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Yours sincerely,

i
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The momentous year covered by this
Report has been one of intense activity
for Members. It has seen the Sino-British
negotiations on the crucial issue of Hong
Kong's future brought to a successful
conclusion.

The Agreement between the
Government of the United Kingdom and
the Government of the People’s Republic
of China on the future of Hong Kong was
signed in Beijing on 19th December 1984
and this Report provides an account of
the role played by UMELCO, during the
year, leading up to this event. It covers
the missions to London by the Executive
Council, the UMELCO delegations to
London and Beijing and accompanying
public statements. The U.K. parliamentary
debates on this subject are also included,
as well as the debates on Hong Kong's
future which took place in our own
Legislative Council both before and after
publication of the draft Agreement.

It will be for history to judge
UMELCO'’s contribution to these events.
In good conscience, we have acted in
what we have perceived to be the best
interests of Hong Kong and | hope this
review will assist readers to acquire a
better understanding of the role played
by UMELCO in the Sino-British
negotiations.

Throughout this period, the normal
business of Government has continued
and there were other developments of
great importance. The Green and White
Papers on the Further Development of
Representative Government were
published during the year and provide for
an elected majority of Unofficials to join
the Legislative Council by October 1985.
They will take their place in LegCoas a
matter of right and this will mark the end
of an era. It heralds the close of over 150
years of colonial rule which, for all its
shortcomings, has created not only an
economic miracle but a caring society and
a place we are proud to call our home

We now enter a new phase in aur
history. In July 1997 Hong Kong will
become a Special Administrative Region

within China with a fully elected
legislature and a high degree of
autonomy. It is necessary therefore to
prepare for this and to transfer the powers
of the present colonial government to the
elected representatives of the people of
Hong Kong.

In the course of this transfer the
Unofficial Members will gradually be
changing their role from advisers to policy
makers. UMELCO welcome this change
and look forward to taking up the new
challenge. Given understanding and
sensitivity by the two signatory
Governments and their firm commitment
to implementing the Joint Declaration in
both letter and spirit, UMELCO have
confidence that the people of Hong Kong
will succeed in maintaining Hong Kong's
social stability and economic prosperity
and in making the Joint Declaration work.

S.Y. CHUNG
Senior Unofficial Member
of the Executive Council



CHAPTER 1

Introduction

The two major Councils of Government
in Hong Kong are the Executive Council
and the Legislative Council; both include
Official as well as Unofficial Members.
The Official Members are usually Heads
of Secretariat Branches or major
Government departments and the
Unofficial Members are selected by the
Governor from a wide cross-section of
the population.

The Governor consults the Executive
Council in the execution of the powers
and authorities granted to him by Letters
Patent, and acts on its advice. At present,
the Executive Council consists of four
Ex-officio Members, two Official
Members and 10 Unofficial Members,
appointed by the Governor.

The Legislative Council corisists of
three Ex-officio Members, 13 Official
Members and 30 Unofficial Members. It
enacts legislation and controls public
expenditure.

The Unofficial Members are appointed
from a wide spectrum of the community.
Through their membership of over 300
boards and committees, including
District Boards, the Urban Council and
the Heung Yee Kuk, dealing with public
affairs, with educational and legal
matters, and with all facets of Hong
Kong's economic and social life,
Unofficial Members are in touch with all
sectors of the community.

Apart from their duties in the two
Councils, they monitor the effectiveness
of the public administration, and
consider complaints by members of the
public against Government, for handling
which they have far wider powers than is
possessed by any Ombudsman.

The work of the Unofficials of the
Executive and Legislative Councils
(UMELCO) during the year under
review was largely, although by no
means exclusively, connected with one
burning issue: the future of Hong Kong.
A further topic of great importance
which occupied a considerable amount
of Members' time was the Green Paper
on the Further Development of

Representative Government in Hong
Kong.

This report reviews the work of
UMELCO during the period 1st
September 1983 to 31st August 1984.
In view of the major events relating to
the future of Hong Kong which occurred
after the closure of the report period,
Chapter |l dealing with the Future of
Hong Kong covers events up to the
signing of the Joint Declaration in
Beijing on 19th December 1984.

%HAPTER 2

The Future of Hong Kong

The Sino-British negotiations on the
future of Hong Kong continued
throughout the year. The pace of the
talks quickened from March when they
were held at fortnightly rather than at
monthly intervals. Altogether 18 rounds
of talks were held in Beijing during the
year.

It may be recalled that the negotiations
began with the Prime Minister’s visit to
Beijing in September 1982. As reported
last year, five UMELCO Members went
to London with the Governor prior to the
visit to acquaint the Prime Minister and
the Foreign Secretary with the views of
Hong Kong people.

In a joint statement issued on 24.9.82,
at the end of the Prime Minister's visit to
Beijing, Britain and China announced
they had agreed “. . . to enter into talks
through diplomatic channels following
the visit with the common aim of
maintaining the stability and prosperity
of Hong Kong.”

On 1.7.83, all nine Unofficial Members
of Executive Council, Sir S. Y. CHUNG,
Mr. O. V. CHEUNG, Mr. R. H. Lobo,

Mr. LI Fook-wo, Dr. Harry S. Y. FANG,
Mr. M. G. R. Sandberg, Mr. T. S. LO,
Mr. D. K. Newbigging and Miss Lydia
DUNN, made an historic journey to
London with the Governor for a further
round of discussions with the Prime
Minister and Ministers of the Foreign
and Commonwealth Office.

On the same day, 1.7.83, the

following joint statement was issued in
London and Beijing:—

“Following the discussions between
the leaders of the two countries in
September 1982, and subsequent useful
exchanges it has been agreed that a
second phase of the talks on the future
of Hong Kong will begin in Peking on
12th July 1983.”

The July 1983 visit to London marked
the beginning of the involvement of the
Executive Council in the talks on the
future of Hong Kong. In a statement
issued by the Prime Minister's Office in
London after the visit it was said:—

“ .. Ministers reaffirmed their
commitment to Hong Kong and their
aim of seeking arrangements which
would be acceptable to Parliament, to
China and to the people of Hong
Kong...”

The statement added that.—

“... They emphasised the importance
which they attach to the advice of the
Executive Council which would
continue to be sought throughout the
course of the talks . . .”

In speaking to the media, on returning
to Hong Kong with the Unofficial
Members of ExCo on 7.7.83, the
Governor told reporters that:—

“... during that visit the British
Government made clear very strongly the
importance which they attach to taking
the advice of Executive Council, and it is
a fairly dramatic event | think, that all the
Unofficials of Executive Council should
go to London for that purpose.”

The first meetings of the second phase
took place on 12th and 13th July, and
further rounds were held on 25th and
26th July and on 2nd and 3rd August.
Thereafter the talks continued at monthly
intervals.

Visits of Unofficial Members of
ExCo to London

There was much uneasiness and
speculation about the progress of the
early rounds of talks.

At the end of the 3rd and 4th rounds
held on 2/3 August and 22/23
September 1983, the customary phrase
“ .. useful and constructive . . .” was
omitted from the joint statement released
at the close of the rounds. With growing
fears and uncertainty about the talks, the
Hong Kong dollar experienced the
sharpest fall in its history and on 24.9.83
plunged to a record low of $9.50 against
the US dollar.

On 5.10.83 all the Unofficial Members
of ExCo, Sir S. Y. CHUNG, Mr. O. V.
CHEUNG, Mr. R. H. Lobo, Mr. LI
Fook-wo, Mr. M. G. R. Sandberg, Mr. LO
Tak-shing, Mr. D. K. Newbigging, Miss

Lydia DUNN, Mr. Q. W. LEE, Mr. S. L.
CHEN and Miss Maria TAM, returned to
London with the Governor. They met the
Prime Minister, Mrs. Thatcher, the
Secretary of State for Foreign and
Commonwealth Affairs, Sir Geoffrey
Howe, and other senior officials of the
Foreign and Commonwealth Office.
Referring to the meeting a statement
issued by the Prime Minister’s Press
Office afterwards said:—

“There was a thorough review of
developments since the Unofficials last
visited London on July 4-5. This took
place in a warm and positive
atmosphere, it produced a valuable
exchange of views and complete
understanding on the issues involved.
The Governor and the Unofficials
expressed their appreciation of this
further opportunity to meet the Prime
Minister and other Ministers and for the
continuing commitment of Her Majesty's
Government to Hong Kong.”

On 15.10.83, in order to stabilise the
Hong Kong dollar, the Hong Kong
Government announced that it would be
linked to the US dollar at the exchange
rate of HK$7.80 to US$1.00 with effect
from 17.10.83.

The Unofficial Members of ExCo, less
Mr. D. K. Newbigging who retired in
January, again visited London with the
Governor on 12.1.84 and a statement
issued by the Prime Minister's Press
Office afterwards said:—

“This was the third visit by the
Governor and the Unofficials since July,
1983. Ministers reaffirned HMG's
continuing commitment to Hong Kong
and to the search for a settlement
acceptable to Parliament, to China and
to the people of Hong Kong.

As on previous occasions there was a
comprehensive review of developments
in the talks. It produced a close identity
of views of matters involved.

The Prime Minister and the Foreign
Secretary reiterated the importance
which they continue to attach to keeping
the Executive Council fully informed and




to receiving their advice. The Governor
and Unofficials expressed their
appreciation for this further opportunity
to meet the Prime Minister and her
colleagues and for their continuing
support and encouragement.”

The Unofficial Members of ExCo
returned to London once more with the
Governor on 3.4.84 and briefed Sir
Geoffrey Howe on the feelings and
views of the people of Hong Kong prior
to his visit to Beijing and Hong Kong in
mid-April. A detailed account of Sir
Geoffrey’s statement which he made in
Hong Kong on 20.4.84 after his visit to
Beijing is given on P. 5.

The “Lobo Motion” (March
1984)

As the Sino-British negotiations were
conducted in the strictest confidence,
and as Hong Kong was not a party to
them, rumours and speculation on the
contents and progress of the talks pre-
occupied the media during the early part
of the year, resulting in the confidence of
the community being badly shaken.

It was against this background that
Unofficial LegCo Members decided to
introduce a motion in the Legislative
Council on 14.3.84 to debate the issue
in public. The motion, put forward over
the name of the Senior Member,

Mr. R. H. Lobo, read:—

“This Council deems it essential that
any proposals for the future of Hong
Kong should be debated in this Council
before any final agreement is reached.”

A total of 22 Unofficials participated in
the debate. Many pointed out that it was
their duty to reflect public opinion on
such a vital issue as the future of Hong
Kong. The aim of the debate was to
encourage public discussion of the 1997
issue and several Members took the
opportunity to call for a positive attitude
on the part of the people of Hong Kong
towards the future.

In introducing the motion, Mr. Lobo
said its purpose was to give some focal
expression to the undertaking by the UK
Government that the objective was to
reach an agreement on the future of
Hong Kong which would be acceptable
to the Governments of China and Britain
as well as to the people of Hong Kong.
Since LegCo was one of the principal
forums for public debate, the motion was
to reaffirm Unofficial Members’
commitment to the responsibility of
reflecting public opinion in Hong Kong,
in advance of any proposed agreement
being put before the UK Parliament.

Dr. Harry FANG was concerned that
as Hong Kong's social, economic,

political and cultural systems were
greatly different from those of China and
Britain the ideas and viewpoints of the
two negotiating parties might not be
entirely in tune with those of the Hong
Kong people. Thus he hoped China and
Britain would establish an effective
means of consulting public opinion
before reaching an agreement. He was of
the opinion that LegCo should play an
active part by encouraging and assisting
the people to study and discuss the
future question, so as to look for
proposals that would meet the needs of
Hong Kong and be acceptable to China
and Britain. In his view, personal
freedom and the livelihood of Hong
Kong people had to be guaranteed in the
arrangements.

Mr. LO Tak-shing, together with
Dr. Harry FANG, Mr. Peter C. WONG
and Mrs. Selina CHOW, stressed the
importance of having adequate time to
debate the arrangements for the future of
Hong Kong before they were set in
concrete. Any appearance of rushing an
agreement through would
psychologically damage the credibility of
the UK Government even if the
Agreement itself was actually quite
reasonable.

Dr. Francis TIEN spoke of three
economic issues: Hong Kong's
autonomy in her trading links; Hong
Kong's separate textile quotas; and her
image as a supplier of high quality
goods. These three questions called for
immediate and positive answers, he said.

Mr. Alex WU used the analogy of an
‘arranged marriage’ to describe the
arrangements being made by Britain and
China for Hong Kong. He made it clear
that only an informed public could make
a valid judgement on the arrangements
for their future. He also said that to
doubt LegCo’s right and responsibility to
debate the proposals was in itself a
factor to sap that confidence upon
which Hong Kong depended.

Mr. Peter C. WONG pointed out that
a vital element in maintaining the
continued success of Hong Kong was
the expertise to manage public affairs
prudently within the framework of an
independent and impartial judicial
system. In the interests of efficiency and
expediency, he suggested that the
English language be accorded legal
status after 1997, with a generous period
for conversion and adaptation. He drew
attention to Article 102 of the United
Nations Charter, 1945 which imposed a
binding obligation to effect the
registration of any treaty or agreement
entered into by member states of the

Organisation. In conclusion, he said he
appreciated that LegCo had no authority
to pre-empt or override any decision of
the British Parliament; nevertheless, he
hoped views expressed in all forums
would be given due consideration by the
British and Chinese Governments.

Mr. WONG Lam urged that the
confidentiality rule of the Sino-British
talks be lifted so that the people of Hong
Kong would be kept informed of
progress in the negotiations. Only then
could they contribute positively to the
quest for a favourable solution and
would they refrain from speculation.

Refuting criticism from some sectors
that the Motion might resurrect the
‘three-legged stool’ concept and
jeopardise the cordial atmosphere
surrounding the negotiations, Dr. HO
Kam-fai said the Motion was not aimed
at changing the status of Hong Kong in
the negotiations; it merely afforded an
opportunity for a useful and timely
debate in the LegCo Chamber. He urged
that effective consultation machinery be
set up to monitor, collate and compile
views. The Government should continue
to be autonomous and insulated from
the exercise of arbitrary power or external
influence after 1997. Transitional
arrangements should be made early,
especially with regard to the localisation
of top level posts in the civil service;
widening the use of the Chinese
language in the judicial sector; and
increasing the political consciousness of
the people, Dr. HO said.

The fears and worries of the Hong
Kong people, according to Mr. Allen
LEE, stemmed basically from the lack of
any known precedent for one country to
allow two totally opposite systems to
operate successfully at the same time. He
said that on such an important issue as
the future of Hong Kong Unofficial
Members of LegCo had to feel free to
express their views; to reflect public
opinion; to provide leadership; and to
help achieve the common objective of
maintaining stability and prosperity. He
quoted in full the representations made
to UMELCO by nine workers’ unions
requesting the release of information on
the Sino-British talks. He called for
improved confidence and for the
development of mutual trust with China
to alleviate the confidence crisis.

Mr. Andrew SO drew an analogy
between the progress of the Sino-British
talks and changes in the weather in
Hong Kong. He suggested that the
negotiating parties should make regular
reports to the people of Hong Kong so
that they could plan their activities well.

‘

Mr. F. K. HU was concerned with the
freedom of movement of persons and
the textile quota system which involved
agreements with third countries. He
pointed out that it was important for
both the Chinese and British
Governments to make a public
announcement in the United Nations on
the change of status of Hong Kong and
to invite other member states to maintain
mutually beneficial relations with Hong
Kong in the future.

Mr. WONG Po-yan said Hong Kong
had served and would continue to serve
the interests of Britain and China. This
congruence of interest, he believed,
would enhance the well-being of Hong
Kong citizens as well as maintaining
prosperity and stability. He called on the
people of Hong Kong to build up mutual
trust and to work positively for the
future.

Mr. W. C. L. Brown stressed the
importance of local entrepreneurs’

confidence and its impact on investment.

In joining the call for more information
on the Sino-British talks to be made
public, he said businessmen needed
more details and an opportunity to
discuss them before decisions could be
made. He added that LegCo was one of
the most important forums in which the
acceptability of a Sino-British agreement
should be tested.

Mr. J. J. Swaine said the greatest
freedom was the freedom from fear, the
fear of pressure from the state. He
considered it essential that the
independence of the judiciary and the
rule of law be incorporated into any
future arrangements for Hong Kong. He
suggested a system of secondments
from the English Bench to the Court of
Appeal in Hong Kong to remove doubts
on the quality or impartiality of judicial
decisions after 1997. As regards British
nationals in Hong Kong, he requested
that a new class of citizenship be devised
for them so that they would have an
option to leave if they wished and to
settle overseas with assistance from the
British Government. The very existence
of an option would, he argued, enhance
the prospects of an acceptable solution,
and that option ought to operate as a
built-in safeguard against arbitrary
change.

Mr. Stephen CHEONG said Unofficial
Members of LegCo were trying to help
achieve the common objective of
prosperity and stability through the
debate on the Motion; they were not
fighting for the power of veto or for the
final word in the negotiations. He felt
that the pre-1997 period was a truly

critical one when China, Britain and
Hong Kong must work hard together to
build a solid foundation for the future.
The first crucial step was to dismantle
the barrier of mistrust between the three
parties. He called for a positive and
constructive attitude towards the
Chinese proposals on the part of the
Hong Kong people, a positive look at
Hong Kong people’s comments and
contributions on the part of China, and
for Britain to act as an effective catalyst
in promoting better understanding
between Hong Kong and China.

Mr. CHEUNG Yan-lung also appealed
to the three sides to work together. In his
view, the debate would not pose any
obstacles to the talks between Britain
and China, but give greater depth and
broader scope to consideration of the
problems at the talks.

Mrs. Selina CHOW raised a number of
questions concerning China’s intentions
for Hong Kong, the most important
being whether Hong Kong, a stronghold
of capitalism, could maintain her identity
and success under a communist regime,
and what would happen should there be
disagreement between Beijing and Hong
Kong. In order that the mechanism of
testing the acceptability of the Sino-
British agreement could work effectively,
she asked that Hong Kong be given a
reasonable length of time to study and
comment on the proposals.

Miss Maria TAM said she believed
that the motion was tabled in the spirit of
freedom of speech and that LegCo had
the legal status to debate the vital
question of the future of Hong Kong.
She also pointed out that Hong Kong
was a city with an open social system, in
which the maintenance of stability and
prosperity depended on the rule of law, a
free economy, the freedom of movement
of the people, and the separation of the
legislature, the judiciary and the
administration in the political structure.

Mr. CHAN Ying-lun pointed out the
importance of preserving the two factors
which he said made Hong Kong
prosperous, viz. that Government
acceded to the wishes of the people and
that Hong Kong was a free, equal and
open society. An elected Government by
1997 and an early start on educating the
people of Hong Kong about democracy
would enable these two factors to
continue to work after 1997.

Mrs. Rita FAN stressed that, at this
turning point in the history of Hong
Kong, the people here must make both
China and Britain understand their
position and appreciate their sincerity in
seeking a solution to Hong Kong's

future. Secondly, any change in the
Government system had to take place
gradually and be tried out first on a small
scale. She also suggested that a new
curriculum on comparative government
systems be introduced at the post-
secondary school level.

Mrs. Pauline NG said Hong Kong
people had doubts about everything
surrounding the future issue because of
the lack of experience, and hence their
immaturity, in understanding stormy
events in the political system. She hoped
they would react positively to the
development of Hong Kong's future.

Mr. YEUNG Po-kwan reiterated the
call for a positive attitude and
constructive views on the future. He
considered that the debate would
increase public confidence and urged the
people of Hong Kong to ‘hold fast to the
present and strive for the future’.

The official reply was made by the
Chief Secretary. He paid tribute to the
great sense of duty and responsibility
Members had shown in approaching the
issue of the future of Hong Kong. He
said it was entirely natural and
understandable that Unofficial Members
of LegCo should wish to raise this issue
in the terms of the Motion. As the UK
Parliament would wish to know the
views of the people of Hong Kong on
the Agreement resulting from the Sino-
British talks, views expressed through
various channels, including LegCo,
would be considered by Parliament
when assessing the arrangements as a
whole. He could not believe that the
debate on the Motion would do
anything other than help achieve the
objective of arriving at arrangements that
would satisfy Britain and China as well
as help confidence in Hong Kong.

In his winding up speech, Mr. Lobo
said the debate had made a positive
contribution to reaching an acceptable
agreement which would be supported
by the people of Hong Kong. While
appreciating the need for the
negotiations to be conducted in
confidence, he drew the attention of
both Britain and China to the fragility of
public confidence in Hong Kong, saying
that faith could not be created by orders;
trust could not be induced by the
exercise of power; and no settlement
which failed to engender trust could
possibly preserve stability and prosperity.

The Motion was carried.

Sir Geoffrey Howe’s statement
on 20.4.84

Sir Geoffrey Howe visited Beijing in
mid-April for discussions with Chinese




leaders on the future of Hong Kong. He
then visited Hong Kong and met
UMELCO Members on 19.4.84. A press
conference was held the following day,
at the end of Sir Geoffrey's visit, at which
he said:—

“I want to emphasise that throughout
the talks we have kept in close contact
with the Governor and with Members of
the Executive Council. Through them,
through the Legislative Council, and
through visits to Hong Kong by British
Ministers, we have kept in touch with a
wide range of opinion here. The hopes
and aspirations of the people of Hong
Kong have been very much in our minds.
Our chief concern has been to preserve
the way of life of Hong Kong, a way of
life which lies at the heart of the
territory’s success. We know that the
preservation of that way of life depend's
upon continuity; continuity in the
essentials of the legal, economic, social
and administrative systems, and
maintenance of the freedoms that people
in Hong Kong now enjoy.”

