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Safety of professional drivers under
Occupational Safety and Health Ordinance

Hon WONG Kwok-hing (Ora Reply)

The Occupationa Safety and Health Ordinance
(“OSHQO”) require employers to provide a safe working
environment for employees. Yet, under the existing
OSHO, the definition of “workplace” does not include
the vehicles operated by professiona drivers and the
cabs of these vehicles, hence they are not within the
scope of protection of OSHO. Although employers
are required, under the Employees Compensation
Ordinance (“ECO”), to take out employees
compensation insurance so that if employees are
injured or killed at work, they or their families will be
entitled to compensation under ECO, vehicle owners
may not take out insurance policies for the professional
drivers and some of these drivers are self-employed
and thus are not protected by ECO. In this
connection, will the Government inform this Council:

@ among the traffic accidents in the past five
years which involved professional drivers, of
the number of cases in which the professional
drivers were granted compensation under
employees compensation insurance, and the
number of cases in which the professional
drivers were not protected by employees
compensation  insurance;  whether  the
authorities have assessed if the exclusion of
“the seat or position occupied by the driver of a
land vehicle located in a public place” from the
scope of protection under OSHO is an act of
discrimination against the occupational safety
needs and rights of professional drivers,
whether the authorities will  consider
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conducting a comprehensive review of and a
study on amending OSHO,; if they will, of the
details and the timetable; if not, the
justifications and reasons for that;

whether the authorities had, in the past five
years, monitored as well as carried out
investigation and inspection regarding the
occupational safety of the working environment
of professiona drivers, if they had, of the
outcome; if not, the reasons for that; and

regarding the prevaence of occupational
diseases among professional drivers and the
causes of such diseases, whether the authorities
have carried out relevant surveys, studies and
analyses so as to formulate specific measures
and plans for improving the work safety and
health of professional drivers; if they have, of
the details and the specific work done in the
past five years; if not, the reasons for that?
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Non-renewal of the contracts of two programme hosts of

(5)

the Radio Television of Hong Kong

Hon Fred LI Wah-ming (Ora Reply)

The contracts of two current affairs programme hosts,
Robert CHOW Yung and NG Chi-sum, of the Radio
Television of Hong Kong will not be renewed by the
Government next year, giving rise to extensive
discussions in the community and some views query
that the Government’'s decison has political
considerations, which aim to remove programme hosts
who have independent viewpoints and criticize the
Government and also to suppress the freedom of
speech. Some views aso query that the
Government’ s explanation, which states that the reason
for the removal of the two hosts is to tie in with
programme reforms, is illogical. In this connection,
will the Government inform this Council:

@ who made the decision not to renew the
contracts of Robert CHOW Yung and NG
Chi-sum; of the respective listener ratings of
the programmes hosted by Robert CHOW
Yung and NG Chi-sum in the past five years;
whether it knows, how the listener ratings of
such programmes compare with those of the
current affairs programmes of Commercia
Radio aired in the same time dlots;

(b) of the respective numbers of written complaints
against Robert CHOW Yung and NG Chi-sum
in  hosting programmes received by the
authorities in the past three years and the
contents of such complaints; and

(c) whether the two hosts are removed for the sake
of allowing more time for the public to express



their opinions in the programmes; whether the
two hosts are removed because of their style of
hosting the programmes and their personal
viewpoints, whether it will redeploy
programme hosts in the light of listener ratings
and public views after the implementation of
programme reforms?



# (6)

L E (HBEEE)

ot BEEZHREEHOHBTHE R E
B KB R E(E X - 351 & R 20064 10
H#EEN (FABERFNT-LHEEES) &
F:"HRBEEZEZERNEL AL RAE R
re B HERM R EERFLMAER L
MEMERR - EMInHYEN T AR AT e g # A
FEMA EBROA VA EZEBRE" I HAER
ERBEG R E LS mEREERZAC
i B Ay R AL - EEBR R e Bl e - &R
WA G4 REHEE K EENEE
TR o HO o ERER R G E KA kA
ARG B R E N ERZA - s
=SB N N A QS R < S 1 v !
AT E RS S AT 38 & BUF AT iE
& 8 N & KA gE 2 SR B 2k B R il 2k 1 e
X AH R AT & A AR AT BT SR o m L - 1T BB
FCIRER= S RN

(—) HEAWEZRZ E#RR ESLEES
DRV R E R AR  ERFEE S
/DR EBEN  BHEEMNBRBRAE X
SRIEETZVREHEE EHERR
(I

(=) LR E R FENRSFATAYEZE - H
&AL EE R B FE AW
KAETEWE R A 5 A AR A S K

(=) A ERHE  =58 B 5 E BEH M BUT S
i 17 5% KB B B - AR 5 o0 5E SR
e 125 B R Gl R B MR 5L 5 B B R A A
R B A EH Bl E RE R
B ES KRR ?



