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The problem of pregnant mainland women giving birth

in Hong Kong

Dr Hon Margaret NG (Ord reply)

At present, the SAR Government implements the same
policy in respect of pregnant mainland women whose
spouses are permanent residents of Hong Kong (“singly
non-permanent resident pregnant women”) and those
whose spouses are not permanent residents of Hong
Kong (“doubly non-permanent resident pregnant
women”) giving birth in Hong Kong. There have been
comments that children of “singly non-permanent
resident pregnant women” are children born to Hong
Kong people, and as indicated by the figures given by
the Government in reply to a question of a Member of
this Council in November 2009, the number of babies
born in Hong Kong to “singly non-permanent resident
pregnant women” in each of the years between 2002 and
2008 was some 7000 to 9000 which was not
substantial, the hospitals in Hong Kong were able to
cope with them, and therefore the SAR Government
should deal with “singly non-permanent resident
pregnant women” and “doubly non-permanent resident
pregnant women” separately in formulating its policy on
pregnant mainland women giving birth in Hong Kong.
In this connection, will the Government inform this
Council:

(@ of the number of babies born in Hong Kong to
“sgingly non-permanent resident  pregnant
women” in each of the years between 2009 and
2011; and

(b) whether the SAR Government will respectively
formulate different policies on “singly
non-permanent resident pregnant women” and



“doubly non-permanent resident pregnant
women” giving birth in Hong Kong (including
measures regarding the two aspects of quotas for
obstetric services in public and private hospitals
as well as fees payable by non-local pregnant
women using obstetric services in public
hospitals, etc.); if it will, of the details; if not, the
reasons for that?
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Declaration of interests by Members of the Executive Council

(4)

Hon Emily LAU Wai-hing (Ordl reply)

It was reported in the press at the end of last year that an
Executive Council (“ExCo”) Member, who is also a
Legislative Council Member, and his family members
reduced holding of their assets in Hong Kong, including
13 residential units and seven lots, during the period
from September to December last year. There were
public comments expressing concerns whether the ExCo
Member reduced holding of such assets because he had
obtained inside information, arousing concerns among
members of the public whether the authorities could
ensure that ExCo Members would not reap excessive
profits because they had access to sensitive inside
information.  Furthermore, in 2010 when the ExCo
Member and his family members gained profits by way
of “confirmor sale” prior to the launching of
anti-speculation measures for residential properties by
the authorities, public comments already suspected
whether this was a result of his access to inside
information, yet the authorities did not conduct any
in-depth investigation into the matter. In this
connection, will the Executive Authorities inform this
Council:

(@ since the incident of the ExCo Member and his
family members gaining profits by way of
“confirmor sale” in 2010, whether they have
tightened the system of declaration of interests
by ExCo Members to enhance transparency and
accountability;

(b) whether in the past three years when ExCo
discussed sensitive issues such as housing and
land, it had on the ground of conflict of interests



prohibited any Member holding a large amount
of properties and lots from obtaining the papers
and participating in the discussions on such
Issues; if it had, of the details; and

of the number of declarations of interests made
by ExCo Members to the Chief Executive and
ExCo in the past three years because conflict of
interests was involved; of the details of cases in
which ExCo Members had to declare their
Interests in relation to the issues of housing and
land, as well as those in which they had
withdrawn from the relevant discussions?
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Surveys on the popularity of the 2012 Chief Executive potential
candidates conducted by the Hong Kong Baptist University

(5)

Hon L EE Wing-tat (Ord reply)

The HongCOMM Survey Lab of the School of
Communication of the Hong Kong Baptist University
(“HKBU”) conducted two telephone surveys on the
popularity of the 2012 Chief Executive potential
candidates in December 2011 and January 2012
respectively for its Hong Kong Media Transition
Project. The way by which the January 2012 survey
results were released has aroused concerns among
members of the University, the media and the public.
An Investigation Panel comprising staff members and
an alumnus of the University was subsequently set up
by HKBU, and its report (“the Report”) was released on
6 February this year. It has been reported that: the
Report falled to address the discontent among the
teaching staff and students of HKBU as well as the
public; the Investigation Panel did not examine if there
was any political interference and its findings were
merely based on the one-sided story from the persons
being investigated; and the investigation was not
conducted in an open, fair and just manner and failed to
address public concerns. In this connection, will the
Executive Authorities inform this Council:

(@ whether they will set up an independent
Investigation panel to thoroughly investigate the
aforesaid incident; if not, whether there are
specific and effective means to ensure that the
academic and research institutes of tertiary
Institutions are not subject to external pressure
or political interference, so as to prevent their
teaching and research work from being
influenced; and



(b)

how they ensure that teaching staff unions of
tertiary institutions will not be subject to any
pressure from the institutions concerned and can
fully express their views when they criticize the
management of the institutions, so as to protect
academic freedom?
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Blasting worksfor MTR West Island Line

Hon CHEUNG Hok-ming (Ord reply)

After | raised a question last year concerning the safety
of the tunnel blasting works for the Hong Kong section
of Guangzhou-Shenzhen-Hong Kong Express Rail Link,
| have recently received complaints one after another
regarding the structural problems caused to nearby
buildings by the underground blasting works for the
West Idland Line. In this connection, will the
Government inform this Council:

(@ whether it knows the total number of complaints
received by the MTR Corporation Limited
(“MTRCL”) as at 30 January this year about the
problems caused to nearby buildings by the
tunnel boring or blasting works for the new lines
under construction, with a breakdown by railway
line and district; among such complaints, the
number of those which were referred to loss
adjusters for investigation and the results of such
Investigations;

(b) as | have learnt that while MTRCL will conduct
condition surveys for buildings before the
commencement of works, quite a number of
residents, building owners and owners
corporations are dissatisfied that MTRCL has
neither consulted them before conducting the
condition surveys nor disclosed the results after
completing the surveys, making it difficult for
the affected parties to clam reasonable
compensation in the future, whether the
authorities will consider urging MTRCL to
enhance the transparency of its condition
surveys; apart from the referral by MTRCL of



(©)

complaint cases to the loss adjusters
commissioned by MTRCL itsdf for
investigation, whether the authorities will
consider assisting the affected parties who have
financial difficulties and who are elderly in
employing independent surveyors or loss
adjusters to conduct objective evaluations and
arbitration, or assisting the affected parties to
conduct such evaluations through other means
(e.g. through the Buildings Department); if not,
of the reasons for that; and

whether the authorities and MTRCL have
assessed the impact of the airflow and vibration,
which are within the relevant statutory limits,
generated by tunnel boring or blasting works on
older buildings or buildings which are
structurally more fragile; if they have, of the
detaills; if not, whether they will consider
conducting a comprehensive assessment so as to
address public concerns?
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Trading hours of Hong Kong stock exchange market

Hon Tanya CHAN (Written reply)

Some securities practitioners have recently relayed to
me that after the Hong Kong Exchanges and Clearing
Limited (“HKEXx") had changed the trading hours, not
only was their lunch time shortened, but the
administrative or other work done by them during the
lunch break in the past was also seriously affected.
Some securities practitioners have further pointed out
that since they needed time to complete their work, they
actualy did not have time for meals during the lunch
break. In this connection, will the Government inform
this Council if it knows:

(@ the number of views and complaints about the
change in trading hours received by the
regulatory authorities and HKEx from members
of the trade since HKEx changed the trading
hours; whether the regulatory authorities and
HKEx have followed up such views and
complaints; if they have, the details; if not, the
reasons for that;

(b) whether HKEx has conducted any assessment
and review on the actua effectiveness of
extending the trading hours; if it has, the
assessment and review outcomes; if not, whether
HKEx has aready planned to conduct such a
review; if there is a specific plan, the details; if
there is no such plan, the reasons for that; and