Sir Geoffrey also revealed for the first
time that Hong Kong would not be
under British administration after 1997
when he said:—

“... continuity in Hong Kong is at
present assured by British administration.
The terms of an agreement between the
British and Chinese Governments still
have to be worked out, but it is right for
me to tell you now that it would not be
realistic to think of an agreement that
provides for continued British
administration in Hong Kong after

1997.”

UMELCO Delegation to London
(May 1984)

On learning that the House of Commons
would debate the future of Hong Kong
during the week commencing 14.5.84,
UMELCO decided that a delegation
should visit London before the debate to
meet MPs to reflect the views of the
people of Hong Kong. The delegation,
led by Sir S. Y. CHUNG, included

Mr. O. V. CHEUNG, Mr. R. H. Lobo,

Mr. M. G. R. Sandberg, Mr. LO Tak-
shing, Miss Maria TAM, Mr. Allen LEE,
Mr. W. C. L. Brown, Mr. Stephen
CHEONG, Mr. CHEUNG Yan-lung,
Mrs. Selina CHOW and Mr. CHAN
Ying-lun.

Taking account of the views and
representations received from the public
and through District Board members, a
position paper was prepared which
Members felt accurately reflected the
views of the people of Hong Kong. This
was distributed to all Members of the

House of Commons and selected
Members of the House of Lords and to
the UK media. A copy of the position
peper is at Appendix IV.

The visit took place between 9.5.84
and 23.5.84. Apart from attending the
House of Commons and House of Lords
debates on the future of Hong Kong on
16.5.84 and 21.5.84 respectively, the
delegation met the following groups:—

(/) The Labour Party Foreign Affairs
Committee (Mr. Tom Clarke)

(#) All-Party Hong Kong and China
Groups (Sir Peter Blaker and Mr. Robert
Adley)

(iif) Foreign Affairs Select Committee
(Sir Anthony Kershaw)

In addition, the delegation met many
individual MPs, including Rt. Hon.
Edward Heath, Rt. Hon. David Steel, Rt.
Hon. Sir Humphrey Atkins, Mr. John
Cope, Rt. Hon. Denis Healy, Mr. George
Robertson, Mr. Michael Brown and

Mr. lan Wrigglesworth. Meetings were
also held with the Prime Minister, the
Secretary of State for Foreign and
Commonwealth Affairs, Sir Geoffrey
Howe, and Minister of State, Mr.
Richard Luce. The delegation also met
Lord Rhodes, Lord Fanshawe, Lord
Soames, Lord Shepherd, Lord Tanlaw
and Lord Geddes before the debate in
the House of Lords.

The meeting with the All-Party Hong
Kong and China Groups was conducted
in an unsympathetic atmosphere. A
number of MPs and Lords were
pointedly critical. Doubts were expressed
both during the meeting and afterwards
regarding the validity of the views
reflected in the UMELCO position paper
and about the timing and purpose of the
UMELCO mission. Comments in this
vein were reported by the media and
produced an immediate response from
the people of Hong Kong. Within hours
hundreds of supportive telex messages
were received by the delegation and the
UMELCO Office in Hong Kong received
messages of support from 8,200
individuals, about 1,500 organisations
and 15 District Boards.

A formal report of the delegation’s trip
was made in LegCo through an
adjournment debate on 30.5.84, in
which Mr. LO Tak-shing, Miss Lydia
DUNN and Mrs. Pauline NG
participated. Mr. LO described the
delegation’s activities in London and
explained the purpose and timing of the
visit. He reported that as a whole the aim
of the visit which was to reflect the
views and wishes of the people of Hong
Kong to British Ministers and MPs, had
been achieved. Miss DUNN pointed out

that the people of Hong Kong were
anxious about their future after the
transfer of sovereignty in 1997 because
the “one country two systems” concept,
under which Hong Kong would become
a Special Administrative Region of
China, had no precedent and involved a
sharp break with the past. She said that,
while accepting the validity of the
Chinese claim to sovereignty over Hong
Kong and the fact that the people of
Hong Kong had no right to participate in
the negotiations, local people were
apprehensive about their future. She also
pointed out that the Government had
plans to develop on more representative
lines and it was important for such a
representative system to operate without
interference. Mrs. NG reported on the
reaction of the general public to the
UMELCO position paper. She said the
overwhelming support from telex
messages and telegrams sent to
UMELCO by the people of Hong Kong,
and the results of an independent survey
commissioned by a local English
language newspaper (South China
Morning Post), showed that the position
paper had accurately represented their
views. She observed that people had
begun to recognise the importance of
expressing their views and urged them to
keep up their efforts in that direction.

The Attorney General replied on behalf
of the Government. He said it was
understandable that the people of Hong
Kong should be concerned and anxious
about the outcome of the negotiations
and that UMELCO should wish to reflect
those concerns and anxieties to MPs. He
said the UMELCO delegation had never
claimed to represent the people of Hong
Kong, but they rightly claimed the right
to present or represent their views. Being
honest and well-informed, they were in
the best position to do so, regardless of
whether they were elected or not. He
said the visit succeeded in raising
considerably the level of awareness at
Westminster of the problems of Hong
Kong's future and boosted UMELCOQ's
standing as leaders of the community.
He concluded by saying that the best
assurance lay in a binding international
agreement in which arrangements for
Hong Kong's continuing prosperity and
stability, based on a substantial degree of
autonomy, would be formally recorded
with clarity and precision.

Visit of UMELCO Members to
Beijing (June 1984)

Following the UMELCO delegation to
London, a large number of comments
and representations were received

from members of the public and
organisations, many urging UMELCO to
make a similar visit to Beijing to reflect
their anxieties to China’s leaders. At

the same time UMELCO also was
considering whether such a trip should
be made. Three ExCo Members, Sir

S. Y. CHUNG, Miss Lydia DUNN and
Mr. Q. W. LEE, therefore accepted an
invitation from the Director of the Hong
Kong Branch of Xinhua News Agency to
visit the Chinese capital for an exchange
of views with Chairman DENG Xiaoping
and other senior Chinese officials.

The visit took place from 21.6.84—
25.6.84. The three Members met
Chairman DENG, and Mr. JI Pengfei
and Mr. LU Ping, the Director and
Secretary-General of the Hong Kong
and Macau Affairs Office respectively.
Members presented their views and three
specific suggestions to Chairman DENG
and other Chinese leaders; the full text of
their Speaking Note is at Appendix V.

To enable the views reflected by the
group to the Chinese leaders to be put
on public record, Miss DUNN tabled the
Speaking Note at the LegCo meeting on
27.6.84.

The purpose of the Beijing visit was to
reflect the views and anxieties of the
people of Hong Kong to Chinese
leaders. That objective was achieved. In
addition, three major proposals were
made, which the Members felt could
assist the maintenance of prosperity and
stability in Hong Kong. The first was that
the Agreement must be detailed and
binding, and that there should be a
provision in it stating that the Basic Law
should reflect the relevant terms of the
Agreement. The second was that those
parts of the Basic Law which did not
relate to sovereignty and which covered
only the internal affairs of Hong Kong
should be drafted in Hong Kong by a
Committee including representatives of
the people of Hong Kong. The third
proposal was that a Committee
consisting of Chinese people of
international standing and reputation
should be appointed by China for the
purpose of monitoring or advising on the
drafting and implementation of, and
subsequent amendments to, the Basic
Law. The first proposal was accepted by
the Chinese leaders and they said they
would consider the other two after the
signing of the Agreement.

Adjournment debates on Hong
Kong’s existing systems

Four adjournment debates, each
focusing on vital features of the existing
systems in Hong Kong, were held in

LegCo in June and July. The subjects
were the Legal System, the Economic
System, the Social System and Freedom
of Movement. The aim of these debates
was to put on public record the essential
qualities which LegCo Members felt
must be preserved in Hong Kong if
prosperity and stability were to be
maintained.

(i) Legal System and the Future of
Hong Kong

In an adjournment debate on 27.6.84,
Miss Maria TAM spoke on the legal
system and the future of Hong Kong;
Fr. Patrick T. McGovern and Mr. J. J.
Swaine also took part. All emphasised
the merits of the existing independent
legal system which was fairly and justly
administered. To preserve Hong Kong as
a prosperous international city, it was
necessary to maintain the rule of law
beyond 1997.

Miss TAM pointed out some essential
elements within the existing legal
system. Law enforcement bodies must
be subject to the law, Hong Kong's
international trading partners must have
confidence in our legal system, the
system must follow principles and
practices of the law which were
internationally recognized, and be served
by competent lawyers and eminent
judges. Therefore, in order to maintain
confidence in Hong Kong, the existing
legal system should be allowed to
function freely beyond 1997. She
suggested that the final Court of Appeal
should remain in the Hong Kong Special
Administrative Region (HKSAR) and that
the legislature of the SAR should be free
to enact and repeal its laws. She said in
order to preserve the integrity of the legal
system the proposals in the debate had
to be reflected in sufficient detail in the
Sino-British Agreement and eventually in
the contents of the Basic Law.

Fr. McGovern emphasised the
importance of freedom as defined in the
‘Universal Declaration of Human Rights
of the United Nations’, saying the
Declaration contained the basic human
rights which did not come from the law
but had to be protected by the law. He
highlighted religious belief as a freedom
which should be protected. Another
example of freedom was the freedom of
association which should also be
safeguarded. He cautioned that a person
should be protected against being
arbitrarily declared a ‘non-person” on
account of non-conformity with some
factional rule or law.

Mr. Swaine said a similar independent
body to the Judicial Service Commission

should continue in operation after 1997
and the appointment of judges should
be based on merit and not political
reasons. They could only be removed on
grounds of inability to perform the
functions of their office and of
misbehaviour, and their dismissal should
only be made after investigation and on
the recommendation of an independent
tribunal. In order to command respect,
judges should be of the highest calibre.
He said the law should keep pace with
other Common Law jurisdictions of the
world and English had to remain the
language of the law. On specific areas of
the law, he emphasised the importance
of the right to travel outside Hong Kong.
Hence, a travel document which was
internationally recognised should be
issued by the governing authority of
Hong Kong and the Hong Kong
belonger should not be compelled to
leave Hong Kong by some system of
rustication or banishment. He also
proposed that the final Court of Appeal
for Hong Kong should be in Hong Kong.

Replying at the close of the debate,
the Attorney General said both the
British and Chinese Governments had
expressed a common intention to
preserve the essential features of Hong
Kong's legal system. This unity of
purpose was surely one of the most
hopeful signs to the people of Hong
Kong that the continuation of their
lifestyle and way of life was assured
beyond 1997 and that their freedoms
and rights would continue to be
respected.

(ii) Economic System and the Future of
Hong Kong

In an adjournment debate on 11.7.84,
Mr. Allen LEE spoke on the economic
system and the future of Hong Kong. Six
other Members took part in the debate:
they were Dr. Francis TIEN, Mr. Andrew
SO, Mr. F. K. HU, Mr. WONG Po-yan,
Mr. W. C. L. Brown and Mr. Stephen
CHEONG.

All speakers emphasised free
enterprise, free trading and international
linkage with the outside world as basic
prerequisites to the maintenance of a
successful economic system in Hong
Kong. Mr. LEE highlighted the textile
and electronics industries in Hong Kong
and emphasised the importance of the
development of technology-intensive
industries and the further strengthening
of a technology base. On the
international front, he suggested that
Government should set up a working
group to find out from the USA, Japan
and the EEC whether they would




continue to treat Hong Kong as an
international free trading port after 1997.
He emphasised the importance of the
continued development of industry in
Hong Kong and cautioned that the
embargo put up by the Coordinating
Committee for Multilateral Export
Controls (COCOM) to control the export
of technology and strategic commodities
from capitalist countries to communist or
socialist countries might be extended to
Hong Kong after 1997.

Dr. TIEN emphasised the success of
Hong Kong's international trade and
pointed out that Hong Kong should fight
to remain a contracting party to the
General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade
(GATT). The good reputation of the
textile and garment industries and hence
the quality of Hong Kong products
should be preserved after 1997. For this
reason, human investment should be
further expanded. He said overseas
traders would have confidence in
commercial contracts in Hong Kong after
1997 if the Sino-British Agreement was
acceptable to the people of Hong Kong.

Mr. SO said the right to private
property, free enterprise and minimum
Government interference were factors
contributing to the success of Hong
Kong today. Furthermore, human dignity
was respected in Hong Kong. Since
there were basic differences between the
philosophy behind the existing systems
in China and Hong Kong, and in order to
insulate the economic system from
political pressure, a detailed Sino-British
Agreement was crucial to maintain the
prosperity and stability of Hong Kong, to
ensure the success of “two systems
within one nation”.

Mr. HU spoke on the investment in
real estate and the construction industry
and emphasised their importance to
Hong Kong's social and economic
needs. A sluggish property market would
affect the position of Hong Kong as an
international financial, trading and
manufacturing centre. Therefore, a
detailed Sino-British Agreement on the
basic issue of land leases and land policy
was essential. He put forward three sets
of proposals for renewing leases on
Hong Kong, Kowloon and the New
Territories to expire beyond 1997.

Mr. WONG stressed the importance of
industrial re-investment and said any
standstill in this area would lead to a loss
in competitiveness with other
neighbouring countries. It was lack of
confidence in the future of Hong Kong
that deterred industrialists from
re-investing. Therefore, a detailed
agreement to ensure the continuation of

the present economic system after 1997
would help. He advocated that
industrialists should keep their nerve and
expedite the process of re-investment,
especially in high technology, at this
crucial time.

Mr. Stephen CHEONG emphasised
the ability of Hong Kong to increase
exports of manufactured goods.
Participation in GATT and Most
Favoured Nation treatment were key
factors. Therefore, a framework to
maintain the present autonomy in
handling external commercial relations
should be detailed in the Agreement. As
there was fear that the current textile
access rights of Hong Kong might be
combined with those of China, this issue
should be specified in the Agreement in
detail. He suggested that the Agreement
should also maintain Hong Kong's
relations with international organisations
and allow Hong Kong to maintain a
close working relationship with
developing countries to resolve
international trade issues and guard
against protectionism by developed
countries. In addition, freedom of
movement and Hong Kong's status as a
free port were vital. In conclusion, he
urged that a detailed agreement to
preserve these vital elements of Hong
Kong's success should be made so as to
prove the concept of “one country, two
systems” as pragmatic and viable.

Mr. Brown emphasised the
importance of a continuance of Hong
Kong as an international financial and
commercial centre and the importance of
retaining a fully convertible Hong Kong
dollar. The objective was to achieve
continued progress on top of stability
and prosperity. However, this progress
could only be made by maintaining a
high rate of economic growth. The
present ‘wait and see’ attitude towards
investment in land was damaging. A
detailed agreement would therefore likely
give confidence to investors. He also
noted that the ability to finance public
works depended in no small degree on
the proceeds from land sales, and that
the infrastructure created in the next
decade would be important to the
continued well-being of Hong Kong
beyond 1997.

In reply, the Financial Secretary said
the potential for generating further
economic success and prosperity, both
up to 1997 and beyond, would only be
realised if the factors that had made
possible the economy’s past success
remained unchanged. These successful
factors included steadily expanding trade
with other countries; the right to own

property; and the right of people to use
their skills, abilities and capital as they
chose. Continuing improvement in the
living standards of the community
required Hong Kong's economic,
financial and monetary policies to take
full account of the economy'’s
requirements, specific conditions and
experience. Since Hong Kong had a
strong foundation, and provided the
economic system continued to function,
Hong Kong had ample cause for
optimism.

(iif) Social System and the Future of
Hong Kong

In an adjournment debate on 24.7.84,
Dr. Harry FANG spoke on the social
system and the future of Hong Kong. Fr.
Patrick T. McGovern, Dr. HO Kam-fai,
Mrs. Selina CHOW, Mrs. Rita FAN, Mr.
CHAN Ying-lun, Mrs. Pauline NG and
Mr. YEUNG Po-kwan also took part.

Dr. FANG opened the debate by
saying that underpinning all aspects of
the social system in Hong Kong was the
freedom to do what one liked, subject
only to the rule of law and to the dictates
of one’s conscience. Therefore, he
believed it would be the wish of all in
the community that the best features of
the social system in Hong Kong should
be maintained. The philosophy of hard
work was important for the success of
Hong Kong while social mobility was
equally important to provide the driving
force to work. An adequate and
progressive education system would
guarantee mobility and encourage free
intellectual development. He also
pointed out that initiative, enterprise and
creativity had also played an important
part in the achievements of Hong Kong
and people of different nationalities had
contributed much to the success of the
community. Hence, people with different
ethnic backgrounds should be assured of
a useful role to play in Hong Kong after
1997. He noted that Hong Kong enjoyed
a greater degree of freedom, including
the freedom of expression, than many
other democratic countries in the region
and that the best social system in the
world required the judicious guiding
hand of the Government to be a
“positive non-intervention” one. In
conclusion, he said the basic tenets of
the existing social system should be
preserved in order to achieve the
objective of continued stability and
prosperity.

Fr. McGovern pointed out that a large
number of subvented voluntary agencies
catering for a variety of social services
were directly or indirectly related to

religious bodies. Freedom of belief
should hence not be limited after 1997.
On education, he agreed that, while
there was room for improvement in the
education system in Hong Kong, the
base on which it was built was correct.
He believed that the right to organise
and be a member of trade unions free
from control and pressure of a political
party were crucial. The right to organise
should be protected in order to maintain
the freedom to work in the employment
of one’s choice, and workers’ rights must
be protected by free trade unions.

Dr. HO Kam-fai said, in order to
maintain current living standards and
for the lifestyle of the people to be
undisturbed after 1997, it was imperative
at least to preserve existing social welfare
services and provision to do this should
be enshrined in the Agreement or the
Basic Law. These included the tenets of
individual dignity and human rights; the
provision of welfare services to maximise
the development of human potential
without political objectives; services by
voluntary agencies to be offered freely in
accordance with the sponsors’ beliefs;
and public resources must be
forthcoming to subvent and support the
voluntary sector. He noticed that the
uncertainties surrounding 1997 had
dampened the enthusiasm of voluntary
activity and he urged Government to
search for new ways and means to
exploit the vast pool of human resources.
Finally, he pointed out the right to free
choice of employment and urged that
this should be embodied in the
Agreement or the Basic Law.

Mrs. Selina CHOW noted the existing
freedom enjoyed by the mass media
in Hong Kong and emphasised the
importance of preserving the role of the
media after 1997. She said there should
not be censorship from the state and no
administrative, legal or fiscal deterrent to
the dissemination and reception of news.
She also related the concern of many
journalists at the Control of Publications
Consolidation Ordinance and urged the
Government to examine this Ordinance
to prevent any retrogression of the
freedoms of the media after 1997.
Furthermore, the free flow of information
into and out of Hong Kong should be
preserved. She also urged the
establishment of a Media Council to
self-regulate and upgrade the standard
of professional journalism as well as to
guard against direct or indirect
interference in the free media.

Mr. CHAN Ying-lun said the right of
ownership of private property was vital
to the future of Hong Kong. Most

families worked painstakingly hard to
purchase a flat of their own by
instalments in order to live a comfortable
life. In the face of the 1997 issue, the
people of Hong Kong felt uncertain of
whether the right to own private
property could be safeguarded. This was
deterring potential flat purchasers. To put
the hearts of the people at ease and
encourage them to carry on improving
their living and to plan for the future, the
Sino-British Agreement should include
detailed provision to safeguard the
people’s right to own private property.

Mrs. Rita FAN pleaded for the
continuity, preservation and maintenance
of academic freedom in the education
system in Hong Kong after 1997. Young
people needed to be equipped with
qualifications that were recognised by
other countries to enhance Hong Kong's
international status. Hence, academic
freedom was needed to develop people
with those qualities, and such freedom
should be protected against political
influence and indoctrination. Also under
this freedom was the large number of
schools operated by independent
sponsoring bodies which were able to
offer variety in the school system. This
enabled the community to retain its
heterogeneous or cosmopolitan
character. Mrs. FAN said academic
freedom should enable different religious
beliefs, philosophies and even political
ideologies to co-exist, and the
maintenance and continuation of
academic freedom would promote the
future prosperity and stability of Hong
Kong.

Mrs. Pauline NG pinpointed the
freedom to choose and the right to enjoy
privacy as two major factors that should
be preserved in Hong Kong after 1997.
She said a reasonable framework should
be built to enable the next generation to
keep the present merits and success
factors in Hong Kong. In addition,
emphasis should be put on family,
school and civic education so as to
educate the younger generation on the
relationship between an individual and
society, on the rights and obligations of
an individual, on the need to participate
in the life of the community and on
democracy.

