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School Building Programme and School Improvement Programme

Purpose

This paper summarises the relevant deliberations of the Panel on Education on
the School Building Programme and related issues since the first term of the
Legislative Council. This paper also sets out the conclusions and recommendations
of the Public Accounts Committee (PAC) on the Director of Audit’s reports on
planning and provision of primary schools and secondary school places.

Background

Concerns raised at special Finance Committee meeting on 12 April 2005

2. At the special meeting of the Finance Committee (FC) to examine the Draft
Estimates of Expenditure 2005-06 held on 12 April 2005, FC members expressed
concern about the following issues —

(@)  the need to critically review the supply and demand of school places in
view of a declining school-age population;

(b) the cost-effectiveness of carrying out the School Improvement
Programme in those schools which had stopped admission of Primary
One (P1) students; and

(c)  the use/intended use of the premises of those schools which had been
closed.

3. FC suggested that the Administration should review its School Building
Programme and School Improvement Programme with reference to —
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(@)  the supply and demand of school places in each district; and

(b)  the cost-effectiveness of building new schools as some schools had
difficulty in enrolling sufficient P1 students due to a declining

school-age population.

4. The Administration was requested to revert to the Panel on Education after its
review.

School Building Programme

5. According to the Administration, the School Building Programme has three
policy objectives. They are, first, provide sufficient public sector school places for all
eligible students; second, to upgrade the quality of education; and third, to provide for
choice.

6. The planning for primary school places is done on a district basis to enable
young children to attend schools close to their home. On the demand side, the
estimated number of pupils attending public sector primary schools is based on the
population projection by district of the age group of six to 11 and is expressed in terms
of classes. On the supply side, the number of classrooms available is worked out on
the basis of both the number of existing schools and new schools to be completed
under the School Building Programme.

7. Secondary school places are planned and provided on a territory-wide basis.
According to the Administration, it would seek to balance the supply and demand at
district level as far as possible, when identifying sites for new schools.

8. The Administration updates the School Building Programme on a regular basis,
taking into account the shortfall in school places, territory-wide or district-wide, and
other factors such as new policy initiatives and availability of funds and land. The
last occasion where the Administration provided the Panel on Education with details
of its School Building Programme was at its meeting on 30 January 2004 (Appendix I).
Information on individual school building projects endorsed/approved by the Public
Works Subcommittee (PWSC) and FC since the 2003-04 legislative session is set out
in Appendix 11,

School Improvement Programme

0. The School Improvement Programme is one of the recommendations made by
the Education Commission (EC) in its Report No. 5.  EC considers that many schools
have been built to old planning standards, which could not meet the requirements
necessitated by changes in curriculum and teaching approaches then introduced. EC
therefore recommends that a School Improvement Programme should be introduced to
progressively upgrade the teaching and learning environments of schools so as to
provide additional space and facilities for teaching, out-of-class activities and
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supporting services for both teachers and students.

10.  Under the School Improvement Programme, improvement works are carried
out in five phases. When the Administration submitted its project proposal for the
construction works for schools in the final phase of the School Improvement
Programme to PWSC on 29 October 2003, the Administration informed PWSC that
improvement works for 424 schools had already been completed with works in
progress for another 80 schools, under phases one to four of the Programme. The
total number of projects included in the five phases of the School Improvement
Programme and the approved project estimates as at 30 April 2005 are in
Appendix I11.

Review of the supply and demand of school places

Whole-day schooling for primary school students by 2007

11.  The Government announced in the 1997 Policy Address that the Administration
aimed to provide 60% and 100% of primary school students with whole-day schooling
by 2002 and 2007 respectively, subject to supply of sufficient school sites in
individual districts and possible changes in population growth and distribution. The
Administration had achieved the interim target of 60% whole-day primary schooling
through constructing 78 new schools between 1998 and 2002, making use of vacant
school premises, building additional classrooms/extension blocks, re-developing
existing school premises, and merging the morning and afternoon sessions of
bi-sessional schools. To achieve the long-term goal of full implementation, the
Administration planned to build another 51 new schools between 2002 and 2007,
having regard to the population projection and distribution, parental choice, popularity
of school and the physical condition of existing schools.

Reservation of school sites

12. The Panel on Education had discussed issues related to reservation of school
sites at its meetings on 30 March 1999, 18 December 2000, 15 January 2001 and
20 January 2003. Members at that time urged the Administration to reserve adequate
sites for development of schools and expedite the development work of the reserved
sites for construction of new schools to fulfil its policy commitments in education.
Some members considered that priority should be given to allocation of sites for
school development since education was paramount to the future development of
Hong Kong, and sites allocated for other purposes but had not been utilised for a long
time should be re-zoned for school development.

13.  The Administration pointed out that the majority of the reserved sites were
intended to serve long-term population growth, and their availability would have to tie
in with site preparation and infrastructure works to match population in-take in
individual districts. Depending on the location and the availability of infra-structural
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facilities, development of schools on these reserved sites could incur substantial public
expenditure and giving the priority in allocation of the necessary resources would
have to be supported by the community as a whole. In addition, the capacity of the
Public Works Programme to accommodate of a large number of school development
projects, the will of parents and students affected by in-situ re-development of schools,
the support of relevant District Councils were other important factors impacting on the
implementation of school development projects.

14.  The Administration further explained that the Planning Department and the
Town Planning Board would consider re-zoning sites which were reserved for other
purposes but had not been developed or re-developed for a long time for school
development. The Administration would also consider converting industrial and
commercial buildings into temporary college premises if they were not
cost-effectively deployed for the intended purposes.

“School estates”

15. Some members expressed support for the construction of “school estates” to
accommodate a cluster of primary and secondary schools in new towns and
developments to share a more spacious environment and better facilities. They
stressed the importance of a well-planned infrastructure in support of the operation of
“school estates” as well as the provision of standard facilities and space entitlement to
the schools in the clusters. They considered that the construction of more *“school
estates” would improve the learning environment in schools in the face of a limited
supply of suitable sites in urban areas, and that the relocation of existing secondary
schools to “school estates” would make available suitable sites for construction of new
primary schools.

16. The Administration pointed out that a host of problems would have to be
resolved for the establishment of appropriate infrastructure in support of the operation
of a “school estate” in a new development or town. These included the transport
network, community services, catering services, and environmental impacts on
surrounding areas and local residents. In addition, some social workers and planning
experts had pointed out that there could be social problems and law and order issues
arising from the operation of a large number of clustered schools. Furthermore, the
arrangements for cost-effective use of the common school facilities and the intention
of sponsoring bodies to operate schools in “school estates” should also be explored.

