changes to the funding pattern for
2004/2005, except to accommodate anticipated changes in
manpower requirements or to reflect movement of price and salary
levels.







Annex B

Implications of the Proposal

Financial and Civil Service Implications

Pending further discussion with the UGC sector on implementation details, we
are not able to determine at this stage the exact financial implications of the entire package
of proposals. Generally speaking, putting sub-degree and TPg programmes on a self-
financing basis, increasing the cost recovery rate for publicly funded TPg programmes and
efficiency enhancement in the sector from 2004/05 onwards will give rise to savings to the
Government. The savings recovered from the sub-degree sector would be ploughed back
mainly to benefit students in the sub-degree sector through measures such as improving the
package of financial assistance to students of self-financing courses. We also intend to
allow the UGC to keep savings from TPg programmes to fund special projects and to
enhance support for research activities.

2. The provision of additional second and third year places of undergraduate
programmes will require additional financial resources. Other decisions like changing the
UGC’s mechanism for allocating funding to the institutions to implement role differentiation
and performance-based funding, introduction of CATS without financial rebalancing,
relaxation of quota on non-local students, and promotion of institutional governance will not
require additional funding from the Government. The decision to deregulate university
salaries is cost-neutral.

3. The Administration will start discussion with the UGC on the criteria for
determining recurrent funding for the 2004/05 academic year. We plan to make a
submission to the Finance Committee before the end of 2003.

Economic Implications

4. The proposal seeks to improve the quality of our higher education and to bring
up the standard of our research. This will help enhance capability and competitiveness of
the Hong Kong economy in regard to human resources at a higher level, for gearing up to
pursuit of higher value added activities and orientation to a knowledge-based and
innovation-prone setting. It will also promote diversity and competition within the



university sector, render better study choice for students and generally contribute to a better
structured and more vibrant tertiary education segment as a whole.

Sustainability Implications

5. The proposal is conducive to the sustainability principle of enabling individuals
to fulfil their potential by providing access to adequate and appropriate educational
opportunity. It would enhance the quality and competitiveness of our population in a more
globalized economy and promote the efficient use of educational resources.



Annex C

List of organizations & persons making submissions in response to the HER Report

Item No.' |Sender?

1 PR S WRREORE S (R

2. Anonyrﬁous ' ’

3 [ R

TR RS TE A B
IHong Kong Youth & Tertiary Students Association)

5. TN B Bk 8 F A 5 i
(Mr Yeung Wai-sing, Eastern District Councillor)

6. W F IR AT P
(Mr Stephen Liu, JP, Wanchai District Councillor)

7. Lingnan University

8. Prof Ho Lok Sang, Director, Centre for Public Policy Studies, Lingnan University, President, Hong Kong
Economic Association and Managing Editor, Pacific Economic Review

9. [BRESIE, FliEf  E R

10.  PEFRASIE, SHED AERE

11. Dr Kenneth Chan Ka-lok, Assistant Professor, Department of Government & International Studies, Hong
Kong Baptist University

12. Ms Gabriella Wong, Agency Director, Hong Kong Children & Youth Services
(b D= 955)

13. Prof J Barton Starr
U IIF42)

14. Mr Cliff Leung, a part-time university student

15. Dr Lin Ping, Associate Professor, Department of Economics, Lingnan University

16. Prof Chan Kwing Lam, Professor of Mathematics, Department of Mathematics, The Hong Kong University
of Science and Technology (together with a group of staff at HKUST)

17. Mr Simon So Kwan Kow, Coordinator, Concerned Group, Associate Degree Programs, Division of
Commerce, City University of Hong Kong

8. [Hip

19. Mr Rajesh Sharma, Lecturer, School of Law, City University of Hong Kong

20, BRI, AR R AR
(Dr Ivan Choy Chi-keung, Lecturer, Division of Social Studies, City University of Hong Kong)