Mr. YEUNG Po-kwan said the most
important element in Hong Kong was
the rule of law which enabled basic
human rights to be protected. Therefore,
the law must be safeguarded after 1997.
He considered the provision of
education as an obligation of society
towards individuals, and young people
should be provided with a better and

more balanced education which would
help them to develop a spirit to serve the
community. He said Government should
give assistance and encouragement to
family activities and respect the rights
traditionally enjoyed by the family. No
matter what the changes might be, no
one should be deprived of the right to
education on account of his family,
social or religious background. The
overall review of education should be in
line with the long-term objectives of
education itself so that Hong Kong
might continue to keep in step with the
trends of the world.

In reply, the Secretary for District
Administration said freedom is the
essence of Hong Kong society. The
principles of freedom, of social equality
and of the law which bound them
together, which had brought Hong Kong
its success, were what the Chinese and
British Governments were seeking to
preserve as they worked steadily towards
agreement.

(iv) Freedom of Movement
In an adjournment debate on 25.7.84,
Mr. LO Tak-shing stressed the importance
of freedom of movement to the future
of Hong Kong. Mr. Charles YEUNG,
Mr. CHEUNG Yan-lung, Miss Maria
TAM and Dr. Henrietta IP also spoke.
Mr. LO opened by emphasising the
importance of dissipating the worries of
the majority of the people so as to free
their creative energies and redirect them
to exciting ventures. He said one should
not ignore the successful and skilled
middle class who were seeking options
for themselves and their families. It
would surely be a loss if they left Hong
Kong. At the same time, the search for
options could be misunderstood by
Western people as a wish to emigrate
and greatly underestimated the fierce
desire of the Hong Kong people to stay
in Hong Kong. Hence, Mr. LO proposed
the establishment of an institution
funded privately and charged to do
specific things such as investigate the
practicalities of guaranteeing all foreign
countries that Hong-Kong-belonger
travellers would not be a liability on the
taxpayer of that country; convince
foreign countries that all Hong Kong
people wanted from them was an option
and that they much preferred Hong
Kong; and provide, in an accessible
office, comprehensive and up-to-date
information on immigration matters
throughout the world. Mr. LO said the
expenses of the institution should be
funded by means of a charitable trust to
ensure that it kept to its original purpose.




Mr. YEUNG explained the concept of
freedom of movement as a human right
in the context of Magna Carta, the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights
of the United Nations, the International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights,
American Convention of Human Rights
and the Council of European Convention
for the Protection of Human Rights and
Fundamental Freedoms. Setting the
importance of freedom of movement in a
historical scenario, he highlighted the
need to preserve such rights in a legal
form which transcended the sovereignty
of nations.

Mr. CHEUNG urged the Hong Kong
Government to recommend to Her
Majesty’s Government that the rights of
BDTCs and the rights of all Hong Kong
people to freedom of movement be
clearly outlined in the Sino-British
Agreement. He pointed out that the
majority of Hong Kong people working
in the UK came from the New Territories.
Without freedom of travel, it would not
be possible for family members in Hong
Kong to reunite with those living and
working there. The assurance of this
freedom was also vital to business and
financial interests in Hong Kong.
Therefore, he hoped such freedoms
would be clearly spelt out in the
Agreement.

Miss TAM stressed the importance of
freedom of movement to the economy of
Hong Kong and hence the necessity to
preserve that freedom after 1997. For this
reason, Miss TAM said Britain had to
take up its responsibility of safeguarding
the rights of BDTC passport holders and
their children. Their right to British
Consular protection should be retained
after 1997. She pointed out the
significance of freedom of movement to
facilitate interflows with various
countries in the academic, cultural,
technological and educational fields.
Therefore the Agreement must delineate
clearly how freedom of movement of
Hong Kong people would be protected.
In addition, all citizens of Hong Kong
should continue to enjoy a right of
abode in the Hong Kong SAR, as
provided for ‘Hong Kong Belongers'’
under the Laws of Hong Kong (Chapter
115). When freedom of movement and
the right of abode in Hong Kong could
be guaranteed, confidence in the future
of the territory would be established.

Dr IP pointed out that Hong Kong
was a gateway which connected the
East and West and played the role of
bridging any communication gap in
between. She said that Hong Kong
could contribute a lot towards the
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modenisation of China; and for this to be
achieved, the people of Hong Kong had
to be given the freedom of movement in
order to keep them abreast of
development in modern technology and
skills.

In reply, the Attorney General said that
the two Governments who were
conducting the negotiations had the
interests of the whole of Hong Kong's
population at heart and would be
seeking to incorporate in the Agreement
clear and detailed provisions for
resolving these issues. The objective was
to ensure continuity in the four freedoms
(freedom to move, freedom to leave,
freedom to belong and freedom to
return) which Hong Kong people now
enjoyed.

Sir Geoffrey Howe’s Statement
on 1.8.84

Sir Geoffrey Howe visited China in late
July to review progress in the
negotiations and to discuss with Chinese
leaders the issues outstanding. He also
visited Hong Kong and met UMELCO
before and after his China trip. At the
end of Sir Geoffrey's visit to Hong Kong,
he held a press conference at which he
revealed the broad outlines of the
Agreement. He told the people of Hong
Kong that they could look forward with
confidence to an Agreement providing
for:

— preservation of the existing legal
system;

— continuation of Hong Kong's status
as a free port and as a financial and
manufacturing centre;

— the right of property ownership;

— continuation of Hong Kong's status
as a separate customs territory;

— Hong Kong to manage its own
financial affairs;

— convertibility of the Hong Kong
dollar and free movement of capital;

— retention of the existing system of
shipping and port management;

— freedom of travel in and out of Hong
Kong;

— maintenance of the existing
education system; and

— preservation of existing rights and
freedoms enjoyed by the people of Hong
Kong.

Sir Geoffrey said that the British
Government would remain responsible
for the administration of Hong Kong
until 1997. He also announced that a
Joint Liaison Group would be formed for
liaison and consultation on
implementation of the Agreement and to
facilitate the exchange of information
between China and Britain. The Group

would continue its work up to the year
2000.

Sir Geoffrey added that the aim was
for the Agreement to be initialled before
the end of September and, after a period
to assess opinion in Hong Kong and
debate in the British Parliament, for it to
be signed before the end of the year.

Motion on Test of Acceptability
(August 1984)

The British Government had pledged
from the outset to reach an Agreement
acceptable to the Government of China,
the British Parliament and the people of
Hong Kong. To this end, Sir Geoffrey
Howe announced in the House of
Commons on 18.7.84 that a special
Assessment Office would be set up to
test Hong Kong's reaction to the draft
Agreement. The Office would be under
the authority of the Governor and be
responsible for collating and assessing all
views which it received on the draft
Agreement. It was also announced that a
small independent monitoring team
would be established to check the work
of the Assessment Office.

In response to this announcement,
Unofficial LegCo Members decided to
introduce a motion to debate the subject
in public. A special sitting for this
purpose was convened on 8.8.84. The
Motion, moved by Miss Lydia DUNN,
read:

“That this Council welcomes the
Government’s initiative to test the
acceptability of the Sino-British
Agreement on the Future of Hong
Kong.”

The eight Members who spoke
unanimously welcomed the move to set
up an Assessment Office, but some
expressed reservations about ruling out a
referendum to test acceptability as a last
resort. Miss DUNN, Mr. Peter C. WONG
and Mr. W. C. L. Brown pointed out that,
in the unlikely event of no clear-cut
decision emerging from the assessment
exercise, Government should consider
holding a referendum on a simple “yes”
or “no” basis.

Miss DUNN urged Government to
explain the Agreement to the public and
to reach out for their reactions once the
draft was published. She suggested that
the community should have direct access
to the relevant documents and all
explanatory material, and should be
encouraged to put forward their views to
the Assessment Office. She added that
the Assessment Office should consider
commissioning some independent
surveys, the results of which could help
validate the subjective judgements of the

Office. She also asked the British and
Chinese Governments to reconsider
elements of the draft Agreement should
an overwhelming majority of the people
of Hong Kong have reservations about a
particular element. This view was shared
by Mr. CHAN Ying-lun.

Mr. WONG urged people to speak up
in the light of Sir Geoffrey Howe's
statement on 1.8.84. Mrs. Selina CHOW
made the same appeal and stressed the
importance of the public making known
their views and suggestions while the
talks were still going on. Mr. WONG also
said, in view of the far-reaching
implications attached to the results of the
Assessment Office, extra care should be
placed in the planning and
implementation of each stage of
assessment.

Mr. Andrew SO pointed out that
people should speak up unreservedly
after the draft Agreement was published,
in the hope that elements found to be
unacceptable by a majority of Hong
Kong people could be amended.

Mr. Brown stressed the importance of
testing acceptability of the draft
Agreement, first to demonstrate the
commitment made by both the British
and Chinese Governments and second
to provide a basis upon which
Parliament could decide whether to
accept or reject it.

Mrs. CHOW raised the question of the
future structure of the Hong Kong SAR
Government which formed the central
core upon which our economic and
social systems depended. She
considered that this essential element
should be stated in the Agreement and
eventually enshrined in the Basic Law.

Mr. CHAN requested that the
Assessment Office seek views not only
on the main body of the draft Agreement
but also on all the elements contained in
the Annexes. Mr. CHAN, Mrs. Pauline
NG and Mr. YEUNG Po-kwan stressed
that views expressed to the Office should
be treated in strict confidence.

Mrs. NG said the Assessment Office
should not be regarded as a substitute
for existing channels in expressing views
on the future of Hong Kong. She
suggested a number of ways to help
people present their views to the
Assessment Office and asked
Government to try to assess the views of
the silent majority.

Mr. YEUNG added that the
Assessment Office should make known
the methods and processes through
which the assessment would be carried
out. He agreed with Mrs. NG that
existing consultative organs had a vital

role to play in collecting views on the
draft Agreement.

The Secretary for Home Affairs, in
reply, emphasised that although the
Sino-British negotiations had been
conducted in strict confidence, Members
of ExCo had been fully consulted
throughout the talks. He added that the
views of Hong Kong people had been
and would continue to be fully
considered by Her Majesty’s
Government and taken into account in
the negotiations. He also revealed the
Terms of Reference of the Assessment
Office and the Monitoring Team. The
Assessment Office would collate,
summarise, analyse and assess all the
views submitted to it, reported in the
media, revealed by surveys and obtained
from the ordinary processes of
consultation through existing channels.
It would not reach out into the
community to obtain or solicit views.
However, Government would ensure the
contents of the Agreement were widely
publicised and ample opportunity was
created for people to express their views.

The Motion was carried.

Visit of Unofficial Members of
ExCo to London (September
1984)

After the final round of the Sino-British
negotiations on the Future of Hong
Kong was concluded in Beijing, and on
the eve of the Draft Agreement being
considered by the British Cabinet, ExCo
Unofficials again visited London on
17.9.84 to join the Governor for
consultations with Ministers. After the
meeting with the Prime Minister, a press

statement issued by Downing Street said:

“The Prime Minister and the Foreign
Secretary this evening had a meeting
with the Governor and the Unofficial
Members of the Executive Council of
Hong Kong. The Minister of State FCO,
Mr. Richard Luce, was also present.

This was the fifth visit by the Governor
and the Unofficials since July 1983.

This meeting took place on the eve of
consideration by the Cabinet of The
Draft Joint Declaration by the United
Kingdom and Chinese Governments on
the question of Hong Kong.

The meeting had a thorough
discussion of the draft text which British
and Chinese negotiators in Peking had
now referred to their respective
Governments for consideration. This
resulted in a full identity of views.

The Executive Council has throughout
been fully consulted and informed about
the negotiations between the British and
Chinese Governments.

Her Majesty’s Government place on
record their recognition of the valuable
part which the close consultations
between Ministers and the Executive
Council of Hong Kong have played
throughout the negotiations. It was
agreed that the same close consultations
will continue in the future.

The Prime Minister and the Foreign
Secretary expressed their understanding
of the difficult role which the Unofficials
had had to play in advising Ministers
and the Governor during the course of
the negotiations. They reiterated their
admiration for the way in which the
Unofficials had fulfilled this role and for
the way in which they had strongly
represented the views and interests of
the people of Hong Kong at all times.”

On their return to Hong Kong on
21.9.84, SirS. Y. CHUNG told reporters
that “the full Council endorsed the
Agreement for initialling.”

Initialling of the Sino-British
Joint Declaration
At noon on 26.9.84, the Joint
Declaration on the future of Hong Kong
was initialled in Beijing by the respective
heads of the British and Chinese
negotiating teams, Ambassador Sir
Richard Evans and Vice-Foreign Minister
Mr. ZHOU Nan. The same evening, the
Governor tabled at a special LegCo
sitting the Draft Agreement between the
Government of the United Kingdom and
Great Britain and Northern Ireland and
the Government of the People’s Republic
of China on the Future of Hong Kong.
Simultaneously the Draft Agreement was
issued in the U.K. as White Paper
Comnd. 9352. The Draft Agreement,
which contained an Introduction, the
Joint Declaration, three Annexes, the
Exchange of Memoranda and Explanatory
Notes, set out the future arrangements
for Hong Kong after 1997. Copies in
English and Chinese were distributed
locally by the Hong Kong Government.
The Xinhua News Agency (Hong
Kong Branch) distributed their own
printed copies of the initialled text in
English and Chinese without the
Introduction and Explanatory Notes. It
may be of interest to note that the final
distribution amounted to 3,600,000
copies, as detailed in the table below.

Version HMG PRC
Language Version Version
English 800,000 400,000
copies copies
Chinese 1,600,000 800,000
copies copies

After publication of the Joint
Declaration, the Unofficial ExCo
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Members issued a statement at a press
conference on 28.9.84 which set out the
rationale for their decision to endorse the
Agreement and to commend it to the
people of Hong Kong. A copy of their
statement is at Appendix V1.

LegCo Debate on the Sino-
British Joint Declaration
(October 1984)

Following publication of the Joint
Declaration, three days were set aside for
a full debate in LegCo on 15.10.84,
16.10.84 and 18.10.84. The Motion,
introduced by the Senior Member, Mr.
R. H. Lobo, read:

“That this Council endorses the Draft
Agreement on the Future of Hong Kong
between the Governments of the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland and the People’s Republic of
China and commends it to the people of
Hong Kong.”

A total of 27 Members spoke. With the
exception of two Unofficials, Mr. J. J.
Swaine and Mr. CHAN Kam-chuen,
who elected to abstain, all Members
endorsed the Draft Agreement and
commended it to the people of Hong
Kong.

Introducing the Maotion, Mr. Lobo said
both the British and Chinese
Governments had done their best to
secure Hong Kong's future and the
Agreement was a good one under the
circumstances. He stressed that the
choice was to accept the Agreement or
face the future without one and he urged
the community to make known their
views to the Assessment Office.

Dr. Francis TIEN asserted that Chinese
leaders would faithfully adhere to the
terms of the Agreement and it would
form a very good basis for the further
economic development of Hong Kong.
He called for inclusion of Hong Kong
people in both the Joint Liaison Group
and the Basic Law drafting committee.

Mr. Alex WU said the existing socio-
economic systems in Hong Kong should
be retained as far as possible, save all the
necessary changes to bring about the
transfer of sovereignty. He shared the
view that Hong Kong people should be
allowed to participate in drafting the
Basic Law and he urged them to take
the lead in future political as well as
economic developments. In addition, he
proposed that the Government should
extend invitations to Chinese leaders to
come to Hong Kong to gain a deeper
appreciation of the running of the
territory.

Mr. S. L. CHEN stressed that the
Agreement was the highest form of
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commitment binding two sovereign
states and provided sufficient detail to
inspire confidence. He agreed Hong
Kong people should assist in drafting the
Basic Law and reiterated that the
Chinese leadership had publicly
re-affirmed its commitment to the “one
country, two systems” policy.

Miss Lydia DUNN believed the
Agreement would be faithfully
implemented for six reasons. First, it was
a formal and legally binding international
agreement freely negotiated between
two sovereign states; second, the
Chinese leadership would surely not
have committed so much effort into
reaching an agreement if they had no
intention of adhering to its terms; third,
the Chinese leadership had publicly
staked their personal prestige and
reputation in the eyes of the world;
fourth, the Chinese leadership had stated
that it was in China’s national interest to
implement the terms of the Agreement;
fifth, the Chinese people themselves
would not easily accept any move which
was likely to undermine the Hong Kong
SAR'’s usefulness in the reconstruction of
China; and finally, the Chinese
leadership could not afford to prejudice
the ultimate objective of securing the
reunification of China by failing to
observe the terms of the Agreement. She
also said a suitable structure of
Government had to be in place well
before 1997 which would be able to
stand the test of time after that.

Mr. Peter C. WONG warned that
rejection of the Agreement might lead to
a unilateral declaration by China, which
might be less detailed and not legally
binding. He pointed out that the
question of nationality for minority
groups had to be solved and he urged
consultation with Hong Kong people in
drafting the Basic Law. He stressed that
preservation of the existing legal system
was vital to Hong Kong's continued
stability and prosperity, and the best
guarantee for preserving the existing
rights and freedoms. He added that
continued employment of staff working
for voluntary agencies and quasi- '
government bodies should be assured
and that an early decision had to be
made regarding the future arrangements
for expatriate civil servants, particularly
those whose career prospects might be
adversely affected.

Mr. WONG Lam said the Agreement
contained more detail than expected. He
asked for further clarifications of the
relationship between the executive
authorities and the legislature and how
the latter would monitor the former: and

the relationship between the laws
already in force in Hong Kong, the Basic
Law and the Chinese Constitution. He
doubted the usefulness of the
Assessment Office as the Agreement's
passage through Parliament was a
foregone conclusion. He stressed the
importance of accepting the views of
Hong Kong people when drafting the
Basic Law and of establishing a political
structure to bring about Hong Kong
people ruling Hong Kong.

Dr. HO Kam-fai said the Agreement
provided a sound basis for the
continuation of Hong Kong's prosperity
and stability and preservation of the
existing lifestyle. He sought clarification
on the question of military conscription
in the Hong Kong SAR and the legal
status of the Exchange of Memoranda
vis-a-vis the Joint Declaration and its
annexes. He pointed out that the existing
system of providing social welfare
services should be enshrined in the Basic
Law and overseas Chinese of
international reputation should be invited
to serve on the Basic Law drafting
committee.

Mr. Allen LEE said the Agreement had
broadly satisfied the basic requirements
outlined in the UMELCO statement
issued in May, which were essential to
the acceptability of any agreement. He
urged Hong Kong people to look at the
Agreement positively and play their part
to ensure that Hong Kong would
continue to grow in the future.

Mr. Andrew SO considered that the
Agreement embodied the wishes and
aspirations of most of the people of
Hong Kong. He emphasised that, apart
from maintaining prosperity, it was
equally important to preserve the existing
social and economic systems and the
way of life in Hong Kong. He called on
both Governments to continue to
cooperate in a good spirit to deal with
affairs relating to the future of Hong
Kong.

Mr. F. K. HU raised the issue that
Chinese military forces stationed in Hong
Kong should be confined to remote
border areas and be subject to Hong
Kong civil and criminal law. In case of
emergencies, the Chief Executive of the
SAR should have full authority to
command all military forces in Hong
Kong. On the question of land, he said
land leases not having the right of
renewal and expiring after 30th June,
1997, should be dealt with in the same
way as those that would expire before
that date. Land zoned for Government,
Institutional and Community use should
only be taken over by Government in

accordance with the needs of
development programmes. Leases
granted for special purposes should be
extended beyond 1997. He added that
the limit on the sale of land should be
applied with reasonable flexibility and
the exclusion of public housing land
should extend to land required by the
Hong Kong Housing Society.

Mr. WONG Po-yan believed the
Agreement would be implemented by
both Governments. He stressed that
steps had to be taken before 1997 to
obtain the agreement of Hong Kong's
trading partners to ensure that existing
external economic and trade links would
be maintained. He shared the view of
other Members that Hong Kong people
should participate in drafting the Basic
Law.

Mr. W. C. L. Brown said the Agreement
was reasonable and sensible, and
addressed all the issues raised in LegCo
and elsewhere whilst the negotiations
were in progress. He said the Agreement
was the best possible one under the
circumstances and had met with almost
universal applause from parties overseas,
including the Secretary General of the
United Nations, and the leaders of all
Hong Kong's major trading partners.

Mr. J. J. Swaine expressed doubts
about a number of points, including the
employment of judges from other
common law jurisdictions; the possible
difference in the perception of
“elections” between the Chinese
leadership and the people of Hong
Kong; lack of safeguards that elections to
the legislature would be free and
genuine; and infiltration of the political
system and suppression of dissent by
pressure or fear. He pointed out that
Britain went to the negotiating table with
one arm tied behind her back since she
had long closed the door to Hong Kong
by a series of immigration and nationality
acts. He said he could not endorse the
Agreement or commend it to the people
of Hong Kong because he regarded it as
the best of a bad deal. He abstained from
voting.

Mr. CHAN Kam-chuen said
uncertainty over the future had caused a
107.9% increase in the number of
emigrants from Hong Kong in the past
five years. He added that people who
had experience of past political turmoil in
China would not believe China’s
promises and he voiced reservations
about the faithful implementation of the
Agreement. He feared the ceiling placed
on the sale of land might have
undesirable implications for Hong
Kong's reserves and annual budgets, and

that the Land Commission and the Joint
Liaison Group were bound to interfere
with the functions of the Hong Kong
Government. He also abstained from
voting.