Director of Audit’s reports on planning and provision of primary and secondary school
places

17.  The Director of Audit had examined the system of planning and providing
public sector (i.e. government and aided) primary school places (Chapter 9 of its
Report No. 39 tabled in Council on 20 November 2002). After consideration of the
Audit Report, PAC expressed concern that by 2010, the overall supply of primary
school places would exceed the overall demand by 27 600 school places, which was
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equivalent to 35 standard schools, and mismatches would occur in nine of the 18
districts. PAC urged the Secretary for Education and Manpower (SEM) to explore
measures to address the problem of expected serious excess supply of school places.
The conclusions and recommendations made by PAC after consideration of the Audit
Report No. 39 are in Appendix V.

18.  The Director of Audit had also examined the system of planning and providing
public sector secondary school places to ascertain whether there would be areas for
improvement (Chapter 7 of its Report No. 41 tabled in Council on 26 November
2003). After consideration of the Audit Report, PAC expressed concern that in
making projections for the future supply and demand of public sector school places,
Education and Manpower Bureau (EMB) might not have fully taken into account all
available school places and that some government secondary schools had
under-utilisation problems. The conclusions and recommendations made by PAC
after consideration of the Audit Report No. 41 are in Appendix V.

19.  The Administration had explained to the Panel that as a result of a sharp decline
in the birth rate and decrease in newly arrived children from the Mainland, there was a
surplus supply of school places. The declining population in the age group of six to
11 had led to reduction of classes in primary schools in many districts. The high unit
cost of under-utilised schools was a major concern. The Administration therefore put
forward the criteria for consolidation of high cost and under-utilised primary schools
to address the problem. According to the criteria, schools which failed to attract 23
or more students or with unit cost 150% or more of the territory-wide average would
not be allocated P1 classes in the Primary One Admission exercise.

20. The Panel had discussed the criteria for consolidating high cost and
under-utilized primary schools with deputations and the Administration at its meetings
on 26 May and 23 June 2003. Deputations presenting views to the Panel
unanimously expressed objection to the criteria put forward by the Administration.
The Panel passed a motion urging the Administration to put on hold implementation
of the criteria, pending consultation with relevant bodies.

21.  The Administration explained that in the light of a fiscal deficit, it would have
to take steps to phase out high cost and under-utilized primary schools. Moreover,
the Director of Audit in its Report No. 39 had recommended that the Administration
should take actions to reduce surplus school places, in particular those in high cost and
under-utilised primary schools.

22. A member expressed support for the Administration’s action of introducing the
criteria for consolidating high cost and under-utilised primary schools. He
considered that it would not be cost-effective to use public funds to support schools
with a unit cost well above the territory-wide average.

23.  Some other members, however, felt strongly that the Administration should
have thoroughly consulted the primary school sector before introduction of the criteria.
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They expressed concern that introduction of the new criteria would in effect force the
affected schools to close down in three years or less.  Such a short phasing-out period
of these schools would disrupt the continuity of student learning and might affect the
students’ performance in the Secondary School Places Allocation exercise. These
members considered that the policies in primary school administration were
contradictory and had caused dissatisfaction in the primary school sector. For
instance, although the Administration stressed the importance of the provision of
quality education, it refused to implement small class teaching when there were
surplus school places. Moreover, new schools were being constructed while existing
schools were being closed down.

24.  The Administration assured members that EMB would discuss the criteria with
the primary school sector, and would also discuss with the schools concerned an
appropriate phasing-out period and the necessary arrangements for the transfer of
students to other schools.

Withdrawal of a proposal to construct two schools in Sheung Shui at PWSC meeting
on 29 October 2003

25.  In considering the proposal on the construction of two public sector schools in
Sheung Shui at the PWSC meeting on 29 October 2003, some PWSC members
expressed doubts about the demand for secondary school places in the district. The
Administration was asked to withdraw the proposals, and to consult the Panel on
Education on the policies for planning and provision of public sector school places.

26.  When the issue was discussed at the meeting of the Panel on 30 January 2004,
some members noted with concern that if the construction of new schools under the
School Building Programme was to continue as planned, there would be a substantial
increase in the number of surplus secondary school places in the 2007-08 school year
when the secondary student population would start to decline. Some other members
considered that the provision of a buffer in the supply of school places would
stimulate competition in student enroliment and enhance the quality of education.

27. The Administration explained that due to volatility of demand and site
availability, it was not always possible to achieve a perfect match. Any surplus in
the number of new schools could be used to meet the demand for re-provisioning
existing schools with meritorious performance and substandard facilities. The
Administration also pointed out that the provision of a certain percentage of surplus
school places was necessary to facilitate student movement and stimulate competition.

28. At the end of the discussion on 30 January 2004, members in general expressed
support for the Administration to submit school building proposals to PWSC for
consideration, in particular proposals to re-provision and re-develop existing
substandard schools and construction of new schools for implementation of whole-day
primary schooling. To facilitate PWSC’s consideration of the proposals, members
suggested that the Administration should include in the proposals detailed background
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information including the supply and demand situation and the views of the school
heads in the districts concerned.

Reducing class sizes in public sector schools

29. The EC issued its Report No. 5 in 1992 which recommended, among others,
improving teacher-student ratios and class sizes in primary and secondary schools.
At that time, members in general expressed support for reducing the class sizes in
public sector schools in order to improve the quality of school education. They
urged the Administration to set out the policies and timetable on reduction of class
sizes in primary and secondary schools.

30. The Administration responded that it had implemented the recommendations
on the class sizes, commencing from P1 in the 1993-94 school year. In 1998, after
consulting the education sector, the Administration decided to speed up the
implementation of whole-day primary schooling. To facilitate the early achievement
of whole-day primary schooling for all, the standard class size in primary schools was
increased by two places, starting with P1 in the 1998-99 school year and to be phased
In over six years.

31. The Administration further explained that according to research studies in
western countries, there was no definite conclusion about the most appropriate class
sizes for schools. Generally, Asian students were learning in larger class sizes than
their western counterparts, but students in some Asian countries had demonstrated
overall satisfactory academic achievements. It was also commonly accepted that a
smaller class size for primary education would be beneficial to younger children, and
a marginal adjustment in secondary school class size would make little difference in
enhancing students’ academic achievements. Given the resources constraint and a
shortage of suitable sites for construction of new schools, the Administration had
given priority to implementation of whole-day primary schooling. When whole-day
primary schooling was implemented in all primary schools, resources could be
re-deployed to reduce class sizes in primary and secondary schools.