21, [FOEIG, fbs] e RS A

22. Hong Kong Polytechnic University Staff Association
(FHE BB

23. Mr Nicholas Tam, Chairman, City University of Hong Kong Staff Association

24, Tertiary Education Action Group
(I S

1. Submissions are presented in chronological order.
2. Bilingual names are listed out if provided in the submissions.




Item No.' |Sender?
25. G ?%F:?"fﬁj‘j [ Eﬁé g
fHong Kong Federation of Education Workers)
26. FP, RIS
(Protf KP Shum Charrman Federatlon of Hong kong Higher Education Staff Associations)
27 |FAHESTIEE R
28. Dr Kwong Yim—tze, Lingnan University
29. Dr Henry H L Hu, President, Hong Kong Shue Yan College
(R AT S10%)
30. Prof Frank Fu, Dean, Faculty of Social Sciences, Hong Kong Baptist University
(EIRIPSHE, s {2t R S 2)
31. Mrs'Ava S Y Ng, President, The Hong Kong Institute of Planners
AHPRITT )
32. Mr Paul Sze, Faculty of Education, The Chinese University of Hong Kong
(Fil Y *Eﬂjﬁ[ “[5E)
33. Prof Joseph Lau Shiu-ming, Chair Professor of Translation and Head, Department of Chinese, Lingnan
University
34, Prof Tony Eastham, Associate Vice President, The Hong Kong University of Science and Technology
(AP SRR (P 31 )
35. Mrs Monica Yuen, Acting Secretary, The Hong Kong Institution of Engineers
AT IS
36. Prof Laurence Wong, Head, Department of Translation, Lingnan University
37, N2 BB IAL Nl R
(Secretariat of Legislative Councillors of the Democratic Party)
38. Mr Bill Bowman, President, CPA Australia-Hong Kong China Division
39. A Group of Chair Professors, City University of Hong Kong
40. Prof Cheung Nai Ho, Professor of Physics, Department of Physics, Faculty of Science, Hong Kong Baptist
University
CRO5FE, AN G NSRBI PEE 55
41. Prof H K Chang, President and University Professor, City University of Hong Kong
(R[GHIFE, HWS ] NSRS P A 59%0)
42. Prof Paul Chu, Pres1dent, The Hong Kong Umversuy of Science and Technology
43. Prof Felix Wu, Department of Electrical and Electronic Engineering, The University of Hong Kong
44 [RZ B, AR A R
45, USRS S IR
(Mr Benedict Chan, Hong Kong Society of Humanistic Philosophy)
46. Lingnan University




Item No.' |Sender?

47. Prof Leonard K Cheng and Prof Francis T Lui, The Hong Kong University of Science and Technology

48. Dr Vincent Cheng

49. |7 ¥R, G NSO o S RIS

50. Mr Chua Hoi Wai, Vice-President, Hong Kong Social Workers Association

(Fbb g~ (4 Fiag)

51. Prof Paul Morris, Dlrector, The Hong Kong Institute of Education
GUEESH, 7S SIS

52. Prof C K Poon, President, The Hong Kong Polytechnic University
RF AT, AMET APHS)

53. Mr Jackson K S Yeung, Chairman, The Association of International Accountants —
Hong Kong Branch
(BEEQFTLN 9~ f#5 )

54. Mr Lee Kai-fat, IRegist'rar & S'ecretary—General, Hong Kong Society of Accountants
(F A D

55. Prof Arthur K C Li, Vice-Chancellor, The Chinese University of Hong Kong

56. Prof S W Tam, President, The Open University of Hong Kong
(I, A 2 RS R)

57. Prof WIR Dav1es Vice-Chancellor, The University of Hong Kong
(AR, A SFRR)

58. Prof C F Ng, Pfesident & Vice-Chancellor, Hong Kong Baptist University
CURIFAT, SO PR

59. Mr Moses Cherig, Chai'rman, Board of Education
G )

60. IRt , Fuked T (EHAC O R

61. Mr Hak Chan, President, The Hong Kong Institute of Surveyors
(F MR A 6

62. The Revd. Dorothy Lau, Director, Sheng Kung Hui Diocesan Welfare Council
(?Fﬁ%@ﬁﬂﬁf

63, |F R, rﬁq«ﬁ?ﬂﬁﬂ‘%mj %‘*Eﬁﬁﬁﬁi— R

64. Mr Chan Kai Kwan, Chief Executive, The Church of United Brethren In Christ
GLEP L)

65. Ms Chang Siu Wah, Executive Secretary, American Baptist Mission
(GU2iER)

66. Ms Ma{rg'aret Yiu, Superintendent, Pelletier Hall, Sisters of the Good Shepherd
FEVRHT o)

67. Ms E.'Ng Sui Ching, Good Shepherd Sisters Marycove Centre

GF A )
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Item No.' |Sender?
68. Ms Ivy Lam Pui Tsz, Acting General Secretary for Social Services, Christian & Missionary Alliance
Church Union HK Ltd
CLRFHORE B Ipey € [P 7))
69. Mr Moses Cheng, Council Chalrman Hong Kong Baptist University
70. AT, FH ST ﬂ’?ﬂaﬁf
(Protf KP Shum Chalrman Federatlon of Hong {(ong Higher Education Staff Associations)
71. Mr Mannars Chan, President, The Hong Kong Institution of Engineering Surveyors
(P AETZE D
72. Ms Christine M S Fang, Chief Executive, The Hong Kong Council of Social Service
FHR IR
73. Prof Alfred Chan, JP, Director, Asia Pacific Institute of Ageing Studies, Department of Politics and
Sociology, Lingnan University
(R, Ry P 5 599)
74. Dr Winnie Tang, Managmg Director, ERSI Hong Kong Limited
75. Mr Terence Leung
76. Prof Lee Ngok, Executive Director, Vocational Training Council
(B 25
71. wgn-r_”;%" %&Fﬁ 'T'*[S?E?Fi ;TE&F ﬁbf
(Prof K P Shum Chalrman Federatlon of Hong {(ong Higher Education Staff Associations)
78. Dr C W Chan, Chairman, Academic Staff Association, The University of Hong Kong
(FHASFHRE 'ﬁ
79. —Sﬁffﬂ“ R, 7 & Y {52¢1 = ", (Prof Nora F Y Tam, Chairman, Society of Hong Kong Scholars)
80.  [RPELE, AWEC WT@'J%% 7, BHEFH2H
8l [IReAE, @amﬁ S |
(The Teachers’ Association, The Chinese University of Hong Kong)
82 |S@IG
83. [ ' I:'_[‘ﬂ\jl'ﬁ
84. Mr C P Tang, Secretary of Curriculum Development Council
Daid DLE Y S))
85. P At ORI AR leﬁﬁ
86. |- pEASE %‘W\ DHG - P B MR
87. | EEAEAER AR lﬁirﬁ IRV Y
88. |- pElw AR WHD Ak DR
89. | EEAFEFS WSS IFH T PR
90. - PEASL LR E@%‘T?ﬁg‘ N 5o
91. S e S *yj,,j[ ]
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92. |- BEEEFR U Y 5| A BegA - A

