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Member will ask the question in this language
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M easures to assist micro-enterprises
and small and medium-sized enterprises

Dr Hon LAM Tai-fai (Ordl reply)

At present, under the definition adopted by the SAR
Government, a small and medium-sized enterprise
(“SME”") is any manufacturing business which employs
fewer than 100 persons in Hong Kong, or any
non-manufacturing business which employs fewer than
50 persons in Hong Kong. With the development of
the economy, quite a number of businesses in Hong
Kong at present actually employ fewer than 10 persons,
with some of them even employ one staff member only,
and such companies are micro-enterprises. As these
micro-enterprises will face declining business and
increasing costs in times of economic downturn, they
will bear the brunt of adversity and can hardly carry on
their business.  In this connection, will the Government
inform this Council:

@ of the criteria to which the Government has
made reference in adopting the current definition
of SMEs, and when it began using that
definition; whether it will, in response to the
economic conditions at present, review that
definition and formulate afresh a definition for
SMEs that suits the actual market conditions
(including formulating a definition for
micro-enterprises); if it will, of the details; if not,
the reasons for that;

(b) whether it will compile statistics on the number
of micro-enterprises in Hong Kong at present
and seek to understand their modes of operation,
so as to formulate a policy to provide
micro-enterprises with more specific policy
support (including assisting micro-enterprises in
financing and market exploration); if it will, of
the details; if not, the reasons for that; and

(c) whether it will consider introducing profits tax
rates of different levels for micro-enterprises,
SMEs and large enterprises (including setting a



lower tax rate and offering more tax concessions
for micro-enterprises); if it will, of the details; if
not, the reasons for that?
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Community support services for
mental patients and ex-mental patients

(4) Hon Albert HO Chun-yan (Ord reply)

The authorities have indicated that it is the international
trend to gradually focus on community and ambulatory
services in the treatment of mental illness, and therefore
the Government has allowed more patients to receive
treatment in the community in recent years. In this
connection, will the Government inform this Council:

(@ whether it knows the respective numbers of
people suffering from various types of mental
illnesses in Hong Kong in the past five years,
and among them, the number of those who had
received treatment in the community; the
number of psychiatric patients discharged from
hospitals under the Hospital Authority each year,
and among them, the number and percentage of
those who directly returned to and lived in the
community; among them, the respective
numbers of those who were arranged to live
alone in public housing units, as well as those
who rented and lived in private housing units
and paid the rents with Comprehensive Social
Security Assistance payments; the respective
numbers of patients who had, after being
discharged from hospitals, lived in various types
of subsidized and private residential institutions,
as well as those who then left the residential
institutions and lived on their own; of the
respective turnover rates of the places of various
types of residentia institutions; if it knows, list
the information in table form; if not, how the
authorities assess the demand for and
effectiveness of various types of community
mental health services; whether they will
conduct longitudinal studies and set up a
comprehensive database;

(b) regarding the suggestion by a Member of this
Council on formulating a community treatment



(©)

order to require discharged mental patients who
pose a threat to the community to receive
medication and therapy, counselling, follow-up
care and supervision, of the progress and
specific timetable of the authorities to conduct
detailed study in this regard; whether it knows
the manpower required for service provision and
case management after a community treatment
order is formulated; based on the existing
manpower and service capacity of the Integrated
Community Centre for Mental Wellness and
case managers, whether it is sufficient for
providing such services and dealing with the
follow-up work; and

given that the Equal Opportunities Commission
(“EOC”) has over the years continuous to
advocate the establishment of a high powered
and broad based Mental Health Council,
preferably taken charge by the Chief Secretary
for Administration, with a view to coordinating
and monitoring mental health support services,
and formulating and implementing both
short-term and long-term policies and action
plans, but the proposal has not been accepted by
the Government, and in September this year, the
United Nations Committee on the Rights of
Persons with Disabilities (“UNCRPD”) will
examine the report of the Hong Kong Special
Administrative Region in implementing the
United Nations Convention on the Rights of
Persons with Disabilities, whether it knows if
EOC will relay the relevant proposal to
UNCRPD?
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Licences for domestic free television programme services

Hon L EE Wing-tat (Written Reply)