32.  The Administration informed the Panel on 18 November 2002 that the
Administration would conduct a longitudinal study on the impact of teaching in small
classes from the 2003-04 school year in order to find out the necessary pre-conditions
and teaching strategies that would maximise the benefit of small class teaching.

33.  Some members suggested that the Administration should consider maintaining
the education allocation to primary schools at the current level and allow them to
operate smaller classes in case their student intake decreased as a result of a declining
student population. They considered that the Administration should consult frontline
teachers on the merits of small class teaching rather than relying on the results of a
longitudinal study. Given the huge costs incurred for implementation of small class
teaching in all public sector primary schools, the decline of primary student
population in some old districts provided a golden opportunity for progressive
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implementation of small class teaching in certain primary schools.

34.  Some members considered that the proposed study was in essence different
from the proposed longitudinal study since variable class size and group teaching
strategies did not mean a reduction in class size but only flexible adjustment of class
sizes to suit different learning and teaching activities in selected primary schools.
They considered that small class teaching would certainly enhance the quality of
teaching and learning in primary schools. They urged the Administration to take the
opportunity to implement small class teaching in schools located at districts where the
student population had significantly decreased. These members suggested that the
Administration should freeze the number of P1 classes in each district at the current
level and reduce the standard class size in primary schools progressively from 37 to 23
students in the light of the declining student population in the next decade.

35. The Administration responded that it would take into account the latest
population forecast in deciding which school development projects should proceed for
the committed education objectives. The Administration would continue to monitor
the pace of development of the reserved school sites to ensure their availability to
meet the demand for additional school places arising from various factors including
population growth and whole-day primary schooling by 2007 and an expanded senior
secondary school sector by 2003.

36. At the Council meeting on 1 December 2004, the motion moved by Ms Audrey
EU on “Implementing small class teaching” was carried. The motion urged the
Government to progressively implement small class teaching in primary schools and
then secondary schools to enhance the quality of school education and fulfil the
expectations of parents, teachers and students. In response, EMB provided a
Legislative Council Brief on a progress report on “Implementing Small Class
Teaching” in February 2005. According to the report, the Administration is of the
view that implementation of small class teaching should be strategically planned to
ensure that the expected outcomes are achieved. The Administration is supportive of
small class teaching. But in consideration of the long-term financial implications
and competing demands for funds, the conflicting findings of overseas studies on the
effect on student learning, and scarcity of local experience, the Administration has
launched a three-year longitudinal study on small class teaching (the Study) from the
2004-05 school year.

37. The Study has been conducted according to schedule. According to the
Administration, the purposes of the Study are to assess the benefits of small class
teaching in the local context in terms of both academic and affective outcomes; and to
identify the teaching strategies and support necessary for maximising the benefits of
small class teaching.  The findings will provide useful reference for the
Administration to consider the way forward for small class teaching. A Steering
Committee comprising experienced academics and front-line educators has been set
up to monitor the progress of the Study, and provide professional support to the 37
participating government and aided primary schools in the implementation of small
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class teaching and assessment of the learning process and outcomes. The final report
of the Study will be completed at the end of 2008, and interim reports will be prepared
between 2005 and 2007.

Cost-effectiveness of the School Improvement Programme

38.  The Panel on Education has not discussed the implementation of the School
Improvement Programme.

39. In his reply to an oral question raised by Hon SZETO Wah at the Council
meeting on 5 January 2000, SEM said that the Administration had decided to appoint
a consultant to review the steps and procedures of implementing the School
Improvement Programme to assess whether there were more cost-effective ways of
carrying out the Programme, and whether there was a need to revise the
implementation timetable. In his supplementary question, Hon CHEUNG
Man-kwong pointed out that there were more than 500 schools which did not have any
student activity centre, library or computer room etc. He urged the Administration
not to defer implementation of the School Improvement Programme. SEM replied
that the consultancy review only sought to carry out the Programme in a more
cost-effective manner. The Administration had no intention to remove some schools
from the scope of the Programme and refuse to carry out improvement works for them
on the basis of the consultancy review.

40. In its paper submitted to the PWSC meeting on 17 January 2001
[PWSC(2000-01)84], the Administration reported that the consultancy review on the
School Improvement Programme had concluded that the Programme could be
delivered more effectively, and had recommended guidelines for determining whether
a school should be included in the Programme. The first guideline was that the cost
of improvement works should not normally be more than 42% of the average cost of a
new school of the same type and size. The other guideline was that the average
construction cost per square metre for the additional net floor area to be provided
through the School Improvement Programme should not be higher than a
pre-determined “trend line”.

41. PAC has, however, expressed concern about the cost-effectiveness of the
School Improvement Programme after consideration of the Audit Report No. 39
(paragraph 17 above refers). In particular, PAC has noted that five schools which
would be closed down are included in Phase V of the School Improvement
Programme. PAC has urged SEM to shelve the improvement works or reduce the
scope of the works to be carried out for schools that would be closed down in the near
future, having regard to the remaining life span of the schools concerned.

42.  When PWSC considered the Administration’s project proposal for the
construction works for schools in the final phase of the School Improvement
Programme to PWSC at its meeting on 29 October 2003, some members also raised
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concern that some schools included in the School Improvement Programme might be
closed down in the near future due to under-enrollment. They requested the
Administration to critically review the scope of the School Improvement Programme
works for these schools, having regard to the remaining life span of these schools.
These members, however, stressed that the Administration should carry out the
essential improvement works to ensure that existing students in these schools were
provided with a reasonable and safe learning environment.

43.  The Administration responded that it had reviewed the School Improvement
Programme in the light of the recommendations in the Audit Report No. 39. The
Administration assured members that the improvement works for the five aided
schools under the project proposal were justified.

Use/intended use of premises of those schools which had been closed

44.  The Panel on Education has not discussed the subject of the use/intended use of
the premises of those schools which had been closed.

Relevant questions raised at Council meetings

45.  Details of the questions raised at Council meetings which are related to the
School Building Programme and the School Improvement Programme are in
Appendix VI.

Relevant papers

46.  Members may wish to refer to the minutes of the relevant meetings and papers
provided by the Administration as set out in Appendix VII. Soft copies of these
documents are available at the website of the Legislative Council at
http://www.legco.gov.hk.

