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Transport arrangements for cross-boundary students

Hon LEUNG Che-cheung (Oral reply)

Some school principals and parents of students in New
Territories West have relayed to me that, at present,
after entering Hong Kong via the Lok Ma Chau Spur
Line Control Point, cross-boundary students may take
local school buses with Closed Road Permits (“CRPs™)
to attend school, but the authorities have not issued
CRPs to local school buses for entering the Shenzhen
Bay Control Point. At present, quite a number of
mainland students attend school in New Territories
West after entering Hong Kong via the Shenzhen Bay
Control Point every day, and after entering the territory,
they can only wait to take the cross-boundary school
coaches (“CBSCs”) departing from the Mainland to
attend school.  As a result, these students need to spend
more time travelling to school, and the fares of CBSCs
are also higher than those of local school buses. In this
connection, will the Government inform this Council:

@) of the respective numbers of students crossing
the boundary every day to attend kindergarten,
primary school and secondary school in Hong
Kong in the past school year, with a breakdown,
by the control point they went through, of such
numbers and the number of Closed Area Permits
issued to them;

(b) of the details of the services provided by CBSCs
that go through the Shenzhen Bay Control Point
at present (including their routes and the daily
number of trips made); whether it has assessed if
such services are adequate; if it has, of the
outcome; and

(c) whether the Government will consider adopting
the same arrangement as that in the Lok Ma
Chau Spur Line Control Point by issuing CRPs
to local school buses for entering the Shenzhen
Bay Control Point to take cross-boundary
students to school, thus reducing the number of
CBSCs waiting on the Mainland to cross the



boundary, and providing an additional choice for
parents of students; if it will, of the details; if
not, the reasons for that?
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Arrests and prosecutions for public processions
and public assemblies-related offences

Hon Alan LEONG Kah-kit (Written Reply)

Recently, a number of political party members have
been arrested by the Police and charged with the offence
of unlawful assembly on the ground that they had
participated in public processions and public assemblies
nearly a year ago. It has been reported that the Police
said that after receiving the instructions from the
Department of Justice (“DoJ”), they had expeditiously
contacted the persons concerned to assist in the
investigation.  Regarding the issues relating to the
investigations into and the institution of prosecutions for
public processions and public assemblies-related
offences, will the Government inform this Council:

(@) from 2004 to 2012 and in the first two months of
this year, of the numbers of participants of
public processions, demonstrations and public
assemblies who had been arrested by the Police
for the alleged offences of unauthorized
assembly, unlawful assembly, obstruction of
public place and causing public nuisance, etc.
(set out in Table 1);

(Table 1)

Year Alleged offences

Unauthorized | Unlawful | Obstruction | Causing | Other
assembly | assembly | of public public | related

place nuisance | offences

2004

2005

2006

2007

2008

2009

2010

2011

2012

2013
(up to
February)




(b)

(©)

among the persons mentioned in (a),

(1) of the numbers of those who were
arrested by the Police on the spot (set out
by year in a table of the same format as
Table 1);

(i) for cases in which the persons concerned
were not arrested on the spot, of the
respective  average, median and
maximum numbers of days between the
dates on which the arrested persons
participated in  the  processions,
demonstrations or assemblies concerned
and the dates of arrests (set out by year
in tables of the same format as Table 2);
and

(Table 2)
Year:
Alleged offences Average Median Maximum
number of | number of number of
days days days

Unauthorized

assembly

Unlawful

assembly

Obstruction of
public place

Causing public

nuisance

Other related

offences

(iii)

of the numbers of persons who were
eventually prosecuted by DoJ (set out by
year in a table of the same format as
Table 1); the respective average, median
and maximum numbers of days between
the dates of prosecutions and the dates of
arrests (set out by year in tables of the
same format as Table 2); and

as the performance pledges of the Prosecutions
Division under DoJ state that upon the receipt of
a request from a law enforcement agency for
legal advice or upon the receipt of an enquiry on
matters relating to prosecution decision, the




