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Member will ask the question in this language



3)

Arrangement for Hong Kong and Mainland customs, immigration and
guarantine procedures to be carried out at the West Kowloon Station

Hon Tanya CHAN (Oral reply)

On 25 July this year, the Hong Kong Special Administrative Region (“SAR”)
Government announced the proposed arrangement for Hong Kong and Mainland
customs, immigration and quarantine procedures to be carried out at the West
Kowloon Station of the Hong Kong Section of the Guangzhou-Shenzhen-Hong
Kong Express Rail Link (“the co-location arrangement”). Subsequently, on the
18th of this month, the Chief Executive signed on behalf of the SAR
Government with the People’s Government of Guangdong Province the
Co-operation Arrangement for implementing the co-location arrangement. In
this connection, will the Government inform this Council:

(1) of the reasons why the counterpart with which the SAR Government
signed the Co-operation Arrangement was the People’s Government of
Guangdong Province, and whether it knows if such a practice complies
with the requirements and procedures under the relevant Mainland laws;
the local legislation governing the Co-operation Arrangement; whether
such legislation provides a legal basis for the signing of the Co-operation
Arrangement between the authorities of Guangdong and Hong Kong; if
so, of the details; if not, the reasons for that;

(2) whether it is now still seeking, according to what it proposed in July this
year, the NPCSC’s granting SAR the power to implement matters in
relation to the co-location arrangement in accordance with Article 20 of
the Basic Law; if not, of the reasons for that, and the legal basis for
applying Mainland laws at the Mainland Port Area in the West Kowloon
Station; whether it has assessed if it is necessary for SAR to invoke the
provisions of the Basic Law in order to implement the co-location
arrangement; if it has assessed and the outcome is in the affirmative, of
the details and justifications; if not, the reasons for that; as the Chief
Executive has remarked that a decision by NPCSC on the Co-operation
Arrangement will provide “a solid legal foundation” for the co-location
arrangement, of the justifications for such remark, and whether it has
assessed if such remark has the effect of the Basic Law and the principle
of “one country, two systems” being bypassed or undermined; if it has
assessed, of the outcome; if not, the reasons for that; and

(3) whether the legislation on the co-location arrangement to be enacted by
this Council in future must be consistent with the Co-operation
Arrangement; if not, whether corresponding amendments will be made to
the Co-operation Arrangement; if so, of the procedure; if not, the reasons
for that?