Mr. Stephen CHEONG felt the
Agreement provided a stronger
guarantee of Hong Kong's institutions,
rights and freedoms than did the Letters
Patent and Royal Instructions. He
reiterated that the Chinese leadership
had publicly re-affirmed their
commitment to the “one country, two
systems” policy. He echoed the views of
others that the Basic Law should be
formulated after the opinions of Hong
Kong people had been fully considered.
He urged Britain and China to help
Hong Kong to maintain existing trade
agreements, its role in GATT and in other
international organisations. He pointed
out that over the next 13 years, Hong
Kong should explore, develop and
improve mutual understanding with
China. He asked for further consideration
of a possible claw-back arrangement in
case the Government had to buy back
Private Sector Participation Scheme
property and dispose of flats at a price
below the fixed price; and for alternative
compensation in case the complete
redemption of Letters B could not be
achieved by 1997.

Mr. CHEUNG Yan-lung stressed the
importance of stipulating the selection
process for the future Chief Executive
and the Legislature. He asked whether
the Chief Executive would be
empowered to issue military directives to
maintain public order; whether there
would be military conscription in the
Hong Kong SAR; whether citizens of
Hong Kong would be subject to state
directions regarding their movement
within China; whether new owners, who
bought land from indigenous villagers,
would be given equal treatment with
indigenous villagers as regards rentals for
old schedule lots, village lots, small
houses and similar rural holdings; and
whether rental assessments for
agricultural land would continue to be
the same. He said no agreement was
better than a bad agreement and the
Agreement was better than no
agreement; he urged Hong Kong people
to make a contribution to the future by
speaking out.

Mrs. Selina CHOW pointed out that
there should be a Hong Kong input to
the drafting of the Basic Law and Hong
Kong should be entrusted with its
implementation and interpretation. She
supported the calls for inclusion of Hong
Kong representatives in the Joint Liaison

Group and for Chinese people of
international standing to advise on and
monitor the drafting, implementation and
subsequent amendments to the Basic
Law. She warned against possible abuse
of power by PLA troops stationed in
Hong Kong and against China'’s direct
interference in Hong Kong affairs.

Miss Maria TAM said the Agreement
included adequate and detailed
provisions to maintain Hong Kong's
existing social and economic systems.
She added that the concept of personal
freedom and the legal procedures for its
protection had to be preserved in the
laws of the Hong Kong SAR. She
stressed that Chinese military forces and
other personnel stationed in Hong Kong
should observe and abide by the laws of
the Hong Kong SAR and that the Basic
Law should not contradict China’s laws
relating to SARs. She believed that both
Britain and China would fulfil the
Agreement and the commitments set out
in the Exchange of Memoranda. She
asked whether welfare institutions run by
welfare agencies would continue to
exist; would the Basic Law reflect the
text of the Agreement; would Hong
Kong people be allowed to participate in
drafting the Basic Law; would citizens of
the Hong Kong SAR be required to serve
in the PLA; would the new British
passport be internationally recognised;
would the problem of nationality of
those Hong Kong children born after
1997 who were not of Chinese descent
be satisfactorily resolved; and would
both Governments help to enhance
Hong Kong's international trading status
through the Joint Liaison Group?

Dr. Henrietta |IP considered the
Agreement was a good one and better
than anyone had expected. She pointed
out that it would be very difficult to
remove all anxieties and urged Hong
Kong people to recover their confidence
and direct their energies to building up
Hong Kong.

Mr. CHAN Ying-lun said effective
implementation of the Agreement
depended largely on the effort and
determination of China, Britain and
Hong Kong. He called on the British
Government to remain resolute in
honouring her responsibilities and
obligations in the coming 13 years. On
the Joint Liaison Group, he stressed that
the Group should confine its activities to
those laid down in the Agreement, strive
to maintain the international agreements
Hong Kong had entered into and should
consider allowing Hong Kong people to
participate directly in arrangements for
the transition. He supported the need to
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have a well-established elected
Government in Hong Kong before 1997.

Mrs. Pauline NG agreed that the views
and proposals of Hong Kong people on
the Agreement should be taken into
account in formulating the Basic Law.
She reiterated the importance of
preserving existing rights and freedoms
and appealed for the total removal of
Britain's reservations in respect of the
application to Hong Kong of the
International Covenant on Civil and
Political Rights and the International
Covenant on Economic, Social and
Cultural Rights.

Mr. Peter POON welcomed the fact
that the Agreement provided for the
preservation of the basic rights and
freedoms of the individual, financial
autonomy for Hong Kong, continued
employment of public servants, freedom
of travel and an elected legislature.
However, he warned that taxes might
have to be raised substantially to
compensate for the loss of revenue
resulting from the new policy on the
renewal of land leases, the limit on land
sales and the sharing of premium income
from land transactions. In addition, he
cautioned that radical changes in the
political structure introduced prematurely
and hastily had to be avoided and asked
for further amplification of the provision
for ensuring genuine freedom of travel.

Mr. YEUNG Po-kwan said Hong
Kong people should voice their opinions
on the Agreement and these views
should be taken into account in drafting
the Basic Law. He considered the Basic
Law should be formulated as soon as
possible so as to put the hearts of the
people at ease and urged Hong Kong
people to take an active part in the local
political process.

Dr. Kim CHAM called on both
Governments to issue a joint statement
to clarify provisions in the Agreement so
as to remove any uncertainties arising
from its interpretation. He stressed the
importance of keeping the future
monetary system separate and distinct
from the official fiscal system and the
need for effective management and
control of the Exchange Fund. He further
pointed out that the vital elements of a
flexible and adaptive private sector, low
taxation and a non-coercive system of
fiscal and monetary regulation, had to be
preserved.

Mr. Keith LAM said the Agreement
should be an acceptable package to the
people of Hong Kong, but he asked for
clarification of a number of points. These
included whether there were other
provisions in the Chinese Constitution
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that would be applicable to Hong Kong
or were relevant to the provisions of the
Basic Law. He urged that special
arrangements be made for “free-hold”
land; that military conscription in the
Hong Kong SAR should not be carried
out; that Chinese troops stationed in
Hong Kong should be subject to Hong
Kong law; and that local advice be
sought in drafting the Basic Law.

Mr. Carl TONG said the Agreement
had taken into account Hong Kong's
existing systems. He pointed out that the
Joint Liaison Group should include local
representatives and the people of Hong
Kong should be kept fully informed
throughout the transition period. He
added that Her Majesty’s Government, in
conjunction with the Chinese
Government, should clarify the status of
non-Chinese Hong Kong BDTCs after
1997 and that the Basic Law should
include all necessary refinements to the
Agreement.

The Chief Secretary, the Attorney
General, the Financial Secretary, the
Secretary for Security and the Secretary
for Lands and Works spoke in reply. The
Chief Secretary said the Agreement had
included all the essential features. He
pointed out that the Secretary of State
for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs
had said that if there was a need to
supplement, amplify or clarify the
Agreement, and if both sides agreed, that
could be done with the same good
sense as the two Governments had dealt
with the Agreement itself. In general, the
Officials expressed the view that the
Joint Declaration provided a
comprehensive framework for the
continuation of the existing socio-
economic systems in Hong Kong and for
the extension of these systems for 50
years beyond 1997. Clarification was
given on many of the points raised by
Unofficial Members, e.g. tariff
preferences and export quotas; the land
sales limit; redemption of Letters B:
nationality provisions for BDTCs and
children born to non-Chinese BDTCs
after 1997; the legal status of the
Exchange of Memoranda; arrangements
for expatriate civil servants; and Hong
Kong representation on the Joint Liaison
Group.

In winding up, Mr. Lobo said the
debate had responsibly reflected the
reservations, fears and worries which
had troubled many about the future. He
added that people of Hong Kong were
to participate in an unprecedented
experiment which would see the
absorption of a free enterprise society
into a communist state: and only time

and history would tell whether the high
hopes for the Agreement were justified
and whether Members had discharged
their duties adequately.

The motion was carried.

2nd UMELCO Delegation to
London (November/December
1984)

To ensure that Members of Parliament
were fully briefed on the reactions,
concerns and worries of the people of
Hong Kong to the terms of the Joint
Declaration, it was decided that a
delegation should be sent to London to
reflect the views and wishes of Hong
Kong people before the Parliamentary
debates. The delegation, jointly led by
SirS. Y. CHUNG and Mr. R. H. Lobo,
included Miss Lydia DUNN, Mr. Q. W.
LEE, Miss Maria TAM, Mr. Allen LEE,
Mr. Andrew SO, Mr. CHEUNG Yan-
lung, Mrs. Selina CHOW, Mr. CHAN
Ying-lun and Mrs Rita FAN.

In parallel with the Assessment Office,
UMELCO jointly with other largely mass
media organisations, sponsored Survey
Research Hong Kong Ltd. to conduct a
comprehensive survey of over 6,000
persons to assess their reaction to the
Sino-British Joint Declaration. Results
of this survey were published in the
major Chinese and English papers
on 24.11.84.

Based on the findings of this major
survey, and from representations and
opinions expressed by various sectors of
the community following publication of
the Joint Declaration—but leaving aside
the results of the Assessment Office
exercise—a position paper was drawn
up which confirmed general acceptance
of the Agreement as a whole. However,
it also reflected areas of doubt about the
terms of the Agreement and made
specific requests for a “Hong Kong
input” in the Joint Liaison Group and in
the drafting of the Basic Law. The
position paper was published on
29.11.84 and distributed to all Members
of the House of Commons and to
selected Members of the House of Lords
and to the UK media. A copy of the
position paper is at Appendix VII.

The visit took place between 30.11.84
and 12.12.84. Apart from attending the
debates in the House of Commons and
the House of Lords on the Draft
Agreement on 5.12.84 and 10.12.84
respectively, the delegation met the
following groups:—

(/) British-Hong Kong Parliamentary
Group (Sir Peter Blaker)

(i) Foreign Affairs Select Committee
(Sir Anthony Kershaw)

In addition, the delegation held
discussions with a number of MPs,
including Rt. Hon. David Owen, Rt.
Hon. Denis Healey, Rt. Hon. Peter Rees,
Mrs. Shirley Williams, Mr. George
Robertson, Mr. Tom Clarke and Sir Paul
Bryan. Meetings were also held with the
Prime Minister, the Secretary of State for
Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs, Sir
Geoffrey Howe, and the Minister with
special responsibility for Hong Kong, Mr.
Richard Luce. The delegation also met
Rt. Hon. Lord Whitelaw, Lord
MacLehose, Lord Rhodes, Lord Kennet,
Lord Whaddon and Lord Lindsay.

The debate in the House of Commons
was described by Sir S. Y. CHUNG as
historic, serious and wide-ranging. In a
statement to the press afterwards he
said:

“ .. We were pleased that all the
points in our position paper of
November 29 were reflected in the
debate. The major concerns and
anxieties of the people of Hong Kong
were raised by many MPs, and the
Government, in reply, undertook that
these would be fully taken into account
and in its future discussions with the
Chinese Government.

There was general agreement that
whilst Hong Kong must move towards a
representative form of Government this
should be balanced with the need to
preserve the stability and prosperity of
Hong Kong. There was support by many
for our suggestion of an annual report to
be made in Parliament and we were
encouraged that the Minister in reply
agreed to find some system of
accountability to the House of Commons
on a regular basis.

The majority of MPs were in favour of
participation by Hong Kong people in
the drafting of the Basic Law and on the
Joint Liaison Group.

The Motion in the House was passed
unanimously. This marked the beginning
of a new chapter for all of us in Hong
Kong, a new chapter in which we all
have a part to play.”

Similarly, the debate in the House of
Lords was considered to be balanced
and realistic. Speaking afterwards
outside the House of Lords, Mr. Lobo
said:

“We are pleased that our message
seems to have been well-received and
that those who spoke put our points
across.

As we said after the debate in the
House of Commons last week, our
purpose in coming to London was to
explain the anxieties and hopes of Hong
Kong people. We have done this and, as

you have seen this afternoon, our points
have been taken on board.”

Signing of the Sino-British Joint
Declaration

With the acceptance of the Draft
Agreement by both Houses of
Parliament, it was announced that the
Official Signing Ceremony would take
place on 19.12.84 in Beijing. The Prime
Minister, Mrs. Margaret Thatcher, and
the Chinese Premier, Mr. ZHAQO Ziyang,
officiated on behalf of the two
Governments. A party of 12 UMELCO
Members were among the 100 Hong
Kong people invited by the Chinese
authorities to attend this historic event in
the Great Hall of the People (Beijing).
They were Sir S. Y. CHUNG, Mr. R. H.
Lobo, Mr. M. G. R. Sandberg, Mr. Q. W.
LEE, Miss Maria TAM, Dr. Harry FANG,
Dr. Francis TIEN, Mr. Peter C. WONG,
Mr. W. C. L. Brown, Mr. Stephen
CHEONG, Mrs. Selina CHOW and Dr.
Henrietta IP. Speaking at the Ceremony,
Mrs. Thatcher pledged that:

“. .. the British Government will do all
in its power to make the Agreement a
success. It will be our pride and our
pleasure to administer Hong Kong up to
the 30 June, 1997, in accordance with
the highest principles of British
Administration. We shall administer it
prudently with foresight and in the best
interest of the people.”

On 20.12.84, Mrs. Thatcher visited
Hong Kong. She lunched with
UMELCO immediately after her arrival
from Beijing. In the evening she
addressed a joint session of ExCo and
LegCo and gave a press conference
before she left the following day.

Responding to the Prime Minister's
address after the joint session, Sir S. Y.
CHUNG agreed with Mrs. Thatcher that
it was a momentous occasion. He
added:

“I should particularly like to endorse
the Prime Minister’s remarks about the
need in Hong Kong to move towards a
more representative Government, but
that at the same time ‘we must avoid
sudden and dramatic changes which
might have a disturbing effect.” As the
Prime Minister rightly said, ‘we need to

build, but to build carefully and securely.”

| agree with the Prime Minister that
the signing of the Joint Declaration ‘is
not the end”. Much of the success of this
unique Agreement lies in the hands of all
of us, the people of Hong Kong. We, the
people of Hong Kong, have made Hong
Kong what it is today, a territory
respected internationally for its
achievements. | have no doubt that,

given continued understanding and
sensitivity by both the British and
Chinese Governments and the faithful
implementation of this Agreement, the
people of Hong Kong will face up to the
changes ahead with their usual
resilience, courage and confidence and
that what we have witnessed today is
the beginning of another chapter in
Hong Kong's proud history.”

As Sir S. Y. CHUNG pointed out,
acceptance of the Joint Declaration
marks the beginning of a fresh chapter in
Hong Kong's history. It remains
necessary for legislation to be passed in
the UK Parliament before the Agreement
is ratified in June 1985. This legislation
is likely to be introduced early in the new
year and must provide for sovereignty
over Hong Kong to revert to China on
1st July 1997. It is expected that it will
also make provision for the future
nationality title and status of Hong
Kong's British subjects (BDTCs).
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CHAPTER 3

Executive Council

The Executive Council (ExCo) is
primarily a consultative body. Its
functions are similar to those of the
Cabinet in Britain and its proceedings are
confidential. ExCo meets in private,
usually once a week, to advise the
Governor on all matters of importance.
Extra meetings are held for matters
requiring urgent attention. Eleven
Unofficials served on the Council during
the year. They were:

SirS. Y. CHUNG, CBE, LLD, DSc, JP

(Senior Unofficial Member of ExCo)

Mr. O. V. CHEUNG, CBE, QC, LLD, JP

Mr. R. H. Lobo, CBE, LLD, JP

Mr. LI Fook-wo, CBE, DSoSc, JP

Mr. M. G. R. Sandberg, CBE, JP

Mr. LO Tak-shing, cBE, Jp

Mr. D. K. Newbigging, OBE, JP

(retired January, 1984)

Miss Lydia DUNN, cBE, JP

Mr. Q. W. LEE, CBE, JpP

Mr. S. L. CHEN, cBEg, JpP

Miss Maria TAM, OBE, JP

Five Members of ExCo also served
concurrently on LegCo: Mr. R. H. Lobo,
Mr. LO Tak-shing, Miss Lydia DUNN,
Mr. S. L. CHEN and Miss Maria TAM

As ExCo meetings are secret, an
account of the work of the Unofficials on
the business of ExCo cannot be given
However, no legislation, Government
policy or change in policy can be made
without the Council’s prior advice and
agreement. If the Governor decides to
act against the advice given by his
unofficial advisers, he must report his
reasons to the Secretary of State for
Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs in
London

UMELCO delegation to London in December meets the Prime Minister, Mrs. Margaret Thatcher
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There were 53 regular meetings of
ExCo during the period covered by this
report to consider normal business and
an additional 91 meetings were
convened in the period 1st September
1983 and 31st December 1984 to
discuss the future of Hong Kong

Visits to London

As reported in Chapter Il, the Unofficials
of ExCo accompanied the Governor on
several visits to London as part of a
continuing process of consultation with
the Prime Minister and other senior
Ministers on the future of Hong Kong

‘

Right: Sir S. Y. CHUNG meets Chairman DENG
Xiaoping in Beijing in June.

Below: The Prime Ministers of Great Britain and
China sign the Agreement in Beijing in December.
(courtesy of South China Morning Post)
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Right: UMELCO meet the press after the Prime
Minister’s address to the two Councils

Below: The Prime Minister addresses a joint
meeting of the Executive and Legislative Councils

on December 20.

Top: Back from Beijjing the three ExCo Members
meet the press.

Left: UMELCO delegation meets the press in
London after attending the parliamentary debate
in May
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CHAPTER 4

Legislative Council

The main functions of the Legislative
Council are to enact laws, control public
expenditure and debate matters of public
concern. The Council meets in public
fortnightly throughout most of the year.
The procedures of the Council are
broadly similar to those of a parliament
and questions may be asked by the
Unofficial Members relating to any area
of Government responsibility. Question
time also provides an opportunity for
Unofficial Members to obtain
explanations of official actions and
intentions in regard to topical issues. The
questions—usually numbering between
15 and 20 per sitting—stem from
Unofficial Members” wide public
contacts, as well as from complaints and
representations made to the UMELCO
Office and points arising from regular
district visits. The views of Unofficial
Members expressed in LegCo have a

strong influence on Government policies.

The President of the Council is the
Governor, and the Chief Secretary,
Financial Secretary and Attorney General
are ex-officio Members. In 1983-84,
there were 15 nominated Official and 29
Unofficial Members of LegCo. The
Unofficial Members were:

Mr. R. H. Lobo, CBE, LLD, JP

(Senior Unofficial Member of LegCo)

Dr. Harry FANG, CBE, LLD, JP

Mr. LO Tak-shing, CBE, MA, JP

Dr. Francis TIEN, OBE, LLD, DSoSc, JP

Mr. Alex WU, CBE, JP

Mr. S. L. CHEN, cBEg, JP

Miss Lydia DUNN, CBE, LLD, JP

Fr. Patrick T. McGovern, OBE, SJ, JP

Mr. Peter C. WONG, OBE, JP

Mr. WONG Lam, 0OBE, JP

Mr. Charles YEUNG, 0BE, JrP

Dr. HO Kam-fai, OBE, JP

Mr. Allen LEE, 0BE, JP

Mr. Andrew SO, OBE, JP

Mr. F. K. HU, Jp

Mr. WONG Po-yan, OBE, JP

Mr. W. C. L. Brown, OBE, JP

Mr. CHAN Kam-chuen, 0BE, JP

Mr. J. J. Swaine, 0BE, QC, JP

Mr. Stephen CHEONG, Jp
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Mr. Benton CHEUNG Yan-lung,
MBE, SBStJ, JP

Mrs. Selina CHOW, Jp

Miss Maria TAM, 0BE, JP

Dr. Henrietta IP

Mr. CHAN Ying-lun

Mrs. Rita FAN

Mrs. Pauline NG

Mr. Peter POON, MBE, JP

Mr. YEUNG Po-kwan, cPm

Standing Orders of LegCo

The proceedings of LegCo are governed
by Standing Orders made by the Council
in pursuance of the Hong Kong Royal
Instructions. Following a revision of
Standing Orders by a working party set
up in the 1982-83 session, further
amendments were moved by the Acting
Chief Secretary, Mr. Denis Bray, on
18.7.84. The new amendments became
effective on 20.7.84 and included:

(/) A new Standing Order 7A to
provide that the Governor may, where he
is satisfied that the public interest so
requires, determine that a sitting of the
Council shall be held on such day and
shall begin at such hour as he may
specify, and that the procedures for that
sitting should follow those for any
ordinary sitting held during a session.

(/) A new Standing Order 8(4) to
prohibit any new business after the six
o'clock hour of interruption—other than
adjournment debates—but explicitly
providing that a motion to waive
Standing Order 8 shall not count as new
business.

(777) An amendment to Order 60A to
provide for public meetings of the Public
Accounts Commitee.

(/v) A new Standing Order 4A to
establish the title of Counsel to the
Legislature to denote the special position
which the Law Draftsman occupies in
the workings of the Council.

in moving the amendments, Mr. Bray
said that as the work of the Council
developed in sophistication and
complexity Standing Orders should keep
up with needs and changes. He added

that reviews of Standing Orders would
continue to ensure that their provisions
remained up-to-date and as rational as
possible.

