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B 1

Allocation of public rental housing (“PRH™) flats

(a) total cost of a PRH flat including the costs for the construction, repair

and maintenance, staff cost, etc;
LR (THTE ) - ZPa i ATa5 R
£ %3700,000 (# e 452 2 x ) 2 2013/14 # & » g2
AR H ehgER L ’%:}é%‘;ﬁg%\fﬁf%’:&&%lflﬁ_\y
FB % Z é’ﬁ'fr’ e & @’%"v ¥ o,

$16, 000 -

(b) why PRH applicants are not required to submit supporting documents

for investments and deposits at the date of application for preliminary
vetting;
LAvR- R ihiEp ¢ F e B E D ARGz B
PRETD B A FPRR DY RIEFTES REFYE
oo APRPFERY 4 BV FEAPFRERT 2 A
T AcTEp 2 2 REFER e E AT Y FFIR o APR R
AR Y AP ETAN G Y A e
FRERE O ATFELSEF  INARIREFIERDE

B AR ¢ FARERRE g FA 2 up

fes FH o s AEFHRDREN > S EF LY 2RFTHRA
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(c) timetable for publicizing on the Hong Kong Housing Authority
(""HA'™)'s website, PRH pamphlets, brochures and application forms
the definition and computation method of average waiting time
("AWT"") for family applicants, single elderly applicants as well as
non-elderly one-person applicants placed under the Quota and Points
System (*"QPS™);

A g T ogh i PR A e B
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N B BB ARRE e 2 APt 2014 & 40 ARk

B (THTSE ¢ /5 EFRT 2 Barg ahpfl

(d) whether information on the average of waiting times from the
confirmed receipt of the applicant's application to the registration date
on the Waiting List (""WL"), from the first offer to the second offer,

and from the second offer to the third offer as well as between
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acceptance of offer and commencement of tenancy for different types
of PRH applicants would be publicized on the HA's website; and if so,

the timetable;

-2 m%ufﬂizﬁ&/@g’/} hoFE R PR ;ﬁ-)fém?"f@.f{;
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Pldcg Tfrd = KSR B % - ok = iR B

-250 -



PRIEEERE > F o v EEM, rgese Bk N
e o

EEior o F 5L 204 FREFT - AHELP Y G &
BAmenggul o 4P i g S g IRy Mmme o

Dk =

(e) information on the age and occupation of non-elderly one-person

applicants over the years;
5L ¢ TR e B2 T ERIEE AT AL

F- Al FERERAS T ol AT A

P Fedf Z 3o 4T ?’E-E-ﬁ— S

(EEHI Y RK) o
2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
30 ey 16 400 | 21 000 | 29 100 |45 600| 60 300
30-39 & 10 600 | 12 600 | 14 700 |18 400 | 22 300
40-49 & 9 700 | 10 800 | 11 700 |14 100| 17 200
50 Azt 6 000 6 900 7 900 9 700 | 11 800
kN 42 700 | 51 300 | 63 400 |87 800 | 111 200

o od e T O~ s FF AP AR A H Mo
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AP A Y A B ATRIR ¢ 45 A A E
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2010 #5 i ¢ 2011 iz | 2012 #iz

KR Kt h KA A

e R Vel Pk 2% 62% 67%
- S - 8% 12% 9%
g2 18% 23% 23%
B (37 e 2% 3% 2%
B oy a1 S
F¥)
4% ¥ 100% 100% 100%
S (1) d 2T » o HFipte AL F30H o

(2) #2010 W3 P 230 fded M43 B 2K % - 4
EIF%—Fl I’L——_E\z‘jfl-é’:m_}_ ;}JT/‘{‘°

(1) reasons for the 7% of general applicants on the WL (as at 31 March

2013) having waited for 5 years or more for the allocation of PRH
referred to in paragraph 2.24 of the Audit Report, and measures that

had been/would be taken to address the issues identified;

R Y G A TR A 0 R 2 RERER Y AR
ERER BT v 4 €8 2011 EAE EHEBEL ¢ F 4D
FER o RF- BENNRAESYT o BT A
THmph L BRI E PRI AEY AT UG
AR A ® > N BUBABERETRE DA
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(g) whether consideration would be given to making "'3 offers in one
go' to an applicant in the allocation of PRH flats with a view to

shortening the AWT; if not, why not;

5% 8 1999 £3le! - Bz BE = hEP
R HBET S Mg ¥t B s 4 g% 2001 & 4
PR H - fe Rk 2 o IR GHRATE o o
WRER-FREIRYZBE R LY A TR m 2k
ZBHE L BLS =B PE«‘?';F o " - =X iR e =

BE - TP F €47 Bl mfcp A Ttk

I

Rl o ptoh > A2 R R IREAE > bl - PR Y TR
Wi RER > F aAST - BB Fla A%
B¢ G AR - S R R R R
FRpEFLA ‘;F Az HE-FEE TR % ;%_
AR R R ape TV AR PFETLE xBTS