The former Broadcasting Authority (“former BA™), the
predecessor of the Communications Authority, has
completed its assessment of the applications for
domestic free television programme service licences
(“the licences’) from three companies (including City
Telecom (Hong Kong) Limited, Fantastic Television
Limited and Hong Kong Television Entertainment
Company Limited). Yet, an existing free television
broadcaster recently raised strong objection to the
issuance of additional licences by the Government,
pointing out that this would dilute the advertising
revenue of such televison broadcasters and increase
their operating costs, and some television broadcasters
might close down as a result. In this connection, will
the Executive Authorities inform this Council:

@ when the Government will issue the licences to
the aforesaid three companies, and the expected
time when the Chief Executive in Council will
make the decision;

(b) given that the aforesaid three companies
separately applied to the former BA between
end-2009 and early-2010 for operating free
television programme services and the
Government has indicated that vetting and
approval of the applications would be completed
within the first half of 2011, and that it has been
over a year since then but the licences have not
yet been granted, whether the Government needs
to postpone the issuance of licences because of
technical, financial or other problems of the
three companies; and

(c) whether the dissatisfaction expressed by Asia
Television Limited and Television Broadcasts
Limited over the Government’s plan to issue
additional  licences has  affected the
Government’s consideration of not issuing
licences to the three companies at a faster pace,



and whether the Government has assessed if the
former BA only took into account the interests
of existing television broadcasters but ignored
the views of the public when considering the
results of public consultation?
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Fare Adjustment Mechanism and
fare concession schemes of the MTR Corporation Limited

(19) Hon WONG Sing-chi (Written reply)

The MTR Corporation Limited (“MTRCL”) has
increased its fares under the Fare Adjustment
Mechanism (“FAM”) for three consecutive years since
2010, with an accumulative rate of increase of about
10%. MTRCL will increase its fares again this year
and the rate of increase is 5.4%. In this connection,
will the Government inform this Council :

@ given the soaring inflation and prices nowadays,
whether it knows if MTRCL will consider
putting its fare increases on hold or adjusting its
fares downward with a view to fulfilling its
corporate socia responsibility and alleviating
the burden on the public; if it will, the details; if
not, the reasons for that; and what better ways it
has to pass on the benefits to society and
improve the livelihood of the general public;

(b) given that quite a number of members of the
public have indicated to me that the promotional
schemes introduced by MTRCL in the past, such
as “Ride $100 Get 1 Free” introduced in July
2011, did not bring them real concessions and
benefits, whether it knows:

(1) the details of the concession schemes to
be introduced by MTRCL this year, the
amount involved and the estimated
number of beneficiaries,

(i) if MTRCL will introduce more practica
concession schemes (e.g. Day Pass,
Weekly Pass and Monthly Pass schemes
for al ralway lines, and providing
“same day return half-fare concessions’
to “long-haul” passengers); if it will, the
details and the implementation timetabl e;
if not, the reasons for that;
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(iii)

(iv)

(V)

during the period when the “Ride $100
Get 1 Free” promotional scheme was
implemented by MTRCL, the numbers
of Octopus cards whose holders did not
take enough MTR journeys to spend
$100 on their Octopus cards from
Mondays to Fridays within a week and
the percentage of such numbers in the
total number of Octopus cards, among
such Octopus cards whose holders did
not take enough MTR journeys to spend
$100 on their Octopus cards within a
week, the numbers of those with an
accumulated spending on fares between
$90 and $94.90 and those between $95
and $99.90, as well as the percentages of
such numbers in the total number of
Octopus cards, together with a
breakdown by month;

if MTRCL had consulted the Legidlative
Council prior to the introduction of each
type of concession schemes in the past
three years; if it had not, the reasons for
that, and if it will adopt such an
arrangement in the future; and

the justifications for MTRCL to
introduce each promotional scheme in
the past three years, and if it had
reviewed such schemes; if it had, the
details; if not, the reasons for that; and
set out the information by year and by
title of promotional scheme;

given that when MTRCL increased its fares in
2010, there were around 100 journeys under
which Octopus fares were higher than single
journey ticket fares, whether it knows the
numbers and details of those journeys under
which Octopus fares were higher than single
journey ticket fares in each of the past three
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years, together with a breakdown by year and by
rallway line; and

given that MTR fares and FAM involve major
public interests and well-being, whether the
Government had, in its capacity as the major
shareholder of MTRCL, given any advice to
MTRCL on matters relating to MTR fares and
FAM in the past three years; if it had, of the
details; if not, the reasons for that; and the
justifications for the Government to maintain its
status as the major shareholder of MTRCL?



