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Member will ask the question in thislanguage
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Government’ s replies to questions asked by
Legislative Council Members

Hon Paul TSE Wai-chun (Ordl reply)

On 4 November 2009, 13 April 2011 and 15 June
2011, | represented the affected general public and
travel agents to raise questions to the Government,
seeking explanation from it regarding what data and
methods the Civil Aviation Department (“*CAD”) uses
for calculating, vetting and approving passenger fuel
surcharges which are often criticized by the public as
“quick in going up but slow in coming down”. In
addition, | also requested the Government to explain
based on what justifications and criteria CAD
approved the applications by Air France and KLM
Royal Dutch Airlines for not following the Air
Services Agreements signed with the Hong Kong
Government to unilaterally reduce to zero the
commissions paid to travel agents in Hong Kong in
respect of air tickets sold. Although the wording of
the questions already directly and explicitly requested
the authorities to provide the justifications, data and
calculating methods for vetting and approving the
amounts, the Government ultimately did not provide
the information requested in the questions. Some of
the passengers and travel agents who had previously
relayed their views to me pointed out that the
Government’'s responses were irrdlevant  and
perfunctory. In this connection, will the Government
inform this Council:

(@ whether the Government has assessed if the
various policy bureaux and government
departments were not able to address the
concerns raised by the public and the business
sector in their replies to the questions raised by



(b)

(©)

Members of this Council in the past, hence
making the public feel that the Government had
deliberately averted the problems or acted in a
perfunctory manner, thereby leading to the
stagnant relationship between the executive
authorities and the legidature as well as
undermining public confidence in the
Government’s governance; if it has, of the
outcome of assessment; if it has not conducted
such an assessment, the reasons for that, and
whether it can assess right away and study if
there is any room for improvement;

of the polices, measures and codes of practice
the Government has in place to ensure that the
various policy bureaux and government
departments will not reply or respond to
Members questions in a perfunctory manner;
and

whether it will instruct CAD to follow up the
aforesaid issues again, so as to respond to the
reasonable questions raised by the public, the
business sector and Members, as well as
providing important data that are of public
concern?
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Supply of and demand for public and private residential units

(7)

Hon Audrey EU Y uet-mee (Written reply)

At the meeting of the Panel on Housing of this Council
on 7 November this year, the Government indicated
that the projected planning target of an average annual
supply of 40 000 public and private residential unitsin
the future was derived based on the number of people
on the Waiting List for public rental housing, the
distribution of population growth in Hong Kong, the
volume of private residential property transactions over
the past 10 years, as well as the data in the final report
of the “Hong Kong 2030: Planning Vision and
Strategy”. In this connection, will the Government
inform this Council:

(@ given that the Government is implementing
measures to gradually ban the sub-division of
flat units (commonly known as “sub-divided
units’) on the ground of building safety issues,
and on the other hand, the Chief Executive
pointed out in this year’s Policy Address that,
such “sub-divided units’ at the same time
provide accommodation for low-income people
not eligible for public housing, and there have
also been comments that “sub-divided units’
are one of the indicators which reflect the
potential housing demand in Hong Kong,
whether the current methods for projecting
housing demand have taken into account such
potential housing demand; if so, based on what
data the Government made its projection; if
not, the reasons for that;

(b) of number of “sub-divided units’ in Hong
Kong according to the existing statistics
compiled by the Government, with a
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breakdown by the size of households living in
“sub-divided units’, average monthly income
and occupation; and

whether the data based on which the
Government made the aforesaid housing supply
projection have covered the various types of
potential housing demand in Hong Kong; if
not, whether the Government will review afresh
the current methods adopted for projecting the
housing demand in the light of the potential
housing demand in Hong Kong, and adjust the
projected future supply of public and private
residential units based on the outcome of the
review?
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Scheme $6,000

Dr Hon LAM Tai-fai (Written reply)

The batching period of “Scheme $6,000" (“the
Scheme”), which commenced on 28 August this year,
ended on 5 November this year, and the authorities
have received a total of over 4 million registration

forms.

In this connection, will the Government

inform this Council:

(@

(b)

(©)

(d)

of the respective numbers of registrants in
various age groups, those who are €ligible
persons living in Hong Kong or outside Hong
Kong, and those who are persons with special
needs (with a breakdown set out in table form);

of the number of registrants who have
submitted registrations but do not meet the
eligibility criteria, and the reasons for their
ineligibility; among them, how many are
ineligible because they do not hold a valid
smart Hong Kong permanent identity card; the
number of people who have filed for review
and appeal, and the outcome (with a breakdown
set out in table form);

of the number of people who have collected
their chegues; the number of people aged 65 or
above who have opted to collect their cheques
at the post offices in various districts;, and
whether the authorities have made any
arrangement to assist them in collecting
cheques at post offices; if they have, of the
details; if not, the reasons for that;

apart from the aforesaid people, when the other
registrants will receive the payment (list the
timetable);
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(f)
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(h)

(i)

()

of the estimated number of people who opt to
receive $6,000 plus a bonus of $200; the
resultant increase in government expenditure;

of the number of enquiries received through the
Scheme hotline 186000 so far and their
contents (with a breakdown set out in table
form);

whether the various government departments
have received any complaint relating to the
Scheme; if they have, of the details of such
complaints (with a breakdown set out in table
form);

whether it has assessed if the present progress
and arrangements of the Scheme are
satisfactory, and the reasons for their being
satisfactory; whether it will conduct a review
on the Scheme; if it will, when the review will
be conducted, and whether it will submit a
review report to this Council; if not, of the
reasons for that;

since the Macao SAR Government has
announced that it will continue to hand out
money to Macao residents for the fifth
consecutive year in 2012, whether it has
assessed if this has imposed pressure on the
Hong Kong SAR Government; if it has
imposed pressure, of the details; if not, the
reasons for that;

whether it will consider handing out cash to
members of the public again in the 2012-2013
financia year; if it will, of the details; if not,
the reasons for that;



(k)

()

given the view expressed by the International
Monetary Fund Staff Mission on 16 November
this year that in the absence of a magjor external
shock in Hong Kong, measures taking the form
of universal transfers could be discontinued in
the upcoming Budget, whether the Government
has assessed such a view; if it has, of the
details; if not, the reasons for that; and

given that some members of the public consider
that the Scheme is not a measure which makes
good use of socia resources and suggest that
the Government should focus the resources on
helping people in society who are in greater
need of assistance, whether the Government
has assessed such views; if it has, of the details;
if not, the reasons for that?