Business of LegCo

There were 27 public sittings of LegCo
during the 1983-84 Session. Two major
parliamentary events of the Council each
year are the Governor’s opening address
at the commencement of the Session
and the annual budget debate. It is
customary for the Governor to review
Government plans and development
proposals annually at the first meeting of
the Session which usually takes place
during the first week of October, and the
opportunity is taken by Unofficial
Members to debate matters of public
concern and all facets of Government
business. At the time of the annual
budget presentation, groups of
Unofficials analyse and study in depth
the Government'’s proposals.

Annual Policy Debate

The Governor delivered his annual
policy address at the opening of
LegCo on 5.10.83. Twenty-four
Unofficials spoke to the Motion of
Thanks on 26.10.83 and 27.10.83 and
the Officials replied on 9.11.83 and
10.11.83. The main subjects covered
by the Unofficials included:—

Education

Establish a Commission to advise on
priorities for the development of
education at all levels and to define
educational objectives; improve
language standards in schools: choice
of emphasis on quality or quantity

in the development of secondary
education; possible problems and
repercussions resulting from the
abolition of the Junior Secondary
Education Assessment; a co-ordinated
strategy required for the development
of Hong Kong's young people to
ensure that efforts are complementary
and not wasted through unnecessary
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duplication; early decision on whether
a third university should be built;
establishment of a working party
under the aegis of the University and
Polytechnic Grants Committee to
consider the provision of an alternative
form of higher education for mature
students; establish an open university
to co-ordinate and extend continuing
education; develop a flexible,
responsive and pragmatic education
system that takes into account the
aspirations of the community; evaluate
results of the moral education
programme currently being followed
in schools; the development of
student-centered, self-learning
programmes for those who need
continuing education; encouragement
for teachers to attain better
qualifications and professional
training; introduction of a “general
studies” course at Form VI level to
give students an insight into
disciplines which are not their main
courses of study; the possibility of
giving Government subsidies to
suitably qualified students on
“approved” training courses; the
formation of an education
development fund through private
donations; and provide subsidised
places to all school children who
aspire to study in Form IV.

Economy

Hong Kong's industry must continue
to invest in modern plant and
machinery to keep abreast of
advancing technology, increased
productivity and upgrade products;
endorsement of government’s
monetary package to stabilise the

then falling Hong Kong dollar; the
need for a conservative budget and
assistance to such foreign exchange
earners as exports and tourism;
Government’'s commitment to maintain
and improve the legal and institutional
framework of the financial sector
welcomed; and the Government should
be firm in introducing measures and
legislation speedily where the public
interest clearly overrides sectional
interests.

Administration

Review the organisation and
procedures of Government
departments with the view to giving
better effect to the decisions of Urbco
and the advice of district boards;
changes in the composition of
Legislative Council are welcomed:
advice of district boards should be
sought on issues of territory-wide

interest and significance; district
boards should be encouraged to
participate in the management of local
community and recreational facilities;
Government should review and
update established procedures; a
review should be undertaken to ensure
that the ties between district boards
and area committees are strengthened
so as to further improve the operation
of the district administration scheme;
need for a staff college to provide
training at various levels for
professional, administrative and
executive officers; and a fundamental
reappraisal was necessary of the
central machinery of Government and
its management structure generally.

Future of Hong Kong

Government should make periodic
announcements about the talks on the
future of Hong Kong to correct
misguided reports and speculation; the
public should not speculate on the
outcome of the talks; praise for the
Government'’s determination to pursue
the talks to a successful conclusion, to
continue the development of Hong
Kong's infrastructure and the planned
expansion in social programmes; the
future stability and prosperity of Hong
Kong can better be achieved by the
continuation of British administration
and the preservation of the existing
system of administering justice; the
need for confidentiality about the talks
must be respected and accepted; and
continuation of the present system of
administration, law and judicial
independence is essential to preserve

prosperity.

Social Welfare

Legislation on the lines of the Child
Care Centres Ordinance should be
introduced requiring the registration of
privately-run homes; the scales of the
various social security payments
should be reviewed; special attention
should be paid to the actual provision
of places in half-way houses and the
staffing of these institutions.

Industry

The need for industrial diversification
and the acquisition of technology; an
exhibition centre should be built;
concern over the growing body of
labour legislation which could have
the effect of increasing production
costs; Government should treat its
consultancy on the monitoring of the
power companies as something much
more important than purely a public
relations exercise.

Medical and Health

Consideration of the possibility of
setting up a hospital authority to
provide for the needs of both the
Medical and Health Department and
the University of Hong Kong Medical
Faculty over the use of hospitals for
teaching purposes; appointment of a
panel of overseas and local experts to
take a broad look at Hong Kong's
medical and health programme over
the next 10 years; need for a paediatric
medical centre-cum-hospital; criticism
of the Government for failing to
implement recommendations of the
management review team set up to
look into the organisation and
management of the Medical and
Health Department.

Housing

Government plans to rehouse about
half of the 100,000 families living in
temporary huts over the next five years
and the programme to improve safety,
sanitation and environmental
conditions in squatter areas
welcomed; Government should take a
fresh look at all aspects of its long-
term public housing policy, including
the establishment of a realistic ratio
between rental housing and home
ownership; the housing needs of the
middle-income class should also be
reviewed.

Miscellaneous

Government should make a prompt
decision on the proposed nuclear
power station at Daya Bay, which
would be of benefit to both China and
Hong Kong; the need for a review of
deportation policy; a legal aid fund
should be set up to help those who
have a reasonable chance to succeed,
but cannot afford the costs of civil
litigation.

Annual Budget Debate

The Financial Secretary introduced the
Appropriation Bill 1984 into LegCo on
29.2.84. Twenty-four Members spoke on
28.3.84 and 29.3.84 on the
Government's fiscal policies and Budget
proposals. The Officials replied on
18.4.84 and 19.4.84. The main subjects
covered by the Unofficial Members
included:

Administration

Consideration should be given to revamp
the McKinsey system; civil servants who
recently demanded salary adjustments
beyond what the Government can afford
should realistically look at the financial
situation of the Government; one
enlarged regional council for the whole
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territory would ensure uniformity and
consistency in the implementation of
guiding policies; the setting up of new
departments or sections should be
carried out with care; how seriously is
the concept of increased productivity
being applied to public sector activities;
the Government should educate the
public about elections; opening of the
examination of the 1984-85 Estimates to
the public welcomed; a special team
should be attached to the Chief
Secretary's office to review excessively
complicated procedures; agree with the
plan to keep annual overall growth of the
civil service to below 2% per cent; a
training programme in management
should be set up for civil servants;
Government should be more critical of
proposals to employ overseas
consultants; and the policy of
localisation of the civil service should
be pursued with vigour so as to reduce
the expenses of employing expatriate
staff.

Economy and Finance

Private investment expenditure not
matching the improvement in export
demand; need to exercise stringent
control over public sector expenditure;
concern over the lack of a coherent
Budget strategy; deficit financing is
acceptable only as a short-term
expedient; the Budget is a demonstration
of Government’s optimism and
confidence in the territory’s future;
arguments for and against changing the
peg of the Hong Kong dollar to the US
dollar; fiscal reserves cannot be drawn
down continuously to cover Budget
deficits; urgent need to encourage
growth in GDP by increasing
expenditure on selected infrastructure
projects; rises in fees and charges should
be avoided during the year unless critical
scrutiny establishes that an increase is
justified; and suggestions on how
priorities could be adjusted to make the
Budget more fair and balanced.

Education

Early approval is needed on the setting
up of technical institutes in Sha Tin and
Tuen Mun; the establishment of the
Education Commission is welcomed;
increased expenditure on education is
supported; rehabilitation experts needed
to sit on the Vocational Training Council;
the Junior Secondary Education
Assessment should be abolished;
inadequacy of school places for the
mentally handicapped; the increase in
funds for the construction and equipping
of new school buildings is welcomed;
the need for ample opportunities for
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students to participate in extra-curricular
activities.

Future of Hong Kong

The agreement being negotiated
between Britain and China should take
fully into account the views, aspirations
and fears of the people who live here;
uncertainty is possibly a larger threat
than lack of confidence; vital for Hong
Kong to have confidence in its future;
slowdown in capital investment in 1983
is a sign of the lack of confidence and
political uncertainty; an early
announcement on the current state of
the Sino-British talks is necessary;
Government should take steps to allay
civil servants’ worries; Government
should reveal early the general plan for
the future of Hong Kong; and the people
of Hong Kong are urged to act positively
and have confidence in their own future.

Land and Housing

The Housing Authority should pursue a
sound rental policy to reduce the gap
between actual costs and rental income
from public housing.

Trade and Industry

Early review required of the textile quota
allocation system; policies towards
enhancing the growth of manufacturing
industries should be reviewed regularly;
need to establish a centralised
co-ordinating body to promote and
disseminate relevant technological
information among industrialists;
devaluation of the Hong Kong dollar has
provided a temporary edge over
competing exporters elsewhere.

Labour

Consideration should be given to the
establishment of a Cantral Provident
Fund; expansion of the apprenticeship
inspectorate; the need for more stringent
policing by factory inspectors to improve
industrial safety.

Public Works and Ultilities

The construction of a second cross
harbour tunnel should be examined
without further delay; the growth rate of
inefficient road users, such as private
cars, should be restrained through fiscal
measures; Government should take a
more critical look at public works
expenditure and postpone some new
projects so as to balance the Budget.

Social Welfare

A Commissioner for Rehabilitation
should be appointed; concern over fee
increases for hostels, homes and half-
way houses; Government should not
delay any of its development plans for
social services.
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Taxation

The Financial Secretary’s taxation
proposals are particularly harsh on the
so-called ‘sandwich’ class; consideration
should be given to tax goods which only
the well-off could normally afford; there
should be an increase on the petrol tax
except for meeting public transport
needs; arguments for and against the
proposed cross harbour tunnel tax as a
measure to alleviate traffic congestion;
the proposed cross harbour tunnel tax
should not be imposed at a uniform rate
at all times and should take account of
periods of high and low demand; the
two percent increase in direct taxation is
justified; tax bands of net chargeable
income should be set at $15,000
intervals; Government should reconfirm
its commitment to the basic principle
that taxation should only be applied to
income arising in Hong Kong; taxing
interest earned overseas is incompatible
with the principle and spirit of the
existing tax system in Hong Kong;
consideration should be given to
adjusting personal allowances upwards
to reflect inflation; fees and charges must
be kept under constant review and
brought into line with costs; and part of
the income of working wives should be
exempted from taxation.

Miscellaneous

The establishment and privatisation of
public corporations should continue:;
introduce radical reforms to improve
efficiency in environmental protection;
examine whether radio and television
programmes maintain an acceptable
standard of language; expand evening
out-patient services.

Bills

During the 1983-84 Session, 89 Bills
were passed by LegCo (see Appendix
XIV). Twenty-four Bills were amended in
the course of their passage through the
Council, mainly in response to public
representations taken up by Unofficial
Members. Some of the more important
items are reported in the following
paragraphs:

Employment (Amendment) Bill 1983
First Reading: 13.7.83
Second and Third Readings: 12.10.83

The purpose of this Bill was to increase
sickness benefits under the Employment
Ordinance. It proposed to increase sick
leave entitlements from one day for every
completed month of service to two days
per month for the first 12 months and
four days per month thereafter; and that
such entitlement might be accumulated

from a maximum of 36 days to 90 days
without an element of hospital stay and
120 days with an element of hospital
stay.

Following introduction of the Bill, a
large number of representations were
received from both employers’ and
employees’ associations. In the light of
the conflicting views received, an Ad
Hoc Group under the convenership of
Mr. Peter C. WONG, which had been set
up to study the Bill, decided that it
should be deferred so that the
representations could be studied
thoroughly. In the end, 28
representations from employers’ and
employees’ associations were received
and examined by the Ad Hoc Group
which comprised 22 Unofficial
Members. The Group held a total of 15
meetings, including seven with various
organisations and five with the
Administration before debate on the Bill
could be resumed. Members generally
accepted that the ceiling for sick leave
should be 120 days. However, the Group
recommended and the Administration
agreed to amend the Bill as follows:

(/) to delete the hospitalisation
element proposed in the Bill;

(i) to require any claim for sickness
benefits in excess of the existing
maximum 36 days to be supported by a
medical certificate from a hospital-based
doctor; and

(#i7) to modify the sick leave earning
rate to two days per month for the first
year of employment and four days from
the second year onwards, so that a
worker could earn the maximum of 120
days in three years.

At the debate on second reading, 11
Members, Mr. LO Tak-shing, Fr. Patrick
T. McGovern, Mr. Peter C. WONG, Mr.
WONG Lam, Mr. Andrew SO, Mr. F. K.
HU, Mr. WONG Po-yan, Mr. CHAN
Kam-chuen, Mr. Stephen CHEONG,
Mrs. Selina CHOW and Dr. Henrietta IP,
spoke.

Mr. LO explained the amendments
recommended by the Ad Hoc Group as a
compromise between the immediate
short-term interests of employers and
employees.

Abstaining from voting, Fr. McGovern
registered his disgust not only at the way
the Bill had been mangled by
amendments but also at the damage that
had been and would be done to
harmonious industrial relations at a
sensitive time in Hong Kong's history.
He observed that the Bill as originally
introduced was already a long overdue
effort to improve employees’ sickness
benefits.

Mr. Peter C. WONG reported that the
spirit of the Bill was not in dispute. He
then outlined the modifications
recommended by Unofficial Members
which he considered a reasonable and
workable package. He also urged the
Government to consider the employee
groups’ suggestion of a comprehensive
social security scheme, and the employer
associations’ suggestion that the
consultation process of the Labour
Advisory Board be improved.

Mr. WONG Lam supported the Bill,
but pointed out that it failed to guard
against abuse of sick leave by employees
and failed to provide for appropriate
supervision or punishment of those
irresponsible employers who might try to
dismiss, for trumped up reasons, aged
and infirm employees who were entitled
to long, accumulated paid sick leave.

Mr. SO opposed the amendments to
the original Bill, which aimed to provide
financial assistance for sick workers in
the absence of a comprehensive social
security scheme; he abstained from
voting.

Mr. HU said the sickness benefits to
employees in Hong Kong should be
improved so that they were comparable
to those of neighbouring countries. He
supported the Bill as it was moving in
the right direction, but he stressed the
need to monitor developments and to
review the position regularly. He also
urged the Administration to give early
consideration to the welfare of non-
manual workers who were not protected
by the Employees’ Compensation
Ordinance.

Mr. WONG Po-yan supported the Bill
as the amendments introduced were an
honest attempt to strike a balance
between the interests of all the parties
concerned.

Mr. K. C. CHAN said members of the
Labour Advisory Board, of which he was
a member, were reasonably satisfied that
the Bill represented an improvement for
employees suffering from “genuine”
prolonged sickness. He considered the
certification of extended sick leave by a
hospital-based doctor would safeguard
abuse. In conclusion, Mr. CHAN urged
pressure groups not to rock the boat in
these stormy days.

Mr. CHEONG said the amendments
would safeguard and limit possible
abuses and covered various
contingencies.

Mrs. CHOW said it was not a matter
of abuse or not, but of where to draw
the line. It was up to employees to guard
against relaxation of self-discipline
which would undermine productivity

and efficiency of the work force in Hong
Kong.

Dr. IP supported the Bill and noted
that doctors would be given the privilege
of recommending sick leave. Dr. IP said
it was important that doctors keep a file
copy of sick leave certificates issued so
that cross checking was possible to
prevent abuse.

In reply, the Commissioner for Labour
thanked Unofficial Members for the
proposed amendments. He said it would
be unrealistic to expect the Bill, as
amended, to please all concerned, but it
did represent a reasonable compromise
between sharply conflicting views. He
added that to avoid misunderstanding
the Labour Department would issue a
guide to explain the legislation. The
Commissioner for Labour also spoke in
defence of the consultative process
followed by the Labour Advisory Board.

At the Committee Stage, Mr. LO
proposed amendments to five clauses.
These amendments were to extend the
period during which sick leave could be
earned at two days per month from the
first three months of employment to the
first 12 months; to make transitional
arrangements by introducing a form of
retroactive legislation governing the rate
at which sick leave was to be earned; to
remove the hospital stay requirement for
sick leave in excess of 90 consecutive
days; to require employers to keep a sick
leave record to show the sick leave
position of each employee; to divide sick
leave entitlement into two categories:
category 1 to contain the sick leave
earned up to 36 days and category 2 to
contain the sick leave earned other than
category 1 up to a maximum of 84 days;
and to require sick leave be first
deducted from category 1.

The Commissioner for Labour also
proposed an amendment at the
Committee Stage to enable the Bill to
come into operation on a day to be
appointed by the Governor. The
proposed day was 1.11.83.

All the amendments were agreed and
the Bill was read the third time and
passed.

City Polytechnic of Hong Kong Bill 1983
First Reading: 9.1.83
Second and Third Readings: 23.11.83

The Bill provided for the establishment
and incorporation of the City Polytechnic
of Hong Kong. The purpose of the Bill
was to seek to establish the City
Polytechnic as an incorporated body
with perpetual succession and specify its
objectives and powers; establish a
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Council as the governing and executive
body and stipulate its membership;
provide for the appointment of a Director
and other staff; provide for the
establishment of an Academic Board;
and regulate accounting and other
financial reporting procedures.

The Bill was studied by the LegCo
Social Services Group under the
convenership of Dr. Harry FANG. After
seeking clarification from the
Administration on a number of clauses,
the Group supported all the provisions in
the Bill.

Dr. FANG spoke at the second reading
debate. He urged that the provision of
students’ hostels be seriously considered
so as to facilitate social interaction
among students and provide those who
came from poor families and remote
districts with a better place for study.

Mr. S. L. CHEN welcomed the Bill and
noted an increasing demand by the
young people of Hong Kong for a
Polytechnic-type tertiary education, and
an increasing demand by local
commerce, industry and community
services for Polytechnic-trained
graduates. It was therefore a timely
decision for Government to establish a
second polytechnic.

Dr. HO Kam-fai emphasised that a
proper industrial infra-structure and a
sound economy required contributions
from technical personnel at all levels. It
was therefore imperative for Government
to ensure the balanced development of
technical manpower.

In reply, the Secretary for Education
and Manpower agreed to consider Dr.

FANG's remarks about hostels and
agreed with Dr. HO that the balanced
development of technical manpower
was important. He said the
Administration would aim to achieve this
in planning technical education and
industrial training.

Banking (Amendment) Bill 1983
Deposit Taking Companies
(Amendment) Bill 1983

First Reading: 10.8.83
Second and Third Readings: 7.12.83

These two Bills sought to amend their
respective principal Ordinances to
improve further the level of protection
afforded to depositors and investors. The
main provisions in the two Bills were to
impose tighter limits on lending by a
deposit-taking company (DTC) ora
bank to a single customer or grouping
and to directors; to limit the amount of
money placed by a bank or a DTC with
foreign banks; to require the auditor of a
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DTC to report to the Authority matters
affecting the financial position of the
company and contraventions of the DTC
Ordinance; and to clarify the provisions
of both Ordinances relating to secrecy.

Following publication of the Bills,
representations were received from the
Hong Kong Deposit-taking Companies
Association, the Finance Houses
Association of Hong Kong Ltd., the
Chinese Association of Finance
Companies Ltd., the Hong Kong Society
of Accountants, the Hong Kong
Association of Banks and a number
of finance companies. The Bills and
the representations were examined by
the LegCo Monetary Policy Group
under the convenership of Mr. W. C. L.
Brown.

The Group held discussions among
themselves and with the Commissioner
of Banking and the Commissioner of
Deposit-taking Companies, as well as
with other senior Government officials.
Members supported the reservations of
the business community in relation to
the role of the auditor and the
requirement which could compel the
disclosure of privileged information by a
solicitor. The Administration agreed to
amend the Bills accordingly and in
addition a number of other technical
amendments were agreed.

At the debate on the second reading,
Mr. Brown declared his interest as
Chairman of the Hong Kong Association
of Banks and as an executive holding
positions with both a bank and a
deposit-taking company. He added that
the financial community generally
supported the aims and principles of the

Bills. Nonetheless, he related the concern
raised on the proposed powers for the
Commissioner of Banking to limit
monies placed with a foreign bank, and
on the restrictive definition of “company”
in the principal Ordinance.

In reply, the Financial Secretary
thanked Unofficial Members for the
consideration given to the Bills and to
the many representations that had been
made. He gave the assurance sought by
Mr. Brown that the Commissioner of
Banking would exercise with discretion
his power to limit placements of money
with a foreign bank, provided the foreign
bank was considered adequately
supervised by its parent authority. He
also agreed to review the definition of
“company” at some future date.

At the committee stage, Mr. Brown
and the Financial Secretary moved
amendments to 14 clauses and seven
clauses respectively. Among these were
amendments to provide some flexibility

in restricting advances to directors and to
cover transitional arrangements.

Debtors (Arrest and Imprisonment) Bill
1983

First Reading: 7.12.83
Second and Third Readings: 11.1.84

The Bill's object was to reform the law
relating to the arrest and imprisonment of
civil debtors. Specifically, it sought to
provide for court hearings prior to the
arrest and imprisonment of persons
against whom claims were made. It also
clarified the rules governing the
imprisonment of civil debtors.