93. S EAPFE R REEN Ef{"i[ﬁs“l ol ~ Bm Fl

94. |- EEAEAEE I EET 1R

95. Dr Rosanna Wong chk-rnlng', Chairrnan Education Commission

9. |BUEEE L%, B{ B ER SO
(Mr Ricky Tang, Vice Chairman, J01nt Parent- TeacLer Association of Kwai Tsing)

97. Mr S S Tang (for six Unions in Vocational Training Council)

98. | HT AR E
(Secretariat of Legislative Councillors of the Democratic Party)

99. Mr Victor Lo, Chairman, Federation of Hong Kong Industries
(it~ FGREG)

100. Dr John Ure, Hon. Associate Professor and Director of the Telecommunications Research Project, Centre
of Asian Studies, The University of Hong Kong

101. Mr Terence Lo, Secretary, Hong Kong Polytechnic University Staff Association
(fe T LB

102. ?%H'ﬁ'ﬁl [ R

105, [ S

104. i’?] gn ﬁﬂ‘“ g_i?fr ”EE (T 1ﬁ§j I,I

105. §P“‘|'§?j& rﬁw f?ﬂﬁ‘ﬁﬂ‘%ﬂj EASF AR TATEE

106. Prof Enoch C M Young, Director, School of Professional and Continuing Education, The University of
Hong Kong
(A REFGESERE)

107. Prof John C'Y Leong, Chalrman Hong Kong Council for Academic Accreditation
CRAIC P4, TR )

108. Ms Wendy Gan Chairman, Standing Committee of Convocation, The University of Hong Kong
(Ft SR S B

109. *%f? e ﬁ’ag
{Hong Kong Profess10nal Teachers’ Union)

110. U 1o X SRR i = F R

111. Ms Anita Lee, Acting Chalrperson Postgraduate Student Association, The University of Hong Kong

112. Prof W I R Davies, Vice-Chancellor, The University of Hong Kong
(BHEL P, HWATH)

113. Dr Ting Wai-fong, Convenor, Task Force on Higher Education Review, Department of Applied Social
Sciences, The Hong Kong Polytechnic University

114. Ms Susanna Lee, Honorary Secretary, Hong Kong Association for Lifelong Education

(FHAEZAT )
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115. Ms Susanna Lee, Arts Educator
116. Ms Wendy Chong, ;BFFF I & ﬁ%ﬁﬂ
(New Youth Forum)
7R s Ay S RS
(Mr Napo Leung, President of Lingnan University Students’ Union)
118. FIEEK
9. [(TRcs? 1, finep s (i =
120. Mr Desmond Lee Yu-tai, Chairman, The Hong Kong Association for Continuing Education and Mr
Mervyn Cheung Man-ping, Chairman, Hong Kong Education Policy Concern Organization
(A 0 S g P )
21 (SRS SR s ey
(Hong Kong CEristian Service)
22 WAL, SEST (SRR
(Hong Kong Federation of Education Workers)
123. Dr Yu Wing Yin, Senior Advisor to Rector, University of Macau
124. Ms Helen Liu, Head of Hong Kong Affairs, The Association of Chartered Certified Accountants
CREH 2 ZARHL £
125. Anonymous
126. Anonymous
127. Concerned professors at HKUST
128. Mr Charles Wong, Chairman, Federation for Continuing Education in Tertiary Institutions
129. Mr Alan Sze, Lecturer, Department of Applied Social Sciences, The Hong Kong Polytechnic University
130.  |daihd d
(Mr Lung Tak Ping)
131 BRI, RIS PR R
(SynergyNet)
132. [TRE 2 "f%ﬁ'{%@i&i
(Office of Legislative Councillor Cyd Ho S L, The Frontier)
133, |Sie ~EEE g
{Hong IEong Baptist University Student Union)
134. Dr W K Lo, Chairman, Advisory Committee for the Department of Industrial and Systems Engineering,

The Hong Kong Polytechnic University