(© given that HKEX has indicated that the lunch
break in the stock exchange market may be
further shortened in the future, whether HKEx
has any plan at present to conduct consultation
on such an arrangement or has even decided to



implement the further extension of trading
hours; if it has, the reasons for that?
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Development of Chinese medicine industry and clinics

Dr Hon LAM Tai-fai (Written reply)

Some members of the Chinese medicine industry (“CM
industry”) in Hong Kong have relayed to me that the
CM industry has all along been developing slowly
although in 1999, the Chinese Medicine Ordinance
(Cap. 549) was enacted and the Chinese Medicine
Council of Hong Kong was established by the
Government, and that the Government has neither
attached enough importance nor provided sufficient
support to the CM industry. In this connection, will
the Government inform this Council :

(@ whether it will consider setting up a dedicated
committee to formulate policies on promoting
the development of the CM industry; if it will, of
the details; if not, the reasons for that;

(b) given that the Government has indicated that it
Is actively implementing the plan to establish 18
public Chinese medicine clinics (*CMCs’) in
Hong Kong in phases, and that 16 CMCs have
been established so far, when the authorities
plan to set up the remaining two CMCs, and
whether they will consider further increasing the
number of CMCs; if not, of the reasons for that;

(© given that the Government has indicated that
while the current operating hours of various
CMCs are subject to district needs with a view
to facilitating patients to seek treatment as
convenient as possible under the premise of
optimizing the use of resources, it does not have
any plan at present to extend their operating
hours, whether the authorities have conducted
any study or investigation to ascertain if the



(d)

(€)

(f)

(9)

(h)

operating hours of CMCs in various districts
have already met district needs and facilitated
patients to seek treatment as convenient as
possible; if they have, of the details; if not, why
they do not consider extending such operating
hours to facilitate the public;

given that the Government has announced that in
addition to revamping existing medical facilities,
the redevelopment of Kwong Wah Hospital will
aso strengthen the Chinese and Western
medicines shared care services of the hospital
(including Chinese medicine in-patient service),
whether it knows the details of the initiatives of
the hospital in this respect (including the
respective numbers of beds and Chinese
medicine practitioners (“CMPs’) of the Chinese
medicine in-patient service), and if the Hospital
Authority has any plan to extend these initiatives
to other hospitals;

whether it will reconsider studying the
establishment of a public Chinese medicine
hospital; if it will, of the details; if not, the
reasons for that;

whether it has assessed if the authorities
initiatives in the past decade were able to
incorporate Chinese medicine into the public
healthcare system proactively; if it has assessed,
of the details; if not, the reasons for that;

of the measures in place to facilitate sustainable
career development of CMPs with a view to
promoting the development of the CM industry;

of the measures or policies currently in place to
attract Chinese medicine experts from the



(i)

()

(k)

Mainland to Hong Kong to nurture local talents
and lift the professiona standard of the CM
industry in Hong Kong;

whether it will consider offering assistance
(including creating special tax concessions in
this respect) to smal and medium-sized
proprietary Chinese medicine manufacturers in
terms of resources and financing to alay their
burden in various aspects such as testing,
rescarch and development and plant
Improvement, etc., and to upgrade the quality of
products; if it will, of the detalls; if not, the
reasons for that;

given that some members of the industry have
indicated that under the insurance coverage
provided by insurance companies at present, the
amounts of compensation granted for claims
made in respect of fees for treatment by CMPs
are generally lower than those granted for claims
made in respect of fees for treatment by medical
practitioners, whether the authorities know the
reasons for that; if they do, of the details; if not,
whether they will seek an in-depth
understanding of the matter; and

given that Chinese medicine is outside the scope
of medical benefits for civil service €eligible
persons at present, whether the authorities will
consider including Chinese medicine in such
scope so as to take the lead in promoting
equality between CMPs and medicad
practitioners; if they will not, of the reasons for
that?