Following publication of the Bill,
representations were received from the
Law Society of Hong Kong, the Hong
Kong Bar Association, the Hong Kong
Association of Banks, the Chinese
Manufacturers’ Association of Hong
Kong, individual law firms, banks,
finance houses and businessmen. The
representations were considered by the
LegCo General Services Working Group
under the convenership of Mr. LO Tak-
shing. The Group met the Deputy Law
Draftsman and, in the light of advice
from Unofficial Members, the
Administration drafted a large number of
amendments to the Bill.

The technical aspects of the Bill were
studied by the Legislation Scrutiny
Group under its convener, Mr. Peter C.
WONG. The Group met four times and
the Deputy Law Draftsman was in
attendance at each session. As a result of
these discussions further amendments
were proposed and, in view of the
complexity of the Bill, the Administration
agreed to publish a revised Bill for
information in the Gazette on 23.12.83.

More representations followed which
were carefully considered by Members
and resulted in further amendments to
the Bill. It was apparent that there were
two main bodies of opinion: one
considered that imprisonment for debt
should be completely abolished, while
the other wished to maintain the existing
arrangements. Members took the view
that these views were entrenched and
completely irreconcilable, and that the
Bill as amended offered the best
compromise.

When the debate on the Second
Reading was resumed, Mr. Peter C.
WONG outlined the changes proposed.
He pointed out that whilst imprisonment
would be ruled out, certain
improvements had been made to ensure
that recalcitrant debtors did not escape
the provisions of the law. He said the
reforms were long overdue. While

preserving the rights of the creditor, he
said, the Bill removed a glaring inequity
and abolished an anachronism which
belonged to another age.

Mr. Charles YEUNG took up the
theme of the anachronistic nature of the
existing law with reference to the
writings of authors such as Charles
Dickens. He went on to quote statistics
in respect of debtors which indicated
that over the past eight years debtors
remained in prison, on average, for only
20 days. He noted that the imprisonment
provisions constituted a deterrent, but it
was also necessary to protect those who
genuinely could not pay. In summing up
he said he thought that if all the
amendments were accepted the new
Ordinance would be a piece of fair
legislation which would receive the
support of the community.

Mr. WONG Po-yan also spoke in
support of the Bill, pointing out that
while it appeared at first to be lenient to
debtors it in fact provided a much greater
level of legal redress than was available
under existing legislation. Mr. CHAN
Kam-chuen pointed out that under the
old system only a small percentage of
debtors ever found themselves in prison
because most debtors were wilful
defaulters who were deterred from
further default by the threat of their
creditors to throw them into prison. He
believed however that the Bill should be
supported, provided the Government
monitored the possible consequences of
it giving rise to the increased use of
‘hired muscle’.

Mr. J. J. Swaine thanked the Attorney
General’'s Chambers for agreeing to
publish the revised Bill for information,
something which had greatly assisted
Unofficials in their consideration of the
Bill. He also called attention to the
pioneering efforts of his Unofficial
colleagues, notably Mr. Peter C. WONG,
to bring about this welcome measure of
law reform.

Mr. Stephen CHEONG noted that
many representations had been made on
the Bill protesting at what was seen to
be upsetting a piece of tested and
proven legislation that had been
designed with local conditions in mind.
He did not subscribe to that view
because in any civilised country with an
acceptable legal system only the
judiciary should have the right to hand
down jail sentences.

In reply, the Attorney General noted
that some degree of opposition had been
expressed to the Bill, elements of which
Mr. CHAN and Mr. YEUNG had pointed
out. He paid tribute to the time, effort

and wisdom Unofficial Members had
contributed to the Bill and was grateful
for the enthusiastic welcome they had in
general given to its compromise
provisions which sought to reconcile the
competing interests of creditors and
debtors.

At the committee stage, Mr. Peter C.
WONG, Mr. YEUNG and Mr. Swaine
moved amendments to six clauses, while
the Attorney General moved
amendments to five clauses.

Motor Vehicles (First Registration
Tax)(Amendment) Bill 1984

Road Traffic (Registration and Licensing
of Vehicles) Regulations (Amendment)
Bill 1984

st Reading: 11.1.84

Resumption of Debate on 2nd Reading:
18.1.84

On 11.1.84, the Secretary for Transport
introduced a package of proposals to
limit the growth of taxis following a
comprehensive review of the taxi trade.
He explained that taxis had always been
regarded as personalised transport and,
while it was acknowledged that they
provided a valuable service within the
transport mix, the Administration was of
the view that their numbers could not be
allowed to continue to grow. This was
particularly important as other forms of
public transport had significantly
improved their standard of service. The
Administration further took the view that,
in view of the significant improvement in
public transport services, there was no
longer any need for taxis to be favoured
by low First Registration Tax and annual
licence fees. The First Registration Tax
payable on taxis was to be the same as
for private cars, while the annual licence
fee was to be doubled to twice the level
of that for private cars on the basis that
taxis covered many more times the
distance on the roads than the average
private car. The diesel engine surcharge
was also set at double the level for
private cars.
The taxation measures were
introduced under Public Revenue
Protection Orders, a fact which provoked
taxi operators to take immediate protest
action. At4.15 p.m. on 12.1.84 a group
of operators arrived at Swire House and
insisted on seeing UMELCO Members.
Mr. F. K. HU, Mr. CHAN Kam-chuen
and Mrs. Selina CHOW met the
representatives who came from various
taxi organisations. Numbers grew at the
meeting as other drivers arrived and
considerable congestion was caused by
taxis parked along Connaught and

Chater Roads. The demands made by
the taxi operators were:—

(/) to pay the old First Registration
Tax and annual licence fees;

(7#7) to allow successful tenderers in
previous tender exercises to pay the old
First Registration Tax and annual licence
fees;

(#i) to allow replacement taxis to be
exempted from the First Registration Tax;
and

(/v) to recognise that taxis are a form
of public transport.

The meeting continued until Members
withdrew at 8.30 p.m. However, at the
invitation of Members, the taxi operators
continued their discussions in the
UMELCO Office until 11.15 p.m.

The following day (13.1.84) traffic in
Central was virtually immobilised by
parked taxis. Similar chaos was caused
in Nathan Road and at Tai Po which
was completely cut off by a taxi
blockade. The three Members who had
met the representatives briefed a full
meeting of LegCo Unofficials specially
convened by Dr. Harry FANG. Members
later held a meeting with the Secretary
for Transport to explore options for
improving the situation.

After meeting the Secretary for
Transport, a delegation of Members led
by Dr. FANG went to see the Acting
Governor who agreed that an additional
meeting of LegCo should be held on
18.1.84 to debate the Bills. Meanwhile,
unruly elements in Kowloon
unconnected with the taxi drivers took
advantage of the tense situation to loot
shops and create disorder in the streets.

After careful consideration of the
measures proposed by the two Bills,
Members were unanimously of the view
that the package represented an
unreasonable burden on many taxi
operators and did not take adequate
account of the complex position and
problems of the taxi trade. They decided
to oppose the Bills at the special sitting
on 18.1.84. Members also considered
that insufficient consultation had taken
place and that the traditional principle of
government by consensus had been

transgressed in this instance.

On 13.1.84 Members held a press
conference at 11.45 p.m. and issued a
press release informing the taxi trade
representatives that Unofficial LegCo
Members would oppose the Bills at the
forthcoming special LegCo meeting.
They also urged the taxi operators to
resume normal operations immediately in
the general interests of the community.
The taxi blockades began to disperse
shortly afterwards.
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At the LegCo meeting on 18.1.84, 22
Unofficials spoke. Dr. FANG opened by
putting the taxi increases in the context
of the operating costs of running a taxi.
He pointed out that, although
Government had agreed to a 17%
increase in fares—against the operators’
long-standing request for a 33%
increase— this would now have to cover
the additional estimated 71% increase in
operating costs caused by the new taxes.
Dr. FANG said while the manner in
which the taxi operators had chosen to
demonstrate their dissatisfaction was to
be regretted, there could be no doubt as
to their sincere concern and depth of
feeling at what they believed to be forces
threatening their livelihood. He said it
was Members’ unanimous view that the
package as a whole represented an
unreasonable burden on many
taxi operators and did not take adequate
account of the complex position and
problems of the taxi trade. Dr. FANG
urged a radical rethink of the entire
package, not as a sign of weakness and
capitulation but as an earnest indication
of an open Government sensitive to
public reaction and ever willing to seek
just and fair solutions to whatever
problems might confront the community.

Dr. Francis TIEN saw the proposal to
regulate the taxi trade by fiscal means as
running contrary to the basic free
enterprise system of Hong Kong and Mr.
Alex WU stated his anxiety that policies
were being devised purely on the basis
of a statistical analysis without taking
account of the human factor. Fr. Patrick
T. McGovern pointed out that the
amendments proposed were associated
with taxi fare increases under the Road
Traffic (Public Service Vehicles)
(Amendment) Regulations; this, he
considered, negated the claim that taxis
were personalised transport. He also
hoped the debate showed that the
limited democracy of an appointed
unofficial membership in LegCo could
work.

Mr. Peter C. WONG criticised the
imposition of a sudden hefty increase in
fees without warning and considered the
proposed increases “excessive and
inequitable”. He also pointed out that
taxis provided a useful public transport
service. Mr. WONG Lam also agreed that
taxis were a means of public transport
and urged the Government to consider
the plight of the large number of taxi
operators who had borrowed money to
pay for their vehicles.

Mr. Charles YEUNG spoke of the
“social and financial aspects” of taxis on
the transport scene and pointed out the
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communication breakdown in the
Government's consultation process. Dr.
HO Kam-fai refuted the argument that
taxis were a form of personalised
transport and drew attention to the value
of their services to the disabled, the
elderly, the sick and injured and those
not able to commute by the crowded
mass carriers. Mr. Andrew SO, Mr. HU
and Mr. CHAN were critical of the
abrupt and drastic increases proposed.
Mr. W. C. L. Brown addressed the
question of whether Members, in voting
against the Bill, were merely giving in to
pressure. He noted that it was
unfortunate that the normal time-frame
for the study of Bills was denied to
Members in this instance; however he
accepted that the need for action was
urgent and that all that had happened
was that Members had studied the Bills
rather faster than they might otherwise
have done. He considered if there were a
victor in this particular case it was the
system of Government which enabled
Unofficials to oppose Bills which they
believed required further consideration.

Mr. J. J. Swaine spoke of the human
element in transport policy. Mr. Stephen
CHEONG considered that the proposed
tax increases would have the opposite
effect to what they were intended to
have, as increased costs would mean
increased fares which would result in a
higher level of consumer resistance and
thus more taxis cruising empty. Mr.
CHEUNG Yan-lung condemned the
strike action taken by the taxi trade, but
did not agree with the policy of treating
taxis as personalised transport. Mrs.
CHOW's opposition to the Bill was on
the basis that the timing was wrong,
consultation had been inadequate and
because she cid not agree with the logic
on which the Bills were based. Both Dr.
Henrietta [P and Mr. CHAN Ying-lun
considered the proposed increases
particularly unfair on the 973 taxi owners
who had successfully tendered before
the Bills were introduced.

Mrs. Rita FAN shared Mrs. CHOW's
view that the increases coming as they
did at Chinese New Year were a
particular hardship to taxi operators. She
considered, however, that the way in
which they had expressed their
dissatisfaction was regrettable.

In opposing the Bills, Mrs. Pauline NG
urged the Government not to ignore the
value of taxis to the general public. Mr.
Peter POON said the taxi trade was
complex and fragmented and felt that
the Government should undertake a
more in-depth study of financial aspects
of the trade. Mr. YEUNG Po-kwan spoke

of anxiety and resentment against use of
the Public Revenue Protection Orders.

In reply, the Secretary for Home Affairs
spoke of the consultation which had
taken place on the proposed Bills. The
Attorney General said the events had
been a vindication of the present system
in Hong Kong and had demonstrated
that LegCo was the ultimate safeguard if
the Government misjudged what was
politically acceptable to Hong Kong.
After the Secretary for Transport
explained and amplified the reasoning
behind the policy package, the question
that the Bills be read a second time was
put and defeated, with the Officials
abstaining from voting.

Companies (Amendment) Bill 1983
First Reading: 9.3.83
Second and Third Readings: 25.1.84

The purpose of the Bill was to complete
substantially a programme of legislation
commenced in 1974 to implement
recommendations of the Companies Law
Revision Committee (CLRC). The Bill
was first published in draft on 18.7.80
for general information. On publication,
it attracted a number of public
representations from organisations and
individuals in the professional, business
and academic sectors, including the
Hong Kong General Chamber of
Commerce, the Law Society and the
Hong Kong Society of Accountants.
These submissions were considered by
the Registrar General whose written
comments were referred to Unofficial
Members in May, 1981.

Between November, 1981, and
March, 1983, an Ad Hoc Group to
consider the representations and
comments of the Registrar General met
10 times, first under the convenership of
Mr. S. L. CHEN, then Mr. W. C. L.
Brown. They met twice with the
Registrar General and sought detailed
written clarification of a number of
issues. It was finally agreed that all
controversial issues on which agreement
could not be reached should be
withdrawn from the Bill and referred to a
Standing Committee on Company Law
Reform (SCCLR) for further
consideration.

It was against this background that
the Companies (Amendment) Bill 1983
was re-published in the Gazette on
4.3.83 and introduced into LegCo on
9.3.83.

Another round of consultations
followed, during which more comments
and representations were received from
organisations and individuals, including

t

some who had given their comments
previously. Again, these were considered
by the Administration whose written
comments were studied by Members.
Meanwhile, the Ad Hoc Group met
again to review and discuss the Bill,
while the Legislation Scrutiny Group,
convened by Mr. Peter C. WONG,
looked at the technical aspects. As a
result, the Ad Hoc Group met a further
15 times and the Legislation Scrutiny
Group once.

Upon resumption of the debate, eight
Unofficials spoke in support of the Bill.
Mr. Brown referred to the Bill as an

important and complex piece of
legislation. He described the “unusual
step” Unofficials had taken in
deliberating on comments from the
public and reaching agreement with the
Administration on a wide-ranging
number of changes whilst the Bill was
still in draft form and before being
introduced into LegCo. He added that
enactment of the Bill would merely take
Hong Kong's company law to “a further
milestone”, and there was still a long way
to go. He thus welcomed the
establishment of the SCCLR with terms
of reference calling for an annual report
on progress made in regard to those
matters referred to it for further
examination. He then commended 22
items to the Committee for further
examination.

Mindful of the numerous amendments
proposed in the Bill and referring to a
view expressed in the House of Lords
when similar legislation in the United
Kingdom was last debated, Mr. Brown
proposed that it would assist all in
understanding company legislation if, in
the event that the SCCLR were to
recommend further changes to company
law, an entirely new Bill, rather than
another voluminous amendment Bill,
should be produced.

Mr. Peter C. WONG referred to
Company law as “one of the most
fascinating of the legal subjects”, and
joined Mr. Brown in welcoming the
establishment of the SCCLR. He said the
Bill represented the culmination of
almost two decades of concerted and
arduous effort, and was a major step
forward towards reform in the field of
commercial law.

_ Mr. WONG Po-yan spoke of the
IMmportance to industry and the economy
of an improved legal framework for the
regulation of companies. He warned
that where a self-regulation system
Proved inadequate a code of conduct
Would be required. The amendment Bill
Would provide such a code. Mr. WONG

also welcomed establishment of the
SCCLR.

Mr. Stephen CHEONG described
introduction of the Bill as timely and
suggested that it would help consolidate
Hong Kong's success in preparation for
the next phase of growth.

Miss Maria TAM stressed the
importance of disclosing the true identity
of the directors of a company and
suggested amendments to the Bill that
would further clarify directors’
responsibilities and restrict their powers.

Mr. Peter POON welcomed the Bill
which would “contribute to the
improvement of financial reporting and
auditing standards in Hong Kong”,
adding that it contained many
amendments to update company
legislation which had been lagging
behind Hong Kong's rapid development
as a leading financial centre.

The-Secretary for Economic Services
spoke in reply in the Second Reading
debate. He thanked Mr. Brown and the
Unofficials of the Ad Hoc Group for their
support and for the time and effort they
had spent in examining the Bill. In
agreeing with Unofficials that a lot
remained to be done in the field of
company law reform, even after
enactment of the Bill, he announced the
establishment of the SCCLR under the
chairmanship of Mr. Justice Cons and
outlined the Committee’s terms of
reference. He also assured Mr. Brown
that he would not lose sight of his
suggestion to produce an entirely new
Companies Bill rather than another
voluminous amendment Bill.

At the Committee Stage, Mr. Peter C.
WONG, Mr. Charles YEUNG, Mr.
Andrew SO, Mr. WONG Po-yan, Mr.
Stephen CHEONG, Miss Maria TAM
and Mr. Peter POON moved
amendments to 17 clauses and two
schedules, while the Secretary for
Economic Services moved amendments,
mostly of a technical nature, to 41
clauses and four schedules.

Pawnbrokers’ Bill 1983
First Reading: 10.8.83
Second and Third Readings: 15.1.84

The Bill’s object was to repeal the
existing Pawnbrokers” Ordinance and
introduce certain changes to legislation
regulating the operations of
pawnbrokers. More specifically the Bill
sought to raise the loan limit from $5,000
to $25,000, impose a maximum rate of
interest applicable to all loans, improve
licensing control by the Commissioner of
Police in line with current licensing

practices, and increase the level of
penalties.

Shortly after the Bill's introduction, a
group of representatives from the Hong
Kong and Kowloon Pawnbrokers’
Association came to UMELCO to raise
points of concern. These, together with
points raised at a subsequent meeting
with the representatives, were
considered by the LegCo General
Services Working Group under the
convenership of Mr. LO Tak-shing. The
pawnbrokers were particularly concerned
about the duty the Bill imposed on them
to insure pawned items against fire or
theft.

The Group met with the
Administration and it was agreed with
other matters that the pawnbrokers’
liability to pay compensation should be
limited. Amendments to this effect would
be introduced and Mr. Charles YEUNG
spoke in support of the Bill in the
Second Reading debate.

In reply, the Secretary for Security
thanked the Unofficial Members for the
time and effort they had spent on the
problems which had been brought to
light, and their helpful suggestions for
solving them. He also pledged to
introduce regulations to ensure that
clients would be adequately warned of
the risks taken in pawning goods of a
value greater than the maximum loan
limit.

At the Committee Stage, the Secretary
for Security moved amendments to six
clauses to clarify that pawnbrokers
would only be liable to make good the
loss of, or damage to, pawned items if
the loss or damage was a result of their
default, neglect or misfeasance, and to
limit the pawnbroker’s liability for any
article to $25,000, the maximum loan
limit allowable under the Bill.

Magistrates (Amendment) Bill 1984
First Reading: 25.1.84
Second and Third Readings: 2.5.84

This Bill proposed that, generally, for
charges classified as minor offences, a
summons should not be issued to the
defendant in the first instance, but that a
notice of prosecution be issued and
subsequent proceedings dealt with in
the absence of the complainant and
defendant unless the defendant wished
to deny the charge or requested a
hearing. Minor offences were those
subject to a penalty not exceeding a fine
of $10,000 and imprisonment for six
months.

Following a meeting between the
Legislation Scrutiny Group convened by
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Mr. Peter C. WONG and the
Administration, some amendments to the
Bill were agreed and certain
administrative undertakings given by the
Registrar of the Supreme Court as to the
way in which the legislation would be
implemented.

At the debate on the Second Reading,
Mr. WONG spoke in support of the Bill.
He said the simplified procedure for
dealing with minor offences would save
time and effort, as the defendant’s
appearance in court would not be
required. Nonetheless he emphasised
that the rights of the defendant would
not be compromised in the
administration of justice.

In reply the Attorney General made
known the two administrative
undertakings given by the Registrar of
the Supreme Court:

(/) toinclude in the ‘Notice of
Payment of Fine’ advice to the defendant
on the steps he should take to dispute
the fine if he claimed that he had never
been served with a minor offence notice;
and

(#7) toinstruct his staff that, if a
defendant contested the demand for
payment on this basis, all further steps to
enforce the fine would cease until the
matter had been determined by a
magistrate.

At the Committee Stage, Mr. WONG
moved amendments to one clause to
further protect the rights of defendants
by increasing the period from 28 to 35
days during which the defendant could
file a written notice requiring a hearing;
and by deleting the provision to include
the defendant’s previous convictions in
the notice of prosecution.

Employment (Amendment) Bill 1984
First Reading: 14.3.84
Second and Third Readings: 2.5.84

The purpose of the Bill was to increase
severance payments to workers and
extend the period during which claims
for such payments had to be made from
one month to three months after the date
of termination or lay-off.

A large number of representations
from both the employers’ and
employees’ organisations were received.
An Ad Hoc Group under the
convenership of Dr. Harry FANG was
formed to study the Bill and the
representations. The Group met with a
delegation of employers’ representatives
and three groups of employees’
representatives and held in-depth
discussions with the Administration.
After careful consideration, Members
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generally agreed that the Bill should be
allowed to pass and would provide
better protection for workers.

In speaking at the debate on the
Second Reading, Dr. FANG supported
the Bill and summed up the points put
forward by both employers’ and
employees’ organisations. Mainly, the
employers were worried that increased
severance pay benefits would mean
additional financial costs. They also
considered the process of consultation in
the Labour Advisory Board needed
improvement. For their part the
employees felt that severance pay should
be raised to one month's pay for each
year of service and that the qualifying
period of service should be reduced to
one year. In conclusion, Dr. FANG urged
the Government to set up a Central
Provident Fund to provide better
protection to workers.

