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Ancillary transport facilities for the new cruise terminal

Hon Paul TSE Wai-chun (Oral reply)

Some residents in the vicinity of Kowloon East, the Kai
Tak Development area and the new cruise terminal have
expressed to me their concern whether there will be
adequate ancillary transport facilities carrying tourists
disembarking at the cruise terminal, which will be
commissioned next year, to and from tourist and
shopping areas. In this connection, will the
Government inform this Council:

(@) of the ancillary transport facilities under the
latest plan for carrying tourists disembarking at
the cruise terminal to various tourist and
shopping areas; whether it has assessed if a large
number of tourists disembarking and heading
towards the various tourist and shopping areas at
the same time will lead to traffic congestions in
Kowloon East; if it has, of the assessment
results;

(b) whether it has studied the provision of transport
services which are more efficient than the
existing ones to connect the cruise terminal and
Lei Yue Mun, so as to make it convenient for
tourists, boost the local economy and create
more employment opportunities; whether the
various improvement and beautification works
in Lei Yue Mun can be completed in time before
the commissioning of the cruise terminal for the
enjoyment of the tourists; and

(c) whether it has studied the provision of water taxi
services to enhance the accessibility of the
Victoria Harbour by connecting the cruise
terminal with the tourist spots as well as tourist
and shopping areas on the two sides of the
Victoria Harbour?
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Development of the pharmaceutical industry of Hong Kong

(6)

Dr Hon CHIANG Lai-wan (Oral reply)

It has been reported that the Chief Executive has
indicated earlier that despite many people’s mistaken
belief that business in Hong Kong is always thriving
and there is no need to worry, there has been a decline
in the retail and tourism figures recently, showing that
there are hidden worries in Hong Kong’s economy.
He hopes that he can reverse the economic situation of
Hong Kong in the latter half of his term of office.
Some members of the trade have pointed out that as
“Made in Hong Kong” is an international brand name,
many foreigners and mainlanders are very confident in
the products made in Hong Kong. In order to enhance
the inherent position of the manufacturing industry of
Hong Kong, they have suggested that the Hong Kong
Government should strive to develop diversification of
industries and, in particular, develop Hong Kong into a
“pharmaceutical centre”, as well as attract
world-renowned pharmaceutical manufacturers through
the preferential policy under the Mainland and Hong
Kong Closer Economic Partnership Agreement to
produce and manufacture pharmaceutical products in
Hong Kong in order to enter the vast mainland market,
and mainland pharmaceutical manufacturers may have
their pharmaceutical products produced and tested in
Hong Kong for export to various places in the world.
As a result, more job opportunities will be created and
the Gross Domestic Product of Hong Kong will increase
significantly, which will allow the Government to
formulate more measures that benefit the people. In
this connection, will the Government inform this
Council:

(@) of the gross value of production and export
figures of Hong Kong’s pharmaceutical industry
in the past three years;

(b) of the total number of pharmaceutical
manufacturers in Hong Kong at present; among
such manufacturers, the number of those which
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have set up production plants in industrial
estates, broken down by industrial estate; the
percentages of such numbers in the total
numbers of companies in the industrial estates
concerned; whether it knows the difficulties
faced by pharmaceutical manufacturers in the
past 10-odd years; the progress made by the
Government in developing the testing and
certification industry and the medical services
industry, which are among the six industries
being developed by the Government; whether it
has conducted extensive promotion and
publicity campaigns; if it has, of the details; if
not, how the Government will enhance the
development of such industries; and

of the specific policies to be put in place in the
future to facilitate the development of the
pharmaceutical industry, so as to develop Hong
Kong into the pharmaceutical centre of the Asia
Pacific Region?
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Public Transport Fare Concession Scheme for the Elderly
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and Eligible Persons with Disabilities

Hon Frederick FUNG Kin-kee (Written Reply)

The concessionary fare scheme (“the scheme”) put
forward by the Government of the last term for elderly
people aged 65 or above and eligible persons with
disabilities which enables them to travel on trains, buses
and ferries at a concessionary fare of $2 per trip was
launched on 28 June this year. The scheme initially
covered MTR’s domestic services and was extended to
the bus services provided by four franchised bus
companies on 5 August; it is expected to extend to the
services of the Lantau buses and over 20 ferry lines
early next year. In this connection, will the
Government inform this Council:

@) of the daily average number of person-trips
benefitting from the scheme and the daily
average amount of subsidies provided to the
various public transport operators since the
implementation of the scheme, with a
breakdown by mode of transportation from
Monday to Sunday; the expected annual number
of person-trips benefitting from the scheme and
the amount of public expenditure incurred
annually;

(b) whether an initial review has been conducted on
the implementation of the scheme; if so, of the
result; as it has been reported that some elderly
people have complained that after the
implementation of the scheme they have to pay
more for the fares, whether the authorities have
received related complaints and looked into such
situation; whether the situation involves the
scheme’s failure to dovetail with the existing
interchange concession schemes; whether any
public transport operators have, after the
implementation of the scheme, cancelled the
interchange concessions and other concessions
previously provided, resulting in the elderly
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people having to pay more for the fares, and
taken advantage of the opportunity to obtain
more government subsidies; how the authorities
will follow up such situation; and

whether the authorities will consider afresh
extending the scheme to cover more target
beneficiaries (e.g. covering people with a lower
degree of disabilities and disabled children aged
below 12) and more modes of transportation
(e.g. green mini-bus); if so, of the lead time
required, according to the estimation of the
authorities, for applying the technologies, as
well as putting in place the data management
and settlement platform involved, and the
expected time for implementing the extended
scheme at the earliest?