Council Business Division 2
Legislative Council Secretariat
26 May 2005




Schools Planned for Completion in the Coming 5 Years (2004/05 to 2008/09 School Years)

Appendix |

School | No. | Dist. Name of Sponsor/School Name School Course |No. of | No. of Policy Progress
Year Type class- | School
rooms| Places

Primary Schools

2004/05| 1 | HKE [Church Body of Hong Kong Sheng Kung Hui Aided PRI 24 828 WDPS Con.
2 | KC [Diocesan Boys' School DSS PRI 30 1035 WDPS+TT Con.
3 | SK [Church Body of Hong Kong Sheng Kung Hui Aided PRI 30 1035 WDPS Con.
4 | SK |The Methodist Church, Hong Kong Aided PRI 36 1242 WDPS Con.
5 | TM [Hing Tak Public School Limited Aided PRI 24 828 WDPS + R&R Con.
6 | YL [Lok Sin Tong Benevolent Society, Kowloon Aided PRI 30 1035 WDPS Con.

2005/06 [ 1 | HKE [Meng Tak Primary School - Chai Wan Aided PRI 24 828 WDPS + R&R Con.
2 | HKE [Shaukiwan Tsung Tsin School Aided PRI 24 828 WDPS + R&R Con.
3 | KT [Church Body of The Hong Kong Sheng Kung Hui Aided PRI 36 1242 WDPS Con.
4 | KT |Hong Kong Council of The Church of Christ in China Aided PRI 36 1242 WDPS Con.
5 | KwT [Salesians of Don Bosco (China Province) Aided PRI 30 1035 WDPS Con.
6 | SOU [The Catholic Diocese of Hong Kong Aided PRI 30 1035 WDPS Con.
7 | SSP [Church Body of The Hong Kong Sheng Kung Hui Aided PRI 36 1242 WDPS Con.
8 | WTS [CCC Kei Tsz Primary School Aided PRI 24 828 R&R *#
9 | YL [Chiu Yang Residents Association of Hong Kong Ltd Aided PRI 30 1035 WDPS Con.
10 | YL |Chung Sing School Ltd Aided PRI 30 1035 WDPS Con.
11| YL |Yuen Long Chamber of Commerce Primary School Aided PRI 24 828 R&R Con.

2006/07 | 1 | KC [The Directors in Hong Kong of St. Joseph's College Aided PRI 30 1035 WDPS *#@
2 N [Fung Kai Public School Aided PRI 30 1035 WDPS *#
3 N [Wai Chow Sheung Shui Clansmen Association Ltd Aided PRI 30 1035 WDPS *H@
4 | SSP |Church Body of The Hong Kong Sheng Kung Hui Aided PRI 36 1242 WDPS *H@
5 | WCH [Marymount Primary School Aided PRI 24 828 R&R Con.
6 | WTS [Good Hope School (Primary Section) Private PRI 36 1242| PIS + R&R + CD *#

+TT

7 | YL [Hong Kong Council of The Church of Christ in China Aided PRI 30 1035 WDPS *#@
8 | YL [Kwong Ming School Limited Aided PRI 36 1242 WDPS *H@
9 | YL |[Sik Sik Yuen Aided PRI 24 828 WDPS *H@

2007/08| 1 | CW |[St Stephen's Girls' Primary School Aided PRI 24 828 WDPS + R&R *#
2 | HKE [The Church Body of Hong Kong Sheng Kung Hui DSS PRI 24 828] WDPS+TT *
3 IS |Shu Yan Educational Organisation DSS PRI 30 1035 WDPS+TT *
4 | KC |Hong Kong Council of The Church of Christ in China Aided PRI 30 1035 WDPS *
5 | KC [The Catholic Diocese of Hong Kong Aided PRI 30 1035 WDPS *
6 | KC [The Catholic Diocese of Hong Kong Aided PRI 30 1035 WDPS *
7 | KT [Government Primary School Gov't PRI 30 1035 WDPS *
8 | KwT [Government Primary School Gov't PRI 36 1242 WDPS *




School | No. | Dist. Name of Sponsor/School Name School Course |No. of | No. of Policy Progress
Year Type class- | School
rooms| Places
2007/08 | 9 | KwT [The Catholic Diocese of Hong Kong Aided PRI 18 621 WDPS *
10 | N |Fanling Public School Aided PRI 24 828 WDPS + R&R *
11| N [YukYin School Aided PRI 18 621 WDPS + R&R *
12 | SOU |The Church Body of Hong Kong Sheng Kung Hui Aided PRI 36 1242 WDPS *
13 | SOU |The Council of St. Paul's Co-educational College DSS PRI 30 1035 R&R +TT *
14 | SSP |Catholic Foreign Mission Society of America, Inc. Aided PRI 30 1035 WDPS *
15 | TM |Hong Kong Chinese Church of Christ Aided PRI 30 1035 WDPS *
16 | TM [Shun Tak Fraternal Association Aided PRI 30 1035 WDPS *
17 | TW |Precious Blood Congregation Aided PRI 36 1242 WDPS *
18 | TW |The Catholic Diocese of Hong Kong Aided PRI 30 1035 WDPS *
19 | WCH|St. Paul's Primary Catholic School Aided PRI 24 828 R&R *
20 | YL |Church Body of The Hong Kong Sheng Kung Hui Aided PRI 30 1035 WDPS *
21| YL |Government Primary School Gov't PRI 30 1035 WDPS *
22 | YL |Hong Kong & Macau Lutheran Church Wong Chan Sook Ying Aided PRI 18 621 WDPS *
Memorial School
23| YL |Po Leung Kuk Aided PRI 36 1242 WDPS *
24 | YL |The Hong Kong Buddhist Association Aided PRI 30 1035 WDPS *
2008/09( 1 | SK [Tung Wah Group of Hospitals Aided PRI 30 1035 TT *
Seondary Schools
2004/05( 1 | SK |Po Leung Kuk DSS SEC 30 1160 DD+ TT Con.
2 | SK [Vocational Training Council DSS SEC (SSS)| 30 1100 DD + CD Con.
3 | SOU [Caritas St. Francis Sec Sch Aided SEC 21 820 R&R Con.
4 | SSP |Pending Allocation Pending SEC or 30 1160 DD Con.
allocation SSS
5 | SSP [Tsun Tsin Mission of Hong Kong DSS [SEC(SSS)| 30 1100 DD + CD Con.
6 | ST [Lam Tai Fai Charitable Foundation Ltd DSS SEC (SSS)| 30 1100 DD + CD Con.
7 | ST [Stewards Limited DSS SEC 30 1160 DD+ TT Con.
2005/06 [ 1 | KC [Hong Kong Institute of Contemporary Culture DSS |SEC(SSS)| 30 1000 DD +CD *#@
2 | KC [Yew Chung Education Foundation Ltd. Private SEC 33 1240 PIS + CD *H@
3 | SOU [Hong Kong University Graduates Association Education Foundation DSS SEC 30 1160 DD+ TT Con.
4 | YL |Pending Allocation Pending SEC or 30 1160 R&R Con.
allocation SSS
5 | YL [QESOSA Education Promotion Organization Ltd. Aided SEC 30 1160 DD+ TT Con.
2006/07 | 1 | HKE |HK Federation of Youth Groups DSS SEC 30 1160 DD *#@
2 N [Pending Allocation Pending SEC or 30 1160 DD *#@
allocation SSS
3 | SK |Creative Education Foundation Ltd DSS SEC 30 1160 DD *H@
4 | SSP |Pending Allocation Pending SEC or 30 1160 R&R *H@
allocation SSS
5 | YL [Pending Allocation Pending SEC or 30 1160 R&R *H@
allocation SSS