Fr. Patrick T. McGovern recalled that
the original provision for severance pay
had been passed by LegCo in June,
1974. Ten years had passed and
employers were still using the same
arguments in their efforts to keep
workers’ benefits to a minimum. He
noted that the Bill contained only half
the original proposals put forward to the
Labour Advisory Board, and he
supported the Bill on the ground that
half a Bill was better than no Bill.
However, he hoped the Administration
would reconsider the sections not
incorporated in this Bill as well as
various other proposals which had been
put forward over the years by workers’
representatives.

Dr. HC Kam-fai said he supported the
Bill, but noted possible labour disputes
arising from the provision of security to
workers who were caught up in
contingencies such as child birth,
sickness, injury and being laid off.
Therefore, he supported Dr. FANG's
point and asked the Administration to
consider a centrally-administered
provident fund scheme as an alternative
which might provide greater security to
workers.

Mr. Andrew SO supported the Bill by
saying unrestrained welfare for the
workforce would impede the initiative of
society and asked for sincere
co-operation between employers and
employees to bring prosperity and
progress to society. Mr. SO saw the aim
as being to improve the welfare of
workers step by step.

In reply, the Commissioner for Labour
said he shared Fr. McGovern’s desire to
see further improvements to workers’
welfare.

Cross Harbour Tunnel (Passage Tax) Bill
1984

First Reading: 25.4.84
Second and Third Readings: 16.5.84

The purpose of the Bill was to impose a
passage tax on vehicles using the Cross-
Harbour Tunnel in order to reduce non-
essential use of the tunnel, thereby
lessening congestion.

Following the Budget Speech at
which the passage tax was proposed,
critical comments and representations
were received from a handicapped driver
and the Hong Kong Automobile
Association. Subsequent to introduction
of the Bill in LegCo on 25.4.84, the
Hong Kong Society for Rehabilitation
and the Traffic and Transport Committee
of Central and Western District Board
also made representations to UMELCO.

An Ad Hoc Group was convened by
Mr. S. L. CHEN to study the
representations together with the
provisions of the Bill. After careful
consideration, Members fully agreed that
for handicapped drivers cars were not a
luxury and that they and the rehabuses
should be exempted from the passage
tax.

Four Members spoke at the debate on
the Second Reading. Mr. CHEN and Dr.
Harry FANG drew attention to the needs
of the handicapped who did not have
the option of taking public transport and
welcomed the Administration’s
favourable response to the suggestion of
exempting handicapped drivers. Mr.
CHEN added that a flexible scheme of
applying the tax during peak hours only
could help even out the peaks and
troughs of tunnel usage, and that the
inability of the Tunnel Company’s
computer system to operate such a
system and to distinguish between
public and private light buses for tax
purposes seemed singularly out of place
in present day Hong Kong. Noting the
assurance given by the Administration
that revenue from tunnel taxes would be
considered especially for transport
purposes, he hoped that it would mean a
commitment to the provision of a second
fixed harbour crossing as soon as
possible.

Fr. Patrick T. McGovern opposed the
motion, saying the present generation of
motorists had already paid for the
existing cross-harbour tunnel and it
would not be fair for them to start paying
for the next harbour crossing which did
not yet exist. He questioned the
assumption that a considerable number
of private motorists made unnecessary
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journeys through the tunnel and
considered as unconvincing the
suggestion that the Bill was justified on
traffic management grounds.

Mr. WONG Lam abstained from
voting on the Bill as he doubted the
effectiveness of the tax in solving the
congestion problem, pending completion
of another cross-harbour link, because
motorists would soon become
accustomed to the tax and use the
tunnel again. He said Government
should settle the computer problem first
with the Tunnel Company before
introducing the tax.

In reply, the Secretary for Transport
accepted the Unofficial Members'’
proposal for exempting disabled drivers
from the tax. As regards rehabuses, he
assured Members that the passage tax
was regarded as a recognised cost for
which additional subventions would be
made. He considered it inappropriate for
Government to ask the Cross Harbour
Tunnel Company to change its computer
system solely for Government’s purpose.
But, if the system was to be replaced or
updated for other reasons, he would
discuss with the Company how the
revised system could take account of
Government needs. He also said a final
report on the second fixed harbour
crossing would be submitted to ExCo by
September, 1984,

Dr. FANG moved an amendment at
the Committee Stage to provide for the
exemption of disabled drivers from
payment of the passage tax.

Medical Registration (Amendment) Bill
1984

First Reading: 25.1.84
Second and Third Readings: 16.5.84

The purpose of the Bill was to redefine
existing foreign medical qualifications for
registration as a medical practitioner in
Hong Kong and to empower the
Medical Council to exempt any person
from any of the requirements for
becoming a Licentiate.

After publication of the Bill, 13
representations from both groups and
individuals were received. The Bill and
the representations were studied by the
LegCo Social Services Group under the
convenership of Dr. Harry FANG. The
Group members met with representatives
of the Hong Kong Medical Association
and the British Medical Association,
Hong Kong Branch, to discuss the
Power granted to the Medical Council to
9>_<empt suitable candidates from the
Licentiate Scheme and the appeal
Procedures proposed. The Group also

met with the Administration to discuss
the provisions of the Bill.

At the debate on the Second Reading,
Dr. FANG supported the Bill as a
measure to make it easier for persons
holding overseas medical qualifications
to be registered as medical practitioners
in Hong Kong, but emphasised the need
to maintain standards.

Dr. HO Kam-fai supported the Bill and
urged the Medical Council through
Government, in exercising its new
powers in granting exemptions, to give
special consideration without sacrificing
standards to those candidates who had
expressed a willingness to work in
unpopular streams and to accept
unpopular postings.

Dr. Henrietta |P said she had some
reservations about the Bill, but would
support it because the Administration
had said that full exemption would only
be granted on rare occasions, and that
internal guidelines for exemptions would
be worked out by the Medical Council.
Moreover, she had confidence that
members of the Medical Council would
not lightly allow such full exemptions.

In reply, the Secretary for Health and
Welfare thanked Dr. FANG, Dr. HO and
Dr. IP for their support of the Bill and
explained in more detail how the power
of exemption would be delegated by the
Medical Council and how appeals could
be made against exemption decisions.

At the Committee Stage, Dr. FANG
moved amendments to two clauses to
qualify the power of the Medical Council
and to clarify appeal procedures in
exemption matters. Dr. IP also moved an
amendment to one clause on the
acceptability of certain overseas
qualifications.

Inland Revenue (Amendment) Bill 1984
First Reading: 30.5.84
Second and Third Readings: 13.6.84

The Bill sought to implement three
proposals made by the Financial
Secretary in his Budget speech on
29.2.84 when moving the Second
Reading of the Appropriation Bill 1984.
The main provisions of the Bill were to
increase the standard rate of tax from
15% to 17% and the rate of profits tax
payable by corporations from 163% to
181%, applicable to all provisional and
final assessments for 1984/85 and
subsequent years; to render chargeable
to profits tax all interest accruing from
the carrying on of a business in Hong
Kong; and to discourage the use of loan
capital secured against deposits with the
object of avoiding payment of profits tax.

The draft Bill was initially published in
the Gazette as a Schedule to a Public
Revenue Protection Order on 30.3.84.
Publication of the Bill sparked off critical
comments from both the media and the
public. There was also criticism of the
measure to protect profits tax following
the removal of interest tax, an area
attracting representations mainly from
local business concerns and trade
bodies. Representations were also
received from the Hong Kong General
Chamber of Commerce, the American
Chamber of Commerce, the Hong Kong
Society of Accountants, the Taxation
Institute of Hong Kong, the Insurance
Council of Hong Kong, plus various
banks, corporations and individuals. In
view of the large number of
representations, it was decided that the
draft Bill and the representations should
be examined by a LegCo Ad Hoc Group
under the convenership of Mr. W. C. L.
Brown.

The Group held long discussions
among themselves and with the
Commissioner of Inland Revenue. A
number of suggestions were made by
Unofficial Members and these were
incorporated into the Bill published in
the Gazette on 25.5.84. More
representations followed and further
meetings were held between the Ad Hoc
Group, under the deputy convenership
of Mr. Peter C. WONG. The Group also
met representatives from the Hong Kong
Textile and Clothing Industries’ Joint
Conference on 28.5.84 to listen to their
views. At the same time, the LegCo
Legislation Scrutiny Group was
convened by Mr. WONG to examine
technical aspects of the Bill. After careful
deliberations, Members generally agreed
that the Bill's proposals were essential
for the protection of revenue and to deter
tax avoiders. They were also satisfied
that the Bill was not retrospective in
nature and would not represent a
departure from the territorial source
principle of taxation in Hong Kong.

Four Members spoke in the debate on
the Second Reading. Mr. Brown
highlighted the various amendments
which had been made to the original
draft Bill resulting from the discussions
between the LegCo Ad Hoc Group and
the Administration. He said Unofficial
Members supported the Bill with its
amendments which he believed had
removed most genuine business
transactions from the ambit of the new
proposals. However, given that many
multi-national corporations financed
their subsidiaries from a central treasury,
he expressed concern at the possible
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proposals. Mr. WONG described the Bill
as a momentous occasion in the history
of the legislative process.

The Attorney General replied on behalf
of the Administration and thanked the
Unofficials for all their work and support
for this major piece of legislation.

At the Committee Stage, Mr. WONG
moved amendments to 15 clauses and
four schedules, the most significant of
which was the deletion of the clause
regarding overreaching of equitable
interests; there had been disagreement
within the legal profession over the
extent to which an assignment of a legal
estate should overreach equitable
interest. In the end, it was agreed that
more research should be devoted to this
topic before making provision under the
law. Mr. WONG proposed a further
amendment to introduce a new clause
which created a presumption that, where
a tenancy was vested in two or more
persons, the tenancy would be presumed
to be a tenancy in common. This
reflected Chinese customary law in the
New Territories and of the operation of
equity elsewhere in Hong Kong.

Subsidiary Legislation

Under the Interpretation and General
Clauses Ordinance (Cap. 1), subsidiary
legislation means any proclamation, rule,
regulation, order, resolution, notice, rule
of court, by-law or other instrument
made under or by virtue of any
Ordinance and having legislative effect.
All subsidiary legislation must be
published in the Government Gazette
and comes into effect on the day

of such publication unless otherwise
specified.

The normal practice is for subsidiary
legislation made by the Governor-in-
Council on Tuesdays to be published in
the Gazette the following Friday. It will
then be tabled in LegCo at the next
sitting. Public representations on
subsidiary legislation may be received by
the UMELCO Office and may be
examined by the appropriate working
group of LegCo Unofficials any time
after publication.

S. 34(2) of the Interpretation and
General Clauses Ordinance provides that,
where subsidiary legislation has been so
tabled, LegCo may, by resolution passed
at the first sitting held not less than 27
days after the sitting at which it was so
laid, amend or repeal it; and, if a
resolution is passed by LegCo to repeal
or amend such subsidiary legislation, it
is deemed to be repealed or amended as
from the date of publication in the
Gazette of the resolution, but without
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prejudice to anything already done under
the subsidiary legislation.

During the 1983/84 session, 374
items of subsidiary legislation were
tabled in LegCo. The items passed
during the session are published in the
Hong Kong Hansard 1983-84. Examples
of the involvement of Unofficial
Members in the passage of controversial
items are given in the paragraphs below:

Merchant Shipping (Fees)
(Amendment) (No. 2) Regulations 1983

The 1983 amendment regulations were
Gazetted on 4.11.83 and tabled in
LegCo on 9.11.83. The purpose was to
provide for the payment of fees charged
at an hourly rate on the basis of the
actual time involved and increase the
fees chargeable in respect of services
performed by the Marine Department to
shipowners as contained in the Schedule
to the principal Regulations. The
proposed fees were based on a review of
costs conducted in 1979.

On publication in the Gazette, the
Regulations attracted representations
from the Hong Kong Cargo-Vessel
Traders’ Association, Fraternal
Association of the Floating Population of
Hong Kong, Hong Kong & Kowloon
Motor Boats’ Association and Hong
Kong & Kowloon Floating Fishermen's
Welfare Promotion Association. These
were considered by the LegCo
Economic Services Working Group
convened by Mr. Allen LEE. The Group
met with a delegation representing these
organisations on 23.11.83. The
delegation claimed that the proposed
increases in fees in respect of lighters,
small launches and fishing vessels were
exhorbitant and unreasonable. They
complained that their member
organisations had not been consulted on
the proposed revision of fees.

The Economic Services Working
Group met the Secretary for Economic
Services and the Deputy Director of
Marine on 29.11.83 to discuss the points
raised in the representations. Views were
exchanged on possible effects on the
livelihood of small operators and
fishermen caused by the fee increases
proposed. Members were assured that
the current increases were to update fees
which had not been adjusted since 1965
SO as to cover the increase in costs over
the years and, in deciding on the level of
fees, the earning capacity of lighter
operators and fishermen had been taken
into account. In response to Members’
concern about the lack of consultation
over the fee increases, the Administration
agreed to strengthen consultation with

these trade organisations. It also agreed
to review fees more frequently to obviate
the need for large scale increases in
future.

Building (Lifts)(Amendment)
Regulations 1983

The Building (Lifts) (Amendment)
Regulations 1983 were Gazetted on
25.11.1983 and tabled in LegCo on
7.12.83. Their purpose was to improve
safety standards applicable to the design,
construction and installation of lifts and
to ensure conformity with current British
Standard Codes of Practice and
Specifications relating to lifts.

On publication, the Regulations
attracted representations from the Lift
and Escalator Contractors’ Association.
The Regulations and representations on
them were fully considered by the LegCo
Community Services Working Group
under the convenership of Mr. S. L.
CHEN. Members of the Group also met
representatives of the Lift and Escalator
Contractors’ Association who expressed
doubts on the necessity of some of the
proposed Regulations and explained
their difficulties in complying with them.
The Association was also upset that the
Regulations as published were different
from those circulated previously to them
in draft for consultation purposes.

When asked about this by the
Working Group, the Administration
replied that the points raised at the
meeting did not constitute ‘additional
evidence’ and concluded that no
amendments to the 1983 Regulations
were warranted. Nevertheless, on the
three outstanding points raised by the
Association, the Administration agreed to
two, i.e. to consider changes in the
requirement that lift doors be protected
against accidental or malicious opening
and to allow cargo lifts to have mesh
perforated, vertically sliding car doors.
The latter point would be reflected in the
proposed Lifts (Construction)
Regulations which were being drafted.
As regards the Association’s objection to
the wording of the provision relating to
the design of lift pits, the Administration
considered that the wording proposed
would not be subject to
misinterpretation.

Unofficial Members’ Motions
During the year, three motions were
introduced by Unofficial Members to
debate issues of major public concern.

The Future of Hong Kong

The two debates are covered in
Chapter II.

@-

Green Paper on the Further
Development of Representative
Government in Hong Kong

The Green Paper on the Further
Development of Representative
Government in Hong Kong was
published and presented to LegCo by
the Governor on 18.7.84. The purpose of
the Paper was to suggest how the
central institutions of Government in
Hong Kong might be made more
representative in a way which would
make the Government more directly
accountable to the people of Hong Kong
and to invite public discussion of and
comment on the proposals set out in it.

On publication, the Green Paper
received a mixed reception from people
in various quarters, and was widely
discussed by numerous interest groups
and in the media.

At an in-house meeting of Unofficial
LegCo Members on 20.7.84, it was
agreed to table an Unofficial Motion on
2.8.84 to debate the subject in public.
The Motion, moved by Mr. R. H. Lobo,
read:

“That this Council welcomes the
Ppublication of the Green Paper on the
Further Development of Representative
Government in Hong Kong and
commends it to the public for
examination and comments.”

Speaking to the Motion, Mr. Lobo
said the debate was to enable Members
to speak on the Green Paper and to
initiate further discussions on the part of
the public. He said the Government of
Hong Kong was very responsive and the
public decision-making process was not
divorced from the people. He therefore
Suggested that the public should
examine and identify the strengths of the
present system and then find a way to
build on these strengths in pursuance of
the further development of representative
government in Hong Kong.

Nineteen Members spoke during the
debate. They unanimously welcomed
Publication of the Green Paper and
generally supported its proposals which
advocated a gradual and progressive
approach towards representative
government in Hong Kong. All urged the
Public to express their views and to
register and vote for the best candidates
who would work for the interests of the
Community as a whole. Nevertheless,
Some Members expressed reservations
about the timing for direct elections to
LegCo, the definition of functional
constituencies and the period allowed
for public consideration and comments.
It was suggested that executive powers

be allowed to elected Members as a
means towards establishing a truly
representative system of government.

Mr. Alex WU said people had not
been interested in politics in the past and
it was time for a change in attitude. He
added that the proposed changes in the
administrative system would be a
challenge to the people of Hong Kong
and he urged them to make use of this
unprecedented opportunity and through
the electoral system to participate in the
administration of Hong Kong.

Miss Lydia DUNN, Mr. Stephen
CHEONG and Mrs. Selina CHOW all
spoke in favour of a ‘ministerial type
system’, i.e. the advisory role of ExCo
and LegCo should gradually change to
embrace executive responsibility so as to
link the people’s elected representatives
with the administration of the territory. It
would also make them more
accountable. Miss DUNN also
suggested Government should mount a
campaign to persuade the people of
Hong Kong to participate in the elective
system. She added that, by emphasising
that the Green Paper was but a first step
in an exercise designed to place a
majority of elected members in LegCo,
there might be a high level of public
participation in and support for its
proposals.

Mr. Peter C. WONG pointed out that
the present system of Government by
consultation and consensus had the
virtue of absence of confrontation and
adversarial politics. It had brought about
a stable environment upon which the
economy of Hong Kong had prospered
in the past. He urged the Administration
to ascertain in a positive and impartial
manner the sentiments towards the
Green Paper of those who did not
choose to be in the lime-light.
Comparing the proposals in the Green
Paper with the constitutional process of
evolution undergone by Ceylon, Mr.
WONG believed the proposals, with
variations to meet Hong Kong's
particular circumstances, would work.

Mr. WONG Lam, Mr. Charles YEUNG
and Mr. WONG Po-yan all spoke in
favour of indirect elections at the initial
stage of constitutional reform to LegCo
in view of the apolitical attitude of the
public, the low level of voter
participation in past District Board and
Urban Council elections and the risk of
adversarial politics which would
undermine the stability and confidence
of Hong Kong.

Dr. HO Kam-fai suggested that, by
increasing the number of appointed
members to take account of

representatives from functional
constituencies, the system of election by
functional constituencies could be
abolished altogether. He also suggested
the appointments system might be
withdrawn when the time was ripe for
direct elections. Dr. HO and Mr. YEUNG
Po-kwan asked Government to take
positive steps to nurture political leaders
and to educate the electorate to fulfil the
goal of self-administration of Hong
Kong.

Mr. WONG Po-yan said, for any
direct election to be meaningful and
representative of the people, at least
50% of potential voters should be
registered and there should be at least a
two-thirds turnout of registered voters.
Only then would a sound foundation
have been laid for direct elections
to LegCo.

Mr. W. C. L. Brown said it was
important that the form of government
should not only ensure stability and
prosperity up to 1997, but should also
be in a form that would facilitate a
smooth return of sovereignty to China
that year. He said it was not only a right
but also the duty of citizens to express
their wishes at elections, and suggested
that consideration be given to
compulsory voting if some form of direct
election was to be introduced. Turning
to the need for representatives to come
from all walks of society and noting that
the job of Unofficial Members was a full-
time one, Mr. Brown and Mrs. Pauline
NG urged the Government to provide
proper financial arrangements in order to
encourage the participation of grass
roots candidates.

Mr. CHAN Kam-chuen observed that
as long as it was democratic, direct and
indirect elections and elections through
an electoral college were just roads
leading in the same direction. The system
should provide for the independence of
the three powers of democracy, i.e. the
legislature, the executive and the
judiciary.

Mr. Stephen CHEONG, also
representing the views of Mr. F. K. HU
who was away from Hong Kong, asked
Government to clarify the concept of
functional constituencies and to publish
more details of how it would take
account of public comments. He also
asked Government to consider excluding
appointed members from the electoral
college for the 1988 election. Referring
to the functions of ExCo, Mr. CHEONG
said the total number of ExCo Members
in 1991 could remain at 16 with eight
elected by LegCo, four Ex-Officio and
four Appointed.
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Mr. CHEUNG Yan-lung suggested
partial direct elections to LegCo from
1988 onwards when people would have
had three years’ experience of indirect
elections and would better understand
the electoral system. He said provided
all Councillors, be they directly or
indirectly elected, abided by the
objective to create a prosperous and
better society in Hong Kong, there
should be no disparity between them in
terms of representativeness and they
would make a concerted effort to serve
the public.

Endorsing the gradual approach and
indirect elections proposed in the Green
Paper, Mrs. Selina CHOW said indirect
elections could guarantee the expansion
of elected representation in LegCo and
would provide a reliable method of
selecting suitable people to serve. She
said the system of appointments, both of
unofficials to public bodies and civil
servants to senior posts in the
Administration, and the criteria for these
appointments, should be slowly taken
over by a committee composed of both
Officials and Unofficials. Mrs. CHOW
also said the future Chief Executive
should be elected by representatives of
the Hong Kong people and his powers
clearly defined.