# (15)

firt

et

INEIFEECE R

i {5 R 8 (FH%EHE)

T R ANWER B E a8 A R
iz AF (R EGAEMEEFEEER AT S
oy BT 22 2% 7] ) 68 AR OH B SR AU IR - IRER A
FEAE MR W5 1% gl AT B A R
i » BOEERGHZ AR NKE Y » (HHE K
BEERBRERES  MMfEL FEE R AT
F AL Ao B (B — IR S e A AR
F BT IS A] EGE AR A AE B Al AT RS 1R R K
ANGE o MR RE R i 22 2 m S A A R
&AL B B Z AR ERE ISR F I s o At
INESE PR ANME N A EHEEEREN
5N HE AL G- Y SRR B ERR SR B A
FE G EE A E LR R - B E
BILHEMEEFEF 2 o MBI E ST H R E
J5Ui5E 0 7R 2 IR R 9. 9% R I B IR - M B et
K JE R T RN 2 B R R F LR AR - gt - BUR

AR E A

(—) EGME - @®mE 3 F . BUTEM - &
BREEXRGRBEEZESEEE
%) E R ze N A B E R
KB R R - DR EEENFEE
Fo il

(Z) BEETEEBUTE M KB E R R
il i B P R 22 N E A B B R Y
KB &R 5 IO BERALAREE
MERER RS ;s Z5F > B BM
A R s

(= ERERTI ISR =R R SR R )
HRE DL EAREFEMEXDNR

Ag
B/ B8 .
TR E



()

HE  wERM ES > RE M
AR Rl 22 R IESE 5 K

BERMZELFR(BEY RZE LR RS
o AU P B R R IR T A R B H &
A B R A O T IR A A R R
% o I E B IE 0 5 o A v ikolE 28
WEERME  FoFEAREINA
ALE e o A R o DL B R 2 B 22
NEZEBA R s m5E o FEE A
Ao NN R TN Gl o i O =
Jin o O BtV B A B A 2



(15)

Oversae of air tickets by airlines

Hon Paul TSE Wai-chun (Written reply)

In recent years, my Member's Office has from time to
time received complaints from members of the public in
Hong Kong against the oversale of air tickets by
arlines, in particular the airline that has the largest
market share in terms of air passenger volume in Hong
Kong. The complainants alleged that they were
notified of the unavailability of seats only upon arrival
at the airport or shortly before boarding, and they were
forced to negotiate with the staff members of the airline
concerned at the airport, but the attitude of its staff
members was usualy very poor, and the airline
concerned usually only undertook to upgrade their seats
or offer one-night hotel stay as a compensation, without
regard to delay in the itinerary of the passengers that
might have caused, as well as the financial loss suffered
by and the inconvenience brought to the passengers.
They were of the view that the airline concerned,
because of its large market share, had ignored the rights
and interests of those individual passengers who lacked
bargaining power. They aso queried that in an earlier
incident of flight delay suspected to be caused by the
oversale of air tickets by an airline, a celebrity in the
catering industry brought along journalists to cover the
process of his negotiation with the airline concerned at
the scene and was subsequently offered compensation
that was much higher than that in similar incidents.
They criticized that this was no different from the
hegemonic style of the two power companies which
ignored the overall interest of the community and the
public, and initially sought to make the maximum
permitted return of 9.9% recently. In this connection,
will the Government inform this Council:



@

(b)

(©)

(d)

whether it knows the number of requests for
assistance and complaints involving the oversale
of air tickets by airlines received by government
departments, the Travel Industry Council of
Hong Kong and the Consumer Council in each
of the past three years, as well as the details of
such cases;

whether it has designated any government
department or established any procedure and
mechanism to handle requests for assistance and
enquiries involving the oversale of air tickets by
airlines; further, whether it has publicized the
relevant procedures and mechanisms; if it has, of
the details; if not, the reasons for that;

whether it has examined the impact of the
oversale of air tickets by airlines on flight
passengers and the passenger flight industry in
Hong Kong; if it has, of the impact; if not, the
reasons for that, and whether it can examine the
ISsue as soon as possible; and