School | No. | Dist. Name of Sponsor/School Name School Course | No.of [ No. of Policy Progress
Year Type class- | School
rooms| Places
2007/08 | 1 IS |Hon Wah Educational Organisation DSS SEC 30 1160 DD+ TT *
2 | KC [Pending Allocation Pending SEC or 30 1160 R&R *
allocation SSS
3 | SSP [Concordia Lutheran School Aided SEC 30 1160 R&R *
2008/09| 1 | KC [Pooi To Middle School Aided SEC 30 1160 R&R *
Primary cum Secondary Schools
2004/05| 1 | WTS [Hong Kong International Institute of Music Private PRI cum | 18+30 1781 PIS+TT+CD Con.
SEC
2005/06 | 1 | HKE [Hon Wah Educational Organization DSS PRI cum | 18+19 1341|WDPS+DD + TT| *#@
SEC
2 | ST [Pui Kiu Middle School Ltd DSS PRI cum | 30+30 2195 DD+ TT Con.
SEC
2006/07 | 1 IS |ESF Educational Services Ltd. Private PRI cum | 18+30 1380 PIS+TT+CD *
SEC
2 IS |The Catholic Diocese of Hong Kong Aided PRI cum | 12+18 1104{\WDPS +DD + TT *
SEC
3 | SK [The Association of Evangelical Free Churches of Hong Kong DSS PRI cum | 30+30 2195 DD+ TT *H@
SEC
4 | SOU |Independent Schools Foundation Private PRI cum | 30+30 1800 PIS+TT+CD *H@
SEC
5 | SOU [Shanghai Victoria Education Foundation Private PRI cum | 24+36 1935/ PIS+TT +CD *H@
SEC
6 | ST |ESF Educational Services Ltd. Private | PRIcum |30+30 2100 PIS+TT+CD Con.
SEC
7 | ST [Hong Kong Baptist University DSS PRI cum | 30+30 2195 DD+ TT *#@
SEC
8 | ST |[International Christian Schools Ltd Private PRI cum | 15+21 846 PIS+TT + CD *
SEC
2008/09( 1 | SSP |Po Leung Kuk Private PRI cum | 30+30 2195/ PIS+TT +CD *
SEC
2 | YL [The Evangelical Lutheran Church of HK DSS PRIcum | 18+ 1621 DD+ TT *
SEC 26
3 | YTM [The Baptist Convention of Hong Kong Private PRI cum | 30+30 2195/ PIS+TT +CD *
SEC
Legend:
WDPS Whole-day primary schooling
DSS Direct subsidy scheme
TT Through-train school
PIS Private independent school
R&R Redevelopment & reprovisioning
DD Demand driven (secondary school places)
SSS Senior secondary school
CD Curriculum diversification
Con. Under construction
* School projects yet to obtain funding approval
# School projects to be submitted to Public Works Sub-committee for funding approval in the 2003/04 legislative session
@ School projects indicated by the Education Panel for discussion prior to submission to Public Works Sub-committee in the 2003/04 legislative session




the Public Works Subcommittee (PWSC)/the Finance Committee (FC)

School building projects endorsed/approved by

since the 2003-04 legislative session

Appendix 11

Paper No.

ltem

Date of
PWSC
meeting

Date of FC
meeting

Approved
estimate
($M)

PWSC(2003-04)67

A 36-classroom primary school in
Area 12, Yuen Long

18.2.2004

27.2.2004

107.700

PWSC(2003-04)68

A 24-classroom primary school at
the junction of Tin Shing Road and
Tin Pak Road, Tin Shui Wai

3.3.2004

30.4.2004

84.800

PWSC(2003-04)70

Second secondary school in Area
104, Tin Shui Wai

Second primary school in Area 104,
Tin Shui Wali

3.3.2004

30.4.2004

124.400

PWSC(2004-05)4

Secondary school at Site 10, West
Kowloon Reclamation, Sham Shui
Po

A 36-classroom primary school at
Site 10, West Kowloon Reclamation,
Sham Shui Po

21.4.2004

14.5.2004

119.100

PWSC(2004-05)5

Primary school at Sheung Shing
Street, Ho Man Tin

21.4.2004

14.5.2004

91.800

PWSC(2004-05)6

A direct subsidy scheme school
(secondary-cum-primary) at
Harmony Road, Siu Sai Wan

21.4.2004

14.5.2004

126.400

PWSC(2004-05)8

A direct subsidy scheme secondary
school in Area 50, Tseung Kwan O

5.5.2004

11.6.2004

116.300

PWSC(2004-05)25

A direct subsidy scheme school
(secondary-cum-primary) in Area
11, Sha Tin

9.6.2004

25.6.2004

222.500

PWSC(2004-05)26

A direct subsidy scheme school
(secondary-cum-primary) in Area
65, Tseung Kwan O

9.6.2004

25.6.2004

218.200

PWSC(2004-05)35

A private independent school
(secondary-cum-primary) at Shum
Wan Road, Aberdeen

23.6.2004

2.7.2004

216.900

PWSC(2004-05)42

A private independent school
(secondary-cum-primary) at Kong
Sim Wan Tsuen, Pok Fu Lam

24.11.2004

17.12.2004

184.100

PWSC(2004-05)49

A private independent secondary
school at Norfolk Road, Kowloon
Tong

15.12.2004

14.1.2005

104.400

Council Business Division 2
Legislative Council Secretariat

26 May 2005

Total :

1716.600




Appendix 11

Number of schools included and approved project estimates
under the five phases of the School Improvement Programme

(as at 30 April 2005)

Phase No. of schools Approved Project
included Estimate ($M)
1 102 1,130
2 130 2,351
3 150 4,163
4 122 4,557
5 239 8,693
Total 743 20,894

Council Business Division 2
Legislative Council Secretariat
26 May 2005




Appendix 1V

Extract from Public Accounts Committee Report No. 39 (February 2003)

tabled in Council on 19 February 2003

Primary education - Planning and provision of primary school places

75.