(6)

Vote-rigging in District Council elections

Hon Albert HO Chun-yan (Ora Reply)

Recently, there has been widespread media coverage
that there were quite a number of suspected
vote-rigging cases in the District Council (“DC”)
Election held on 6th of last month. The Audit
Commission stated in the Report No. 47 of the Director
of Audit published in October 2006 that “without
verifying the residential addresses of electors, there is
insufficient evidence to ensure the accuracy of the GC
[geographical constituencies] final registers. In
extreme cases, the fairness of an election may be
impaired due to possible vote planting’, and
recommended that the Registration and Electoral
Office (“REQ”) should implement a checking system
to verify the residential addresses of registered electors
recorded in the electoral register on a sampling basis.
REO responded that a checking system would have
resource implications, and that assessment would be
made before deciding on the appropriate way to take
forward the audit recommendation. Further, REO
would match the elector records with the information
kept by the Immigration Department and the Housing
Department for address updating purpose, and it had
approached quite a number of government departments
to explore the feasibility of concerted efforts in data
matching. Those government departments had
expressed concerns that the transfer of persona data
might contravene the privacy law and other legal
provisions, but REO would continue to study such
possibilities in data matching.  In this connection, will
the Executive Authorities inform this Council:

@ of the number of complaints on suspected
vote-rigging received since the DC Election



(b)
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last month; the number of written enquiries
issued by REO; the respective numbers of
investigations made by the Police and the
Independent Commission Against Corruption,
aswell asthe progress of such investigations;

whether it has implemented the
recommendation made by the Audit
Commission five years ago to verify the
residential addresses of registered electors on a
sampling basis; if it has, of the detalls and
resources involved; if not, the reasons for that;
and

whether it has assessed how REO and other
government  departments could avoid
contravening the privacy law and other lega
provisions in matching the data of electors; of
the progress of the assessment; whether it has
conducted the aforesaid data matching exercise;
If not, the reasons for that?
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Verification of addresses of registered electors
for District Council elections

Hon Audrey EU Y uet-mee (Written Reply)

In the Report No. 47 of the Director of Audit (“the
Report”) published in October 2006, the Audit
Commission recommended the Registration and
Electoral Office (“REQ”) to explore the feasibility of
requiring the applicants for voter registration or
registered electors in doubtful cases to provide
supporting evidence for verifying their residential
addresses, and to consider verifying the residential
addresses of registered electors recorded in the
geographical constituencies final registers on a
sampling basis. In response to the recommendations
of the Report, the Chief Electora Officer (“CEQO”)
stated that as an established practice, REO will clarify
with the applicants by phone or in writing if the
addresses in their application forms for voter
registration are incomplete or doubtful. Furthermore,
regarding those cases of more than 10 electors
registered under the same address which were passed
to REO for further investigation as pointed out in the
Report, CEO indicated that based on the information
collected through checking the 2006 final register,
making telephone enquiries, paying household visits
and sending enquiry letters, REO did not detect any
suspected illegal conduct, and the staff of REO had
been vigilant in detecting any irregularities which
appeared in voter registration forms. However, after
the 2011 District Council Election, there have been
extensive media reports on many suspected
vote-rigging cases, including those cases involving
several electors with different surnames registered
under one particular address, incomplete or unspecific
registered addresses, or electors who had used the




addresses of residential buildings or floor levels in a
building which do not exist, or of locations not for
residential purposes (e.g. schools, warehouses and
general post office boxes, etc.) to register as their
principal residence. In this connection, will the
Government inform this Council :

@

(b)

of the respective numbers of cases where the
registered addresses of electors were found to
be incomplete or doubtful by REO through
checking the final register, making telephone
enquiries, paying household visits and sending
enquiry letters in each year since 2007 (with a
breakdown set out in table form); whether the
Government  has  conducted  in-depth
investigations into such cases; if it has, of the
results (with a breakdown of the number of
cases investigated in each year by investigation
result and set out in table form); and

whether REO will undertake to review afresh
the particulars of all registered electors before
publishing the 2012 provisional register to
identify doubtful cases including those cases
involving incomplete or unspecific registered
addresses, severa electors with different
surnames registered under one particular
address, and electors who had used the
addresses of residential buildings or floor levels
in a building which do not exist, or of locations
not for residential purposes (e.g. schooals,
warehouses and general post office boxes) to
register as their principal residence, etc., and to
proactively investigate and follow up such
cases to verify the identities of suspicious
electors and applicants?
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Spurious proprietary medicines sold to mainland tourists

(15)

Hon Paul TSE Wai-chun (Written Reply)

It has been reported that a large number of
unscrupul ous pharmacies have emerged at tourist spots
in Hong Kong in recent years, and they are suspected
of covering the brand names on the package of fake
proprietary Chinese medicines with price labels and
selling these spurious medicines specifically to
mainland tourists. It has also been reported that even
though the police officers, after receiving the
complaints, have come to the pharmacies involved,
they only settle the cases by mediation. The
defrauded tourists vent their grievances at various
forums on the Mainland, and some of them even
indicate that they have lost their confidence in
shopping in Hong Kong. In this connection, will the
Government inform this Council:

@ whether it knows the respective numbers of
complaints received by the Police, Hong Kong
Customs and Excise Department, Hong Kong
Tourism Board and Consumer Council in the
past three years involving any shop alleged to
be selling fake proprietary medicines; how such
government departments and organizations
handled the relevant cases after receiving the
complaints; among the complaints, of the
number of those in which the persons-in-charge
of the shops involved were prosecuted due to
such selling activities;

(b) in the past three years, of the number of the
aforesaid complaint cases which the Police
deat with by mediation only, and the
respective reasons why after receiving the
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(d)

relevant complaints, the Police did not lay any
charge or initiate any investigation;

given that tourists stay in Hong Kong for a
brief period, of the existing policies and
measures to provide timely assistance to
tourists suspected to be defrauded during their
stay in Hong Kong; and

of the existing policies and measures to deal
with the aforesaid shops which sdl fake
proprietary medicines by means of fraud; in
addition, how it will clearly inform the
mainland tourists visiting Hong Kong of such
policies and measures, so that they know the
channels through which they can lodge
complaints and make reports, and the measures
for protecting consumers and their rights in
Hong Kong?