FALWERE L OEFTRAFL £ o

(h) breakdown by reasons of PRH applications put on hold or frozen due
to failure to fulfil residence requirement, imprisonment of applicants,

or pending arrival of applicants’ family member(s) for family reunion;
w2013 # 6% A& 118 700 7 - fapizd ¥ 57 -5 5 590
?E‘ r]r‘.g‘j; /ﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬂm%Lm/E/ﬁl‘*’B ?ﬂ?‘%—ﬂ

YA a 130 2 BERIRY AR R bl4eE F i
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(i) reasons for the increased average case investigation time by the Public
Housing Resources Management Sub-section (“*PHRM™) for the
period 2008-2009 to 2012-2013 (up to July 2013);

RBRAEH - 5 EF Y G e mE § amny g5t 2
FPHFEE PREO LT AR Y 2 o L D E TR

AEZHEZBIP RSB PRFLEBEO LIcF A7

LEM Y BAor SEPEOANEAFFS gL oL F 0 &
LA F,/}g—,é,\‘g_jéﬁ_&ﬂjgﬂﬁa/\i%ﬂ@@*f§gj

(j) internal guidelines issued to deal with the unduly long time taken by
PHRM for the random checking of applicants’ income and assets in
the past few years referred to in paragraph 2.74 of the Director of
Audit's Report (**Audit Report');

ztkf« LR g IR AP S gy P 3'35%5]5}15&5%?%5 2 ﬁ,v)‘
ﬁﬁ&%iﬁwaﬂﬁé e LEFTAFABR AP
g AR EAE R LRI I e )]-} iag (T

"EFARTE IR

AT BRSABER EERATTAAI TR R A

BrEOpPRADAEDBZ P BIRL o
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(k) whether consideration would be given to reinstating the revalidation

()

check system to screen out ineligible PRH applicants on a regular

basis; and if so, the timetable;
LGS ERGEELRE (THTERE ) 2 3%

S RS Fh L SRR il

\_1

2 IR R A PR Y R B AT e

P F MEEET 014 EA RS E T R

timetable for implementing the audit recommendations referred to in

paragraph 2.79 of the Audit Report;
E (@) AP ERFH B2 BY g T 2 B
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Maximising the rational utilisation of PRH flats

(m) breakdown by reasons of reservation of unlettable flats withheld from

allocation referred to in Table 16 of the Audit Report;
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(n) ageing analysis of ""under offer" flats referred to in Table 16 of the

Audit Report;

e LN TR F 306K 2 FE T Ak i
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(o) any improvement measures that had been/would be put in place to
tackle the issue of those unpopular flats with adverse **Environmental

Indicator'' referred to in paragraph 3.9 of the Audit Report;
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(p) an account of the progress made in the letting of those flats pooled for
the Express Flat Allocation Scheme (“'EFAS™) in 2013 and the
number of EFAS flats taken up each year by family applicants, single
elderly applicants and applicants placed under QPS respectively from
2010 to 2012;

M fTen- ) TR E el 2201370 f
N ’{:fa‘ g R E E AR e 2013117 280 =
B £ 4091 jamEE =0 A £ 120138110 30p # 1
500 B Fledt & e « — 4 ¥ 3K e S ARE H AR R
5:2013# 127 5p & B
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ETEE2EREVH ) 2 REYY GFAer hE
& FhEY E | EE- 4 | AEE- 4 ®
(8 %) - |
2010 (15 %) 996 171 702 1, 869
2011 (16 #) 898 489 383 1,770
2012 (17 ¥ | 1,237 664 188 2,089

3 3,131 1,324 1,273 5, 728

(q) why 470 (53%) out of 4 137 vacant flats available for letting referred to
in paragraph 3.10 of the Audit Report had not been included in

previous EFAS exercises;
ZAT0 BE A sl r 2w TEHESE R 9k

¥4 74T

Hiz#p A7 I TEEDESRRFR ) SRT

203 RS LR SR CI e 3 et

R B P LA Y
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FEREHE - LHE e ST ie] Y AR

BEX A = An S 4B
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(r) why 46 out of 4 137 vacant flats available for letting referred to in
Table 17 of the Audit Report had remained vacant for 10 years or more,
and measures that had been/would be taken to expedite the letting of

these 46 vacant flats;
=46 BH e 35

1) 42 B>~ Rien 8 = o 5 4 ¢ ° W HEE IR A

2) - BEMRREMAMGTE- AH o ZEYEFEEE
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o8 ez 5 - B H +en
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(s) reasons for the long refurbishment period for the five vacant flats
referred to in Table 18 of the Audit Report;

hiEd enz 23 3 2013 & 37 0 A&k 2T AJIE 43,500
k7 B H mfsRrafewa £ Tisaaduard it 2010711 -
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(t) why 171 Housing for Senior Citizens Type 1 flats and 367 Converted
One Person flats referred to in Table 19 of the Audit Report had

remained vacant for 10 years or more pending conversion to ordinary
PRH;
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(u) why the vacancy period of 598 unlettable flats referred to in Table 19
of the Audit Report was unknown;