Conclusions and recommendations The Committee:

Planning and provision of public-sector primary school places

expresses concern that:

(@)

(b)

(©)

(d)

(€)

by 2010, the overall supply of primary school places would exceed the
overall demand by 27,600 school places, which is equivalent to
35 standard schools, and mismatches would occur in nine of the
18 districts;

the expected excess supply of primary school places is unlikely to
reverse, as the number of children in the age group of six to eleven is
expected to remain at a low level for the next two decades;

of the 69 new schools that were being planned, 22 were for the
seven districts where there would be a significant excess supply of
school places;

not enough school places are being planned for two districts where there
will be a serious shortfall of school places; and

some schools had each seven or more vacant classrooms, which
represent under-utilisation of existing educational resources;

notes that:

(a)

(b)

(©)

the Education and Manpower Bureau (EMB) will tighten the criteria for
operating Primary One classes from the 2003-04 school year, to the
effect that if the total number of students allocated to a Primary One
class of a school is less than 23, and there are still unfilled Primary One
places in other schools of the same school net, the school may not be
allowed to operate that class;

the EMB has decided to suspend nine school projects in the seven
districts projected to have excess supply of primary school places in both
2007 and 2010 based on the latest population projection, and another five
school projects due to various reasons, e.g. high site formation costs and
technical constraints of the school sites concerned; and

the EMB plans to construct a total of 19 new primary schools from 2003
to 2007 in the four districts with a projected shortfall of school places in
the light of the latest population forecast;



-2 -

Primary education - Planning and provision of primary school places

- urges the Secretary for Education and Manpower to:

(@) explore measures to address the problem of expected serious excess
supply of school places;

(b) review the school building programme, taking into account:

(i) the savings that can now be achieved due to the suspension of the
school projects; and

(if) the need to expeditiously reprovision or redevelop existing schools
which have poor physical conditions; and

(c) consult the Legislative Council (LegCo) and parties concerned regarding
the revised criteria for operating Primary One classes;

Enrolment and class size
- expresses concern that:

(a) a serious over-enrolment situation existed in some classes where the
actual number of students exceeded the standard class size by seven or
more; and

(b) a serious under-enrolment existed in some classes where the unfilled
places were eleven or more;

- acknowledges that the EMB will conduct a study to identify the pre-
conditions for effective learning in small classes and is considering the details
of the study, including the timetable and scope;

- urges the Secretary for Education and Manpower to consult the LegCo and
parties concerned when conducting the study on small class teaching;

School Improvement Programme

- expresses serious dismay that some schools had not made use of their vacant
classrooms although they had been left idle for a long time;



- 3 -

Primary education - Planning and provision of primary school places

- expresses concern that:

(@) the School Improvement Programme (SIP) can be more cost-effectively
carried out in schools with many vacant classrooms by converting vacant
classrooms into various function rooms, instead of building additional
floor areas; and had such an approach been adopted, the cost of the SIP

works carried out would have been reduced significantly; and

(b) five schools that would be closed down are included in Phase V of the

SIP;

- notes the Director of Education’s statement that according to the ED’s
projection, all the vacant classrooms in those schools for which SIP works had
been carried out would be used by the commencement of the 2007-08 school

year when whole-day primary schooling was fully implemented;

- acknowledges that the EMB has decided to shelve the SIP works for 62 rural

schools as the demand for such schools may not be great;

- urges the Secretary for Education and Manpower to:

(a) explore ways to make use of the vacant classrooms temporarily, pending

full implementation of whole-day primary schooling;

(b) re-examine the SIP plans for schools which have many vacant classrooms
and, where feasible, convert the existing vacant classrooms into various

function rooms, instead of building additional floor areas; and

(c) shelve the SIP works or reduce the scope of the works to be carried out
for schools that will be closed down in the near future, having regard to

the remaining life span of the schools concerned:;

Rural primary schools

- expresses concern that many rural schools are not able to provide a suitable
environment for quality education and social development because of the

inferior facilities and the small number of students;

- acknowledges that the EMB:

(@) has drawn up a timetable to phase out all Category C rural schools that

are surplus to requirements; and

(b) s reviewing the future development of rural primary schools;
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Primary education - Planning and provision of primary school places

- urges the Secretary for Education and Manpower to draw up action plans to
transfer students attending rural schools to nearby standard schools as far as
possible, so as to ensure that the students can study in a more suitable school
environment with better school facilities;

Government primary schools

- expresses concern that:

(@)

(b)

government primary schools are not evenly distributed in accordance
with the broad guidelines that each district should have one government
primary school; and

the cost differential between operating government primary schools and
aided schools had widened from 21% in 1990 to 26% in 2001,

- acknowledges that the EMB:

(@)

(b)

is reviewing the role, provision and the future development of
government primary schools; and

will try using contract terms to hire staff in government schools from
2003;

Primary One Admission system

- EeXPresses concern that:

(@)

(b)

about half of the parents who responded to the audit survey considered
that the Primary One Admission (POA) information provided by the ED
was insufficient and were not satisfied with the information provided,;
and

the ED’s current system for preventing and detecting the reporting of
false addresses by parents has its limitations because the documents
requested by the ED for residential addresses are not entirely reliable;

- urges the Secretary for Education and Manpower to:

(a)

take appropriate action to provide the public with additional information
on the POA process, which is mentioned in paragraph 7.12 of the Audit
Report; and
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Primary education - Planning and provision of primary school places

(b)

provide a hyperlink to the POA on the front page of the EMB’s Website
throughout the year; and

Follow-up actions

- wishes to be kept informed of:

(@)

(b)
(©)

(d)
(€)

(f)

the progress of all the actions taken by the EMB to ensure that the
standard class size is followed as far as possible;

the progress of the study on small class teaching;

the actions taken by the EMB to improve the cost-effectiveness in the
implementation of the SIP;

the progress made by the EMB in phasing out rural schools;

the outcome of the review of the future development of rural primary
schools; and

the outcome of the review on the role, provision and development of
government primary schools.