given that the number of disputes between
airlines (including those involving the airlines
themselves or the travel agents that sell air
tickets on behalf of airlines) and consumers over
the oversale of air tickets has been on the rise,
and that the authorities are currently examining
the issue of reforming the regulatory framework
of the tourism sector of Hong Kong, whether it
will  consider concurrently studying the
introduction of a regulatory and coordination
mechanism to handle the disputes between flight
passengers and airlines; if it will, of the details;
If not, the reasons for that; how it will step up
efforts in safeguarding consumer interest in the
light of the aforesaid situations?
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Ad hoc quotas for cross-boundary private cars

and mainlanders driving in Hong Kong

Hon Paul TSE Wai-chun (Written reply)

Recently, the issue of whether mainland citizens should
be allowed to drive to Hong Kong under the tria
scheme on one-off ad hoc quotas for Guangdong/Hong
Kong cross-boundary private cars (“Self-drive Tour
Scheme”) has aroused much contention in Hong Kong.
A lot of members of the public have voiced ther
opposition on the Internet, and the organization of a
march in protest of the Scheme is brewing. In this
connection, will the Government inform this Council:

(@

(b)

(d)

of the driving licenses other than the driving
licenses issued by the drivers countries of
origin that mainland people and people of other
nationalities (e.g. European countries, the United
States, and Canada, etc. where left-hand driveis
implemented) should possess as well as the
eligibility criteria they should meet at present in
order to drive legally in Hong Kong;

of the number of mainland citizens who met the
criteria set out in (a) and were permitted to drive
in Hong Kong in each of the past three years,

among the traffic accidents occurred in Hong
Kong in the past three years, of the respective
numbers of those involving mainland drivers
and drivers of other nationalities, together with a
breakdown by the nationality of the drivers;

of the respective numbers of penalty tickets
issued or prosecutions instituted by the law
enforcement authorities of Hong Kong against
mainland drivers and drivers of other



(f)

nationalities for violation of traffic legislation in
the past three years, together with a breakdown
by category of the offences and type of traffic
accidents involved (set out in table form);

of the number of vehicles that have obtained
approval for regular quotas (commonly known
as “cross-boundary vehicle licences’) and are
running in Hong Kong at present; among those
vehicles, the respective numbers of those that are
registered in Hong Kong and on the Mainland;
whether they are required to meet certain
technical specifications; if so, of the details; of
the channels for submitting applications for
“cross-boundary vehicle licences’ for vehicles
not registered in Hong Kong, not imported
through manufacturers or importers, as well as
for those vehicles registered in overseas
countries and were used outside Hong Kong
(e.g. in Japan, the United States, Australia, and
Europe); whether there is any difference
between the vetting criteria for such applications
and those for ordinary applications; if so, of the
details; whether it knows which mainland or
Hong Kong government departments or
authorities accept applications for
“cross-boundary vehicle licences’, and which
mainland or Hong Kong government
departments or authorities have the authority to
Issue such licences; of the eligibility criteria for
applying for “cross-boundary vehicle licences’,
and the application fees,

before deciding to implement the policy on
alowing mainland citizens to drive to Hong
Kong under the Self-drive Tour Scheme,
whether it had estimated the number of mainland
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citizens driving to Hong Kong each year after
the implementation of the policy; further,
whether it had assessed if public consultation
would be needed; if it had, of the result of the
assessment, and if the assessment result was in
the affirmative, whether it had conducted
consultation; if no assessment had been made,
whether it can immediately conduct such an
assessment; and

whether it has considered setting up parking
areas for Self-drive Tour Scheme vehiclesin the
vicinity of boundary control points to impose a
restriction that Self-drive Tour Scheme vehicles
may only park in such parking areas after
entering Hong Kong, and the drivers may use
feeder transport services to travel to the urban
areas, so as to avoid the substantial impact of the
Self-drive Tour Scheme on road usage, traffic
order, enforcement of traffic regulations,
insurance claims and air pollution, etc. in Hong
Kong?