ARG P B R Pz B L H (8
HA3 BE AN T3 RECIRIFEE 62 B
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(v)

checkings involved in the vetting and investigation of income and asset
declarations submitted by PRH tenants under the ""Well-off Tenants
Policies";
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(w)any improvement measures that had been/would be put in place to

address the high rates of false declarations by PRH tenants under the

"Well-off Tenants Policies'";
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any improvement measures that had been/would be put in place to
prevent the recurrence of incorrect input of the exemption indicator in

the Domestic Tenancy Management Sub-system referred to in
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(y)

paragraph 3.34 of the Audit Report;
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money spent on implementing the **Well-off Tenants Policies™ in the
past two years and amount of rent plus rates received from well-off

tenants over the same period;

REP2EFTRA LD DAL 9T 25 EFESE
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(z) rationale/consideration(s) behind the requirement laid down under the
"Well-off Tenants Policies™ for households whose total household
income and net asset value both exceed the prescribed limits, or those

who choose not to declare their assets, to vacate their PRH flats;

3
rs
=]
a| -
-_—

N N
>/

I
A
=
.

|+

Juui)vd
tn;f*r
3
E\i{

Fs
4
=
il
o
‘-\-\4:
o

Tor chfie & > 73 ROUGRAR S R IR/ A2

FEE o AR F o dofE P i REER T~ 2 T A LU T TN

-268 -



Ble b LR L €Y R o

(aa) any improvement measures that had been/would be put in place to

tackle the well-off tenants issue;

"HERK L ELRE LR K R E Y - R -
ERETAIAAEALH T i, g lrs £%
CEREES SRS SR AS AR TS R S A REE

Bl LML g R

(bb) measures in place to identify those under-occupied (*'UQO"™)
households, number of Housing Department (*"HD") staff deployed
and annual expenditure on paying home visit to PRH tenants for this

purpose;
SBEEAIZ R DR FIETFL G RAer AR R H
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(cc)an account of the progress made in dealing with the transfer priority
list over the past years and reasons for the 749 most serious cases of
UO households that had remained outstanding for two years or more

referred to in paragraph 3.52 of the Audit Report;
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(dd) why six housing offers had been given to the tenant referred to in
Case 7 of paragraph 3.56 of the Audit Report from July 2011 to March
2013;
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(ee)challenges facing the HD in the transfer of UO households;
dtH b X BRI A H SRR R P RE R

S 54§ e 2013/14 & R 2355 1000
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(ff) any improvement measures that had been/would be put in place to
tackle the UO issue in order to avail more PRH flats for the needy

families and ensure equitable allocation of PRH resources;
$4 62013 67 & TR AR KA LB 4T
BT ASL N B et Bhep 2013 10 7 F % 5
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(gg) whether consideration would be given to offering a higher level of
Domestic Removal Allowance in order to encourage UO households'

transfer to smaller flats;

B S B R b P AR B AR S IR R R Y
2ANEGIARE R o N EaR R RRIE SRR i
BIZPLIEH A o PO BRI BRI 0 F E ST R e
HEARERBZEMPLR L BAER N ¥ @
PIPAGFIRZE Bk AL RBATESRIES 18 o 4pF ad
WA PREETE Y T 5 L g nFIRIE R~ K BB

FRA B o

Tackling abuse of PRH

(hh)whether in view of the high rates of detected false declarations,
consideration would be given to conducting more in-depth checking
on new applications; if not, why not;

Pl ? gt Ere e lmiEE 2w ATITE N e TR G
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(if) internal guidelines for the alignment of practices within the
Applications Sub-section between the Registration and Civil Service
Unit (RCSU) and the Waiting List Unit (WLU) in handling false
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declaration cases identified by PHRM;

Fogpre 32 2013 # 10 7 21 paF i p Fhdp sl o k- ek
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(jj)) why the prosecution rate of WL applicants making false declarations
referred to in Table 33 of the Audit Report had decreased over the past
five years, from 48% in 2008-2009 to 14% in 2012-2013;
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(kk) what follow-up actions had been taken against the 1 117 false
declaration cases with no prosecution action referred to in paragraph
4.64(b) of the Audit Report;
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(I1) any improvement measures that had been/would be put in place to
ensure that HD staff are aware of and observe the requirements to
submit relevant files and documents to the Prosecutions Section for

taking prosecution action at least two months before the time bar;
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(mm) timetable for implementing the audit recommendations in the short-

and medium-term;
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