Appendix V

Extract from Public Accounts Committee Report No. 41 (February 2004)
tabled in Council on 25 February 2004

Planning and provision of public secondary school places

43. Conclusions and recommendations The Committee:
Classroom utilisation

- expresses concern that there were 145 vacant classrooms in public secondary
schools as at September 2002;

- notes that:

(a) the Permanent Secretary for Education and Manpower has commented
that the 145 vacant classrooms amounts to only 1.4% of all classrooms
available in the public secondary schools and the situation of vacant
classrooms is not serious. However, the Secretary for Education and
Manpower agrees that the persistent under-utilisation of classrooms
needs to be tackled;

(b) most of the vacant classrooms are being put to beneficial use; and

(c) the EMB has generally accepted Audit’s recommendations in
paragraph 2.17 of the Audit Report;

Unfilled places in public secondary schools
- expresses concern that:

(a) many eligible students could not be admitted to Secondary Six due to the
limited number of places, yet many of those admitted chose not to study
in Secondary Seven;

(b) the under-utilisation problem in ex-prevocational/technical schools was
widespread; and

(c) while there were some 20,300 unfilled places in public secondary
schools, the Government had spent some $246 million on buying 7,300
school places from caput schools in the 2002-03 school year;

- notes that the Secretary for Education and Manpower:

(a) has undertaken to critically review the demand for caput schools in
different districts and consider reducing the number of places bought
from the caput schools which have a substantial number of unfilled
places;



Planning and provision of public secondary school places

b) has accepted Audit’s recommendations mentioned in paragraphs 3.9,
3.19 and 3.30 of the Audit Report; and

(c) has no objection to Audit’s recommendations in paragraph 3.15 of the
Audit Report;

Government secondary schools
- expresses concern that:

(a) the broad guideline that each district should have one government
secondary school has not been followed;

(b) some of the objectives of providing government secondary schools could
be met by other means;

(c) some government secondary schools had under-utilisation problems; and

(d) government secondary schools are more costly to operate than aided
secondary schools. The cost differential in 2002-03 was about $10,000
per student;

- notes that:

(a) the EMB is prepared to close those government secondary schools which
have a large number of unfilled places and to retain the quality ones. In
the 2004-05 school year, there will be one or two government secondary
schools which will not admit any more Secondary One students; and

(b) the EMB has accepted Audit’s recommendations in paragraph 4.19 of
the Audit Report and has set up a Working Group to review the future
roles and development of government schools;

Model for projecting future supply and demand for public secondary school
places

- expresses concern that, in making projections for the future supply and
demand of public school places, the EMB might not have fully taken into
account all available school places, because:

(a) some of the 145 vacant classrooms could be utilised to provide
additional school places;



Planning and provision of public secondary school places

(b) the number of school places reserved for repeaters at Secondary One to
Three could be reduced;

(c) more places provided by Direct Subsidy Scheme schools could be taken
into account;

(d) not all new schools under planning were included in the projection; and

(e) the size of Secondary Six classes could be increased slightly as the
number of unfilled places at Secondary Seven was significantly higher
than that in Secondary Six. There is also a clear trend that many
Secondary Six students will choose not to study in Secondary Seven,;

- notes that the Secretary for Education and Manpower has generally accepted
Audit’s recommendations in paragraph 5.16 of the Audit Report; and

Follow-up action
- wishes to be kept informed of any further developments and progress made in

implementing the various Audit recommendations and improvement
measures.



Appendix VI
List of questions and motion raised/moved at Council meetings
A list of the questions and motions raised/moved relating to the School
Building Programme and the School Improvement Programme raised by Members
at Council meetings since the first term of the Legislative Council is set out below
for members’ easy reference.

1998-99 legislative session

Council meeting on 22 July 1998

2. Hon CHEUNG Man-kwong raised a written question on supply and
demand of places in various types of special schools. The question and replies
are available on the Research and Library Services Information System and the
Council's website at http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr98-99/english/counmtg/hansard/
980722fe.htm.

1999-2000 legislative session

Council meeting on 24 November 1999

3. Hon Emily LAU raised a written question on remedial measures for
primary and secondary schools without physical education facilities. The
question and replies are available on the Research and Library Services
Information  System and the Council's website at [page 68]
http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr99-00/english/counmtg/hansard/991124fe.pdf.

Council meeting on 5 January 2000

4. Hon SZETO WAMH raised an oral question on implementation of school
improvement programme. The question and replies are available on the Research
and Library Services Information System and the Council's website at [page 14]
http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr99-00/english/counmtg/hansard/000105fe.pdf.

Council meeting on 8 March 2000

5. Dr Hon TANG Siu-tong raised a written question on building new school
premises for implementation of whole-day schooling in primary schools. The
question and replies are available on the Research and Library Services
Information  System and the Council's website at [page 13]
http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr99-00/ english/counmtg/hansard/000308fe.pdf.




Council meeting on 3 May 2000

6. Hon CHEUNG Man-kwong moved a motion on improving the teaching
environment in schools. The Official Record of Proceedings of the meeting is
available on the Research and Library Services Information System and the
Council's website at [page 89] http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr99-00/english/
counmtg/hansard/000503fe.pdf.

2000-01 legislative session

Council meeting on 25 October 2000

7. Hon LAU Kong-wah raised a written question on supply and demand for
primary school places. The question and replies are available on the Research
and Library Services Information System and the Council's website at [page 8]
http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr00-01/english/counmtg/ hansard/001025fe.pdf.

Council meeting on 25 April 2001

8. Hon CHAN Yuen-han raised a written question on the issue of Primary Six
students being required to attend secondary schools in other districts. The
question and replies are available on the Research and Library Services
Information  System and the Council's website at [page 58]
http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr00-01/ english/counmtg/hansard/010425fe.pdf.

2001-02 legislative session

Council meeting on 8 May 2002

9. Hon CHEUNG Man-kwong raised a written question on delay in the
construction work of government primary schools. The question and replies are
available on the Research and Library Services Information System and the
Council's website at [page 65] http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr01-02/english/
counmtg/hansard/cm0508ti-translate-e.pdf.

2002-03 legislative session

Council meeting on 20 November 2002

10. Hon CHEUNG Man-kwong raised a written question on land reserved for
constructing primary and secondary school. The question and replies are
available on the Research and Library Services Information System and the
Council's website at [page 80] http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr02-03/english/counmtg/
hansard/cm1120ti-translate-e.pdf.




2003-04 legislative session

Council meeting on 26 November 2003

11. Hon CHEUNG Man-kwong raised a written question on school planning.
The question and replies are available on the Research and Library Services
Information  System and the Council's website at [page 62]
http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr03-04/english/counmtg/hansard/cm1126ti-translate-e.p
df.