Division will provide such advice or reply to
such enquiry within 14 working days, and in
more complex cases, it will also provide an
interim reply within this period, among the cases
involving the persons mentioned in (a) which
were handled by DoJ, of the percentage of cases
in which these performance pledges were
fulfilled each year; if the percentages are not
100%, of the reasons for that; whether there
were cases in which prosecutions had been
delayed; if there were such cases, whether it has
examined if the responsibility rests with the
Police?
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Impact of the surge of mainland visitors to Hong Kong

Dr Hon LAM Tai-fai (Written Reply)

Some members of the public have relayed to me that
although the implementation of the Individual Visit
Scheme (“IVS”) for Mainland people have brought
substantial economic benefits, the local facilities cannot
cope with the pressure brought about by the surge of
visitors. Moreover, the Government’s control
measures implemented recently against export of
formula products for infants and young children from
Hong Kong (“control measures”) have been criticized as
creating conflicts between the Mainland and Hong
Kong. It is necessary for the Government to
comprehensively review the coping capacity of Hong
Kong’s resources for tourism and people’s livelihood,
etc. In this connection, will the Government inform
this Council:

@) whether it will consider setting up an
inter-departmental task force to coordinate and
handle the related problems arising from IVS; if
it will, of the details; if not, the reasons for that;

(b) as some members of the tourism industry have
pointed out that mainland visitors have
“overcrowded” Hong Kong, which shows that
Hong Kong’s tourism supporting facilities lag
behind and fail to meet the demand, whether the
Government will review comprehensively the
overall coping capacity of Hong Kong’s tourism
and community resources on the premise that the
IVS policy remains unchanged; if it will, of the
details; if not, the reasons for that;

(c) whether it has assessed if the supply of hotel
rooms and quality of hotel accommodation
services, provision of tourism-related services,
number of coach drivers and tourist guides, as
well as parking spaces at scenic spots, etc. can
cope with the growing number of visitors in
future; if the outcome of the assessment is in the
negative, of the improvement measures;



(d)

(€)

(f)

(9)

(h)

(i)

()

as some members of the public have pointed out
that the Ocean Park and the Hong Kong
Disneyland have Dbecome major tourist
destinations of mainland visitors, and the
proportion of Hong Kong residents visiting the
parks is decreasing, whether the Government
will ensure that the needs of local residents will
be taken into account when additional tourism
facilities are to be provided in the two theme
parks, e.g. providing additional leisure facilities
preferred by Hong Kong people; if it will, of the
details; if not, the reasons for that;

whether the authorities had assessed the
responses of the mainland authorities and people
before launching the control measures; if they
had, of the details; if not, the reasons for that;

whether the authorities had studied, in
collaboration with the mainland customs, the
feasibility of the control measures before
implementing such measures, and whether both
parties have reached a consensus on combating
parallel traders; if they have reached such a
consensus, of the details; if not, the reasons for
that;

whether the authorities have formulated
indicators for assessing the effectiveness of the
control measures; if they have, of the details; if
not, the reasons for that;

whether the Government has assessed the impact
of the control measures on the business turnover
of infant formula product importers, wholesalers
and retailers; if it has, of the details; if not, the
reasons for that;

whether the Government has studied how to help
importers, wholesalers and retailers increase the
supply of formula products;

of the supply of infant formula products in Hong
Kong at present (including the number of
suppliers, the import volume of different brands



(k)

of infant formula products, and their respective
sales volume in the recent six months); and

as the Government has decided to implement
new arrangements for booking Pui O Campsite
during the three long holidays on the Mainland,
namely the Labour Day Golden Week, the
National Day Golden Week and Lunar New
Year, allowing Hong Kong residents to reserve
the camp bays in advance, whether the
authorities will step up efforts in publicizing the
new arrangements to the mainland people so as
to avoid conflicts between Hong Kong and
mainland residents arising from “competition for
the use of the Campsite”?



