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MR ALBERT HO (in Cantonese): The question that I am going to ask today is 
related to the integrity of the Chief Executive.  As the saying goes, "The trust of 
the people can only be established with credibility."  Being the head of the SAR, 
this is a very important issue. 
 
 I am not going to ask about the Chief Executive's unauthorized building 
works which is indeed a relatively minor issue; instead, my question is about his 
declaration of interest to the Executive Council when he resumed office, seeking 
to avoid conflict of interest.  I guess he still clearly remembers that when he 
resigned his directorship with DTZ in December 2011 to stand in the Chief 
Executive election, he signed a contract with an Australian company, UGL, which 
intended to acquire DTZ.  In the contract, there are two very important 
provisions specifying the services to be provided by him.  Let me recap briefly.  
Firstly, he must continue to help DTZ promote its business after the acquisition 
and continue to serve as an adviser and referee.  He has, however, purposely 
included a clause stipulating that no conflict of interest should be involved.  This 
shows that he had envisaged that he would be elected the Chief Executive, and 
therefore stated that no conflict of interest should be involved. 
 
 Secondly, he must support UGL's acquisition of DTZ's business and refrain 
from issuing any statement denouncing the acquisition or damaging the 
reputation or role of DTZ and UGL staff.  In return, he would receive no less 
than HK$50 million in two phases, and an outstanding sum of about $1.5 million 
of directors' remuneration … 
 
 
PRESIDENT (in Cantonese): Please raise your question. 
 
 
MR ALBERT HO (in Cantonese): President, my question is ― the 
abovementioned background information is very important ― Chief Executive, 
that contract has legal effect, stipulating the service to be provided and the 
remuneration awarded, including both acts and omissions.  In this connection, 
may I ask the Chief Executive how he can, as the Chief Executive, serve two 
masters at the same time?  Although the remuneration he receives as the Chief 
Executive is not very high, he should not let Hong Kong people down.  Why did 
he secretly serve another boss at the same time?  Furthermore, why did he not 
declare this salaried job to the Executive Council?  Is this a serious misconduct 
of public officers?  Has his integrity gone completely bankrupt? 
 
(Dr LAM Tai-fai stood up)   
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PRESIDENT (in Cantonese): Dr LAM Tai-fai, what is your point? 
 
 
DR LAM TAI-FAI (in Cantonese): Please first rule if this question is relevant to 
the Policy Address before the Chief Executive replies. 
 
 
PRESIDENT (in Cantonese): I have permitted Mr Albert HO to ask this 
question, so it rests with the Chief Executive to decide whether or how he is 
going to reply. 
 
 
CHIEF EXECUTIVE (in Cantonese): President, the question raised by 
Mr Albert HO has already been fully answered by me time and again in the 
community and in this Chamber of the Legislative Council.  As Mr Albert HO 
has not raised any new information in his question, I can only give a brief answer 
that this is a normal resignation and post-resignation non-compete arrangement.  
Two people whom I do not know, namely an accountant and a management 
expert, have written articles in newspapers echoing that this is a perfectly normal 
resignation and non-compete arrangement.  In response to all questions 
concerning this issue, government officials and I have already provided a clear 
account to the Legislative Council in this Chamber. 
 
 
MR ALBERT HO (in Cantonese): President, I am very surprised that Chief 
Executive LEUNG Chun-ying has the audacity to evade this question lightly.  As 
a matter of fact, many academics, experts and legal personnel pointed out that 
this was a very unusual arrangement as the resignation agreement was not signed 
with the acquisition party, but with the directors of DTZ to which he belonged. 
 
 
PRESIDENT (in Cantonese): Mr HO, please do not make any comments. 
 
 
MR ALBERT HO (in Cantonese): May I ask the Chief Executive if the contract 
requires him to provide services?  Why did he not disclose to the Executive 
Council?  Why would he receive a reward of $50 million from a foreign 
company if he has done nothing as alleged?  If he regards the money donated by 
a Hong Kong businessman, Jimmy LAI, to support the Occupy Central movement 
as foreign forces to interfere in Hong Kong and manipulate the Occupy 
movement …   
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taxes in Australia, the United Kingdom, Hong Kong or any other places after 
receiving $50 million in the UGL incident?  If he has not, is there any tax 
evasion on his part? 
 
 
CHIEF EXECUTIVE (in Cantonese): It seems that Mr Kenneth LEUNG still 
prefers raising questions on issues that had been answered in the past to raising 
questions on the contents related to the Policy Address.  When I delivered the 
Policy Address to the Legislative Council yesterday, Mr Kenneth LEUNG was 
not present.  If Mr Kenneth LEUNG was really concerned about policy 
implementation of Hong Kong, as well as the economic, constitutional and 
livelihood development of Hong Kong, he would probably not have raised these 
two questions at this juncture today. 
 
 Regarding the first question, I can tell Mr Kenneth LEUNG and other 
Members that the current-term Government is more concerned about this issue 
than any previous terms of governments.  Regarding declaration of interests and 
monitoring by society and other parties, we have made remarkable progress in 
our work and we have done more than the previous terms of governments. 
 
 
MR KENNETH LEUNG (in Cantonese): President, LEUNG Chun-ying has not 
answered my question.  As for my absence yesterday, I can actually show 
Members my six-page script prepared after listening to the Chief Executive's 
Policy Address.  On tax reporting, Mr Chief Executive, you have never 
answered this question, nor have you made any clarification in the press.  As the 
highest ranking administration official of the Hong Kong Special Administrative 
Region, you should set a good example by not committing any act that, as 
remarked by you, "harms the investment environment of Hong Kong"; and 
corruption, dereliction of duty and tax evasion are acts that should not be 
committed.  Will you make any clarification regarding this question? 
 
 
CHIEF EXECUTIVE (in Cantonese): That is a post-employment non-compete 
agreement, and I have executed that agreement in accordance with the 
professional advice of my professional adviser. 
 
(Some Members were talking loudly) 
  