2004-05 legislative session

Council meeting on 20 April 2005

12.  Hon TAM Yiu-chung raised a written question on dwindling number of
primary school students. The question and replies are available on the Research
and Library Services Information System and the Council's website at
http://www.legco.gov.hk/general/english/counmtg/yr04-08/mtg_0405.htm#mtg04
20.

Council meeting on 18 May 2005

13.  Hon Jasper TSANG Yok-sing raised a written question on a Y2K school
fails to admit sufficient students. The question and replies are available on the
Research and Library Services Information System and the Council's website at
http://www.legco.gov.hk/general/english/counmtg/yr04-08/mtg_0405.htm#mtg05
18.

Council Business Division 2
Legislative Council Secretariat
26 May 2005




Panel on Education

Appendix VI

Relevant documents on school building progamme and
school improvement programme

Date of Meeting Minutes/Paper LC Paper No.
meeting
18.1.99 Panel on | Minutes of meeting CB(2)1973/98-99
Education http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr9
8-99/english/panels/ed/minu
tes/ed180199.htm
Discussion paper on CB(2)1063/98-99(02)
"Improving Student-Teacher | http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr9
Ratio in Primary and 8-99/english/panels/ed/paper
Secondary Schools" s/1063e02.pdf
30.3.99 Panel on | Minutes of meeting CB(2)2665/98-99
Education http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr9
8-99/english/panels/ed/minu
tes/ed300399.htm
Discussion paper on | CB(2)1582/98-99(03)
"Allocation of land for http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr9
school development" 8-99/english/panels/ed/paper
s/ed3003_5.htm
18.12.00 Panel on | Minutes of meeting CB(2)1072/00-01
Education http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr0
0-01/english/panels/ed/minu
tes/ed181200.pdf
Discussion paper on | CB(2)504/00-01(01)
"Reservation of school sites” | http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr0
0-01/english/panels/ed/paper
s/504e01.pdf
15.1.01 Panel on | Minutes of meeting CB(2)1107/00-01
Education http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr0

0-01/english/panels/ed/minu
tes/ed150101.pdf




Date of Meeting Minutes/Paper LC Paper No.
meeting
Discussion paper on | CB(2)666/00-01(01)
"Further Information on | http://www.legco.qov.hk/yrO
School Sites" 0-01/english/panels/ed/paper
s/666€e01.pdf
18.11.02 Panel on | Minutes of meeting CB(2)627/02-03
Education http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr0
2-03/english/panels/ed/minu
tes/ed021118.pdf
Information note on | CB(2)155/02-03(01)
"Priorities in Education for | http://www.legco.qov.hk/yr0
2002-03" 2-03/english/panels/ed/paper
s/ed1028ch2-155-1e.pdf
20.1.03 Panel on | Minutes of meeting CB(2)1177/02-03
Education http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr0
2-03/english/panels/ed/minu
tes/ed030120.pdf
Discussion paper on | CB(2)894/02-03(02)
"Reservation of school sites" | http://www.legco.qov.hk/yr0
2-03/english/panels/ed/paper
s/ed0120ch2-894-2e.pdf
19.5.03 Panel on | Minutes of meeting CB(2)2404/02-03
Education http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr0
2-03/english/panels/ed/minu
tes/ed030519.pdf
Discussion paper on "Study | CB(2)1826/02-03(06)
on effective strategies of | http://www.legco.gov.hk/yrQ
class and group teaching in | 2-03/english/panels/ed/paper
primary schools" s/ed0428cb2-1826-6e.pdf
26.5.03 Panel on | Minutes of meeting CB(2)2818/02-03
Education http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr0

2-03/english/panels/ed/minu
tes/ed030526.pdf

Discussion paper on
"Consolidation of high cost
& under-utilized primary

CB(2)1826/02-03(01)
http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr0
2-03/english/panels/ed/paper




Date of
meeting

Meeting

Minutes/Paper

LC Paper No.

schools"

s/ed0428ch2-1826-1e.pdf

16.6.03

Panel on
Education

Minutes of meeting

CB(2)2974/02-03
http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr0
2-03/english/panels/ed/minu
tes/ed030616.pdf

Discussion paper on
"Implementation of
whole-day primary

schooling"

CB(2)2401/02-03(01)
http://www.legco.gov.hk/yrQ
2-03/english/panels/ed/paper
s/ed0616ch2-2401-1e.pdf

23.6.03

Panel on
Education

Minutes of meeting

CB(2)3034/02-03
http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr0
2-03/english/panels/ed/minu
tes/ed030623.pdf

29.10.03

Public Works
Subcommittee

Minutes of meeting

PWSC16/03-04
http://www.legco.gov.hk/yrQ
3-04/english/fc/pwsc/minute
s/pw031029.pdf

Head 703 - Buildings

PWSC(2003-2004)50
http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr0
3-04/english/fc/pwsc/papers/

p03-50e.pdf

Head 708 -  Capital
subventions and  major
systems and equipment

PWSC(2003-2004)51
http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr0
3-04/english/fc/pwsc/papers/

03-51e.pdf

30.1.04

Panel on
Education

Minutes of meeting

CB(2)1645/03-04
http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr0
3-04/english/panels/ed/minu
tes/ed040130.pdf

Discussion paper on
"Planning and provision of
public sector school places"

CB(2)1058/03-04(01)
http://www.legco.gov.hk/yrQ
3-04/english/panels/ed/paper
s/ed0130cb2-1058-1-e.pdf




Date of Meeting Minutes/Paper LC Paper No.
meeting
19.4.04 Panel on | Minutes of meeting CB(2)2790/03-04
Education http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr0
3-04/english/panels/ed/minu
tes/ed040419.pdf
Discussion paper on CB(2)2013/03-04(01)
"Schools not Allocated http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr0
Primary One Class in 3-04/english/panels/ed/paper
2004/05 School Year" s/ed0419cb2-2013-1e.pdf
19.7.04 Panel on | Minutes of meeting CB(2)3330/03-04
Education http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr0
3-04/english/panels/ed/minu
tes/ed040719.pdf
Discussion paper on | CB(2)3088/03-04(01)
"Teacher-to-class ratios and | http://www.legco.gov.hk/yrQ
class sizes in primary and | 3-04/english/panels/ed/paper
secondary schools" s/ed0719cb2-3088-1e.pdf
12.4.05 Finance Minutes of meeting http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr0
Committee 4-05/english/fc/fc/general/m
eetings.htm#0411

Council Business Division 2
Legislative Council Secretariat
26 May 2005




