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(1)

Handling of illicit cigarettes forfeited by the Government

Hon WONG Yuk-man (Oral Reply)

On 8 April thisyear, when the Panel on Security of this
Council discussed at its special meeting the item of
“Enforcement against the smuggling and sale of illicit
cigarettes’, the authorities indicated that the
Government had disposed of illicit cigarettes forfeited
by auction or destruction. In this connection, will the
Government inform this Council:

@ when the authorities formulated the policy of
disposing of forfeited illicit cigarettes by
auction, and what the justifications were;
according to the authorities estimation,
whether the general public are aware of that
policy; whether the authorities had carried out
any consultation or made any announcement in
formulating such apolicy;

(b) how the authorities ensure that the illicit
cigarettes disposed of by auction are of good
quality, and that law-breakers did not add to
those illicit cigarettes any substance which is
hazardous to health; of the respective market
values of the illicit cigarettes forfeited from
2000 to 2007; among the illicit cigarettes
forfeited by the authorities in the past 10 years,
of the respective quantities of those being
disposed of by auction and the proceeds
generated, and the quantities of those
destroyed; the places where the auctioned illicit
cigarettes were shipped to, and the percentages
of the illicit cigarettes shipped to the various
places in the total quantity of illicit cigarettes
being disposed of by auction in that year;
whether the authorities have assessed if the
auction of forfeited illicit cigarettesis ethical, if



it encourages smoking and if it deviates from
the policy of anti-smoking and tobacco control
over the years; if they have assessed, of the
outcome; and

how the authorities destroyed illicit cigarettes
in the past 10 years; given that some experts
have pointed out that asillicit cigarettes contain
heavy metal and carcinogenic substances,
incineration is not appropriate, and have
therefore suggested that the authorities should
dispose of the illicit cigarettes by landfilling,
what measures the authorities have to ensure
that the destruction of illicit cigarettes is safe
and will not affect environmental hygiene?
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Judicial review case regarding the environmental impact

assessment reports of the Hong Kong-Zhuhai-Macao Bridge

(6)

DrHon LAM Tai-fai  (Oral Reply)

Some members of the public have complained to me
that they are dissatisfied with the acts and practices of
certain political parties and politicians as they have not
instituted legal proceedings on their own, but have
made use of an illiterate elderly recipient of
Comprehensive Social Security Assistance to apply for
legal aid to initiate a judicia review, thus abusing
judicial proceedings, attacking the construction project
of the Hong Kong-Zhuhai-Macao Bridge (“HKZMB”),
forcing the project to be halted and seriously
undermining the interests of Hong Kong. This has
not only procrastinated the progress of the works of the
HKZMB Hong Kong section and pushed up the
construction costs, but may aso affect 78 other
projects, thereby seriously hampering the economic
development of Hong Kong, pushing up the
unemployment rate and leading to immeasurable
losses. There are also media reports that the Civic
Party has admitted that it assisted a Tung Chung
resident to apply for judicia review. In this
connection, will the Government inform this Council:

@ whether the Government has recelved any
complaint or view which alleged that the
aforesaid case involved  “champerty”,
“maintenance” or other acts of abusing judicia
proceedings; and whether the Government will
initiate investigations to ascertain if anyone has
manipulated the litigation behind the scene,
perverted the course of justice and gained
benefits in the process; if it will, of the details;
if not, the reasons for that; and



(b)

given that at the Chief Executive’'s Question
and Answer Session on 19 May this year, the
Hon Alan LEONG Kah-kit of the Civic Party
claimed that this Council had been cautioning
the Government that it was highly likely that
the Government’s approach of handling the
Environmental Impact Assessment Ordinance
would be regarded as breaching the law, while
at the special meeting of the House Committee
of this Council held on 20 May this year, the
Chief Secretary for Administration said that
after going through all the records, the
Government had not found any record
indicating that requests had been made for the
Government to conduct the kind of baseline
studies requested by the Court in its judgment,
whether the Government will the take the
initiative to find out from Mr LEONG the
specific contents of such views and when such
views had been given; if it will, of the details; if
not, the reasons for that?