Miss Maria TAM outlined the
representations made by a number of
organisations to the UMELCO Office
about the proposals in the Green Paper
and suggested these views would serve
as important references for Government
in examining public comments. She also
emphasised the need for experts from
various fields to serve in ExCo and
LegCo.

Dr. Henrietta IP said the method used
to choose who represented us was not
SO important; it was more important that
the person chosen performed efficiently
on our behalf and had our interests at
heart. She endorsed the proposals in the
Green Paper as a well thought-out
package which offered the lesser of all
evils and could work to meet the
aspirations of the people of Hong Kong.

Mr. CHAN Ying-lun said Government
should publish the principles and criteria
proposed for the electoral college and
these should be discussed and accepted
by the public. It was important to ensure
the representativeness of those elected
through the electoral college.

Mrs. Rita FAN urged the Government
to encourage and help the silent majority
to express their views and to be seen to
take the initiative in collecting public
opinion on the proposals set out in the
Green Paper.
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Mrs. Pauline NG suggested once the
ratio between elected and appointed DB
Members reached 4:1, it would be time
to introduce direct elections to a number
of LegCo seats; and the review of
representative Government proposed in
the Green Paper should be brought
forward from 1989 to 1987. Similarly,
Mr. CHEUNG Yan-lung and Mr. Peter
POON suggested advancing the timing
for the proposed review to 1986 and
1988 respectively.

In supporting the proposed functional
constituencies, Mr. Peter POON,
together with other Members, agreed on
the value of professionals in LegCo and
ExCo and that functional groups should
be given a number of seats to ensure
there were experts from various fields.

In this way they would be more
accountable to the people of Hong
Kong.

Mr. YEUNG Po-kwan, together with
Dr. HO Kam-fai, suggested the proposed
two-month consultation period be
extended to enable public discussion
and the formal submission of
representations on the Green Paper. Mr.
WONG Lam, Mr. CHEUNG Yan-lung
and Mrs. Pauline NG called on
Government to initiate comprehensive
consultation with the public on this
matter.

In reply, the Chief Secretary reassured
Members that Government had been
doing its utmost to stimulate public
discussion and debate on the proposals
in the Green Paper and would continue
to do so, and that the Government's
machinery had been tasked to feed back
all comments for central collation and
analysis. Turning to specific points raised
by Members, he said the possibility of
direct elections and of introducing some
variant of the ministerial system could be
considered when the overall position
was reviewed in 1989. He also agreed to
consider providing financial
arrangements to encourage candidates
from all walks of life to take part. In

conclusion, the Chief Secretary said the
two-month consultation period could
not be extended in the light of the overall
timetable for elections.

The motion was carried unanimously.

Questions

Unofficial Members put down for
answer a total of 180 questions. In
addition, 286 supplementary questions
were asked, arising from the official
replies (see Appendix XI). The subject
matter of the questions and the dates on
which they were asked are reported at
Appendix XI|.
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Finance Committee

The composition and powers of the
Finance Committee are given in
paragraph 60 of LegCo Standing Orders.

The Finance Committee consists of all
the Unofficial Members of LegCo, plus
the Chief Secretary, who is Chairman,
the Financial Secretary and the Secretary
for Lands and Works. All matters before
the Committee are decided by a majority
vote, but no ex-officio Member or
Official Member has a vote; therefore,
the business of the Finance Committee is
totally in the hands of Unofficial
Members.

The examination of the Budget and all
proposals for additional public funds
arising during the financial year after the
Appropriation Bill has been passed are
the main functions of the Finance
Committee.

Two weeks before the Financial
Secretary presented his Budget speech
in LegCo on 29.2.84, copies of the Draft
Estimates of Expenditure 1984-85 were
made available to Members. To facilitate
their examination, four study teams were
formed by Unofficial Members. The
teams and conveners appointed were:
Study Team Convener
Economic and Mr. W. C. L. Brown

Community

Services
General Services
Law and Order
Social Services,

Education,Health

and Housing

Each of the 71 Heads of Expenditure
was critically examined and Members
formally raised 445 queries. These were
either answered in writing or clarified by
Controlling Officers at four special
Finance Committee meetings which
were convened on 7,8, 9 and 12.3.84 in
LegCo. For the first time since World
War |l these meetings were held in
public. A total of 43 Controlling Officers
appeared before the Committee and
were questioned closely by Members.

Upon resumption of the debate on the
Appropriation Bill on 28-29.3.84, 23
Members expressed their views on the
Budget. On 25.4.84, 10 Official
Members spoke in reply to the points
raised by Unofficial Members.

During the year, the Finance
Committee met on 18 occasions,
normally immediately after the open
sessions of the full LegCo. The
Committee examined a total of 232
applications for expenditure and raised
formal queries on 65 items. As a result of
Members’ scrutiny or queries, four items
were either deferred or withdrawn by the

Mr. S. L. CHEN
Mr. LO Tak-shing
Dr. Harry FANG
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Administration. Altogether, Members
approved 228 items and charges
amounting to $2,510 million.

Members also took the opportunity at
Finance Committee meetings to raise
other matters of public interest for
discussion with the Administration and
63 ex-agenda matters were discussed in
these circumstances.

The Finance Committee has two sub-
committees: the Establishment Sub-
Committee and the Public Works Sub-
Committee. The former reviews the
staffing needs of departments and the
latter keeps a check on the Government
building programme and decides the
degree of priority to be given to
individual projects.

Establishment Sub-Committee

The Establishment Sub-Committee is
one of the two major sub-committees of
the Finance Committee. It was formed in
July, 1961, to examine requests for staff
increases in the 1962-63 Estimates. The

terms of reference of the Sub-Committee
are:

(1) Annual draft Estimates of
Expenditure

To advise the Government whether its
preliminary proposals for the provision of
additional posts should be included
under the personal emoluments subheads
of the draft Estimates of Expenditure.

(if) Supplementary provision in respect
of the personal emoluments subheads of
the approved estimate

To examine all supplementary provisions
put forward by the Government during
the financial year for the creation of
Posts or for the regrading of existing
Posts involving increased expenditure,
and to make recommendations on them
to the Finance Committee of LegCo.

The Sub-Committee is composed of
13 Unofficial Members of LegCo, one of
whom is chairman, and two Government
officials.

With effect from 1.4.80 new
arrangements were made for creating
POsts, under which a figure was specified
for each department as the departmental
establishment ceiling for the financial
Year, and Controlling Officers were
au_thorised to create or delete posts in
existing non-directorate ranks, provided
that the net additional number of posts
Created did not cause the departmental
establishment ceiling to be exceeded and
Provided that adequate funds were
available within the personal emoluments
Subhead to meet resulting expenditure
for the remainder of the year for both the
Néw posts and posts already approved.

In each department a Departmental
Establishment Committee (DEC) was set
up to advise the Controlling Officer in
the exercise of his delegated powers to
create posts. Finance Branch and Civil
Service Branch are represented on DECs.
With a few specified exceptions, posts
may only be created by a Controlling
Officer after obtaining the advice of
the DEC, but the Controlling Officer
may redeploy approved posts freely
without reference to the DEC. This
procedure has speeded up the creation
of essential posts and has enabled
the emphasis of the sub-Committee’s
work to be shifted towards regular
meetings to discuss the reviews of
departmental establishments prepared by
the Finance Branch. The Sub-Committee
still considers requests for the creation
and deletion of posts at directorate
level and for the creation of all new
ranks.

The size of the Civil Service has
expanded rapidly in recent years. During
the 10-year period from 1971-72 to
1981-82, the total establishment
increased by 61% from 94,417 to
151,809 posts. During 1983-84 the
establishment increased by a further
7,633 posts, or 4.6%. At 1.4.84, for the
year 1984-85, the establishment showed
further, but reduced, growth of 3,207
posts, an increase of 1.85% over the
preceding year. This reflected the
implementation of a no growth policy by
the civil service except where it is
essential to provide staff for new facilities
and where staff cannot be provided by
redeployment.

In 1982-83, $7,479 miillion or 24% of
Government's total revenue of $31,097
million was spent on direct and indirect
emoluments of the civil service; this
figure increased to $8,370 million or 28%
of Government's total revenue of
$30,280 million in 1983-84.
Membership of the Sub-Committee is
reported at Appendix VIII.

Public Works Sub-Committee

From the earliest days of British
administration in Hong Kong, there has
been a committee with Unofficial
Members on it to review the progress of
public works. At the beginning of this
century, the Government was proposing
wide-ranging schemes for improving
road communications between Kowloon
and the New Territories and further into
Guangdong Province; and Unofficial and
Official Members of the Public Works
Committee of the Legislative Council, as
it was then known, took an active part in
the consultative process.

For the financial year 1902-03, for
instance, the Public Works Committee
was consulted on expenditure on
on-going and new projects amounting
to $1,279,189. Projects under
construction in that year included the
Central Law Courts, estimated to cost
$50,000, and Western Market at an
estimated cost of $30,000.

Nowadays, the progress of public
works is watched over by the Public
Works Sub-Committee of Finance
Committee. For 1984-85, special note
was taken of the restriction on new starts
on projects arising both from the
budgetary limit on commitments for new
works laid down by the Financial
Secretary and on the capacity of the
works department to carry out planning
and supervision of works, and it is
estimated that the spending on on-going
projects in the Public Works Programme
will be about $7,900 million.

In dollar terms, public works items
form the lion’s share of items of
Government expenditure looked at by
the Finance Committee each year, and
the Public Works Sub-Committee plays
an important part in examining the
detailed proposals and justifications for
each project.

The Public Works Sub-Committee is
chaired by the Financial Secretary, and
members of Finance Committee who are
particularly interested in public works
elect to sit on it. During the year under
report, there were 17 Unofficial Members
on the committee. On the Official side,
besides the Financial Secretary, the
Secretary for Lands and Works is the
only full member. The heads of
departments responsible for building
development, engineering development
(including highways), New Territories
development and water works, as well as
a representative of the Finance Branch of
the Government Secretariat, attend each
meeting to answer any questions
members may have.

The Public Works Sub-Committee
meets about once a month, after Finance
Committee meetings. All projects for
which Government wants to start
detailed design and planning, or for
which Government wishes to enter into
a financial commitment, must be put to
the Sub-Committee. If the item is agreed,
it is referred to Finance Committee for
formal endorsement. Once a project has
started, it may be necessary to change
the estimate of the cost of the works

involved and, again, the Sub-Committee
is consulted and its approval sought.

Many of the Unofficials who choose
to sit on the Public Works Sub-
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Committee have a business background,
and they are quick to point out where
they feel proposed works do not provide
value for money. Other members with
backgrounds in community work,
education, medicine and members of
District Boards seek to ensure that the
social value, as well as the financial
value, of proposals is given due weight.

Each item to be considered at a Sub-
Committee meeting is supported by a
paper prepared by the Government,
setting out the details of the proposals
and the justification behind them. At the
end of each financial year, the Sub-
Committee publishes an annual report in
which all the papers they have
considered are reproduced.

Members often question the validity
of the policy of providing a certain type
of facility and ask for an information
paper stating why such a policy exists,
when it was last reviewed, and whether
it is still thought to be valid. For
example, during 1984, Members studied
information papers on the reasons
why there were no projects in the
Public Works Programme for parking
facilities near MTR stations, the
definition of ‘completed projects’ and
the policy for accepting the lowest
tenders for projects. Membership of
the Sub-Committee is reported at
Appendix VIII.

Public Accounts Committee
The Public Accounts Committee was
established by Resolution of LegCo on
10.5.78. It is a standing committee
responsible for studying the report of the
Director of Audit on the accounts of the
Government and, where the Committee
considers necessary, to call for
explanations from public officers on
matters referred to in the report. The
Committee consists of a chairman and
six members, all of whom are Unofficial
Members nominated by the President of
LegCo. Membership of the Committee is
reported at Appendix VIII.

During the year ended 31.8.83, the
Committee held six meetings, at three of
which evidence from a total of 18
branch secretaries and heads of
departments was heard. The conclusions
and recommendations of these hearings
are contained in the Report of the Public
Accounts Committee which was
published in January, 1984. Following
amendments to the Audit Ordinance and
minor changes to LegCo Standing
Orders, examination meetings of the
Public Accounts Committee, hitherto
held in private, will be open to the public
from 1984/85.
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Mr. S. L. CHEN, Chairman of the
Committee, made a statement when the
Committee’s Report was laid before
LegCo on 11.1.84. He urged the
Government to make more use of cost
accountants in its management structure
whose responsibility would be to advise
the directors of departments on
appropriate yardsticks for the
measurement of productivity and
efficiency.

Instead of investigating in detail every
observation contained in the Director of
Audit’s report, the Committee confined
its attention to the more serious
irregularities and shortcomings reported.

The response of the Administration to
the comments of the Committee was
contained in the Government Minute
laid before LegCo on 14.3.84. The
remedial measures promised by the
Administration included the following
major items:

(/) Delays in the occupation of leased
office accommodation by Government
Departments.

The Director of Audit pointed out that
nugatory expenditure had been incurred
as a result of delays in the occupation of
leased office accommodation by
Government departments. In response to
comments by the Committee, the
Administration produced a set of revised
procedures in the Accommodation
Manual to reduce such delays to a
minimum and would make every effort to
ensure the procedures were adhered to.

(#1) Subventions of special schools and
special classes.

The Director of Audit pointed out that
the Director of Education had exercised
discretion in granting 100% capital
subsidy to six special school projects,
notwithstanding that the voluntary
organisations concerned had agreed to
contribute sums totalling $1.37 million
towards their capital costs. On the
recommendation of the Committee, the
Director of Education would draw up
guidelines for subventions which would
be implemented shortly.

(4if) Pilot refuse baling plant at Sai Tso
Wan—Deficiencies in contract
documentation and project management.
The Director of Audit brought to light
that value for money had not been
obtained on the pilot refuse baling plant
at Sai Tso Wan. In response to
comments by the Committee, the
Administration would consider possible
use of the plant in the context of the
Government's solid waste disposal
programme.

(i) Potential or actual loss of revenue
from properties and investments, land
transactions, fees and charges.

The Director of Audit identified
inadequacies in the valuation,
assessment and control procedures
covering various aspects of land
transactions, which had resulted in
potential or actual loss of tens of millions
of dollars of revenue or delays in its
collection. As a result, a new post of
Senior Treasury Accountant in the Lands
Department was created and the
incumbent would carry out a full-scale
review of the procedures relating to the
collection of revenue in the department.

(v) Abuse of the scheme for private
dental treatment for civil servants.
Evidence of abuse of the scheme was
reported towards the end of 1982 and
suspected cases were referred to the
Secretary for the Civil Service for
investigation and further action. A full
report on the investigation would be
released.

(vi) University of Hong Kong
redevelopment, delay and additional
expenditure.

It was revealed that the final stage of the
first phase of the University's building
programme was completed nearly four
years late and at a cost likely to be
something in excess of $200 million
compared to the original estimate of $75
million. In response to comments by the
Committee, procedures had been revised
to ensure that adequate site
investigations, which had caused much
of the trouble, would be carried out in
future. The University and Polytechnic
Grants Committee would also consider
whether the estates offices of institutions
of tertiary education were adequately
staffed.
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Umelco Activities

The Unofficial Members of both the
Executive and Legislative Councils
(UMELCO) usually meet at least twice a
month in the UMELCO Office to discuss
topical issues, important public
representations and matters concerning
the administration of the UMELCO
Office. In 1983-84 16 panels were
formed to deal with different aspects of
Government business and public
administration. The Panels met with
Government officials regularly to discuss
future plans and current problems in
areas such as the civil service, transport,
housing, education, medical and health,
industrial relations, cultural affairs and
the Government’s Chinese language
policy.

UMELCO Panels

Chinese Language Policy Panel,
Convener, Mr. WONG Lam

This panel aims to assist the Chinese
Language Division of the Home Affairs
Branch and to monitor the effective
implementation of Government's
Chinese language policy.

During the year, the Panel held
meetings on 27.1.84 and 26.4.84 with
senior officials of the Home Affairs
Branch to review matters arising within
the Panel's area of interest. Subjects
discussed included the pilot scheme on
the teaching of Putonghua and the
evaluation of second year, Primary 5
results; the Government's efforts in
Promoting the wider use of Chinese in
official business; the attention paid to
spoken Chinese in the form of either
Cantonese or Putonghua in the school

curriculum; and the plain language
movement.

Civil Service Panel,

Convener, Mr. LO Tak-shing

The Panel met with the Secretary

for the Civil Service on 16.1.84 to
discuss disciplinary action in the civil
service, localisation, morale of the

civil service and training for senior
staff.

Cultural Affairs and Recreation Panel,
Convener, Mr. Alex WU

At a meeting on 19.1.84 the Panel was
briefed by the Commissioner for
Television and Entertainment Licensing
on the censorship of theatrical scripts.
Other subjects discussed included
Government's role in the promotion of
visual arts; teaching of the arts in
schools; and the report on the Third
Conference of Commonwealth Arts.

Economic Services and Monetary Affairs
Panel,

Convener, Mr. LI Fook-wo

During the year, the Panel held two
meetings. On 10.11.83, Panel members
met the Rt. Hon. Peter Walker, Secretary
of State for Energy, to discuss the
nuclear power plant project at Daya Bay
and China'’s offshore oil development. A
joint meeting was held on 1.6.84 with
the UMELCO Trade and Industry Panel
and Members were briefed on the work
of the Economic Services Branch by the
Secretary for Economic Services.

Education and Manpower Panel,
Convener, Fr. Patrick T. McGovern

On 16.1.84 the Panel met an Australian
delegation to discuss tuition fees in
Australia for overseas students; the
Secretary for Education and Manpower
then met the Panel to discuss the overall
review of education in Hong Kong, a
wage security fund and schools affected
by noise. Other subjects raised at the
meeting included apprenticeship
training; continuing education and the
establishment of an open university;
computer studies in secondary schools;
preparatory classes for special schools;
the recruitment of teachers to assist in
speech therapy; policy on donations
towards the construction of dormitories;
and hostels for students. On 2.3.84, the
Panel met Miss Jenny Little,
International Secretary of the Labour
Party; and on 1.8.84, the Panel met
again to discuss a proposal by some
labour groups to set up a central
provident fund.

Environmental Affairs Panel,

Convener, Mr. S. L. CHEN

The Panel held a meeting with the
Secretary for Health and Welfare, the
Deputy Secretary for Health and Welfare
and the Commissioner for Environmental
Protection on 3.4.84. Subjects discussed
included refuse storage chambers in
buildings; air pollution control; noise
control; water pollution control; waste
control; and beach pollution.

Health and Welfare Panel,

Convener, Dr. Harry FANG

The UMELCO Health and Welfare Panel
met the Secretary for Health and Welfare
on 8.2.84, 22.2.84 and 25.5.84.

The main topics discussed included
further training for practising medical
practitioners; community nursing;
undesirable medical advertisements and
controlling “Chinese Doctors”; nursing
homes for the aged; control of private
hospitals by the Medical and Health
Department; and controlling hospital
admissions. At a meeting on 8.2.84,
Panel members were briefed by Mr. P. B.
Williams, Commissioner of the |.C.A.C,,
on proposals to improve current
restaurant licensing procedures.

On 15.8.84, the Panel met Mr. Antony
Newton, MP, Minister for the Disabled,
to exchange views on policies towards
disabled persons and social security.

Housing Panel,

Convener, Mr. R. H. Lobo

During the year, four meetings were held
with the Secretary for Housing and the
Director of Housing. On 5.10.84,
Members were briefed on the rehousing
policy for single persons. At the meetings
on 15.12.83 and 5.7.84, topics discussed
included the draft white paper on
housing policy; squatter area
improvements; public housing
production; review of landlord and
tenant legislation; aluminium wind-
shutters for public housing units; review
of public housing allocation policies;
illegal parking in public housing estates;
succession rights to tenancies in public
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housing; and the Lei Muk Shue public
light bus service. On 31.8.84, the Panel
invited the Secretary for Housing to
discuss the rent increases proposed for
38 post-1973 public housing estates,
after which members made several
recommendations regarding future rent
adjustments.

Lands and Works Panel,

Convener, Mr. 0. V. CHEUNG

The Panel held a meeting on 1.3.84 with
the Secretary for Lands and Works, the
Director of Lands, the Director of Water
Supplies and the Director of Building
Development. Subjects discussed
included factory canteens; temporary use
of vacant Crown land; water supply to
squatter areas; repair of waterworks
access roads; and unauthorised building
works.

Public Relations Panel,

Convener, Mr. 0. V. CHEUNG

A total of 10 meetings were held during
the year. Topics discussed included
channelling of public opinion on the
future of Hong Kong; problems in
squatter villages; the progress of the
MTR lIsland Line and Island Eastern
Corridor; private street management;
multi-storey building management; and
the role of the Information Services
Department. Individual District Officers
were invited to brief Members on district
developments prior to UMELCO district
visits. To enhance public awareness of
the work of UMELCO, Radio Television
Hong Kong was commissioned to
produce a documentary film showing
Members’ day-to-day activities; their
work in ExCo and LegCo and connected
with the future of Hong Kong; the
UMELCO redress system; and the
UMELCO visits to London and Beijing.
It was televised on the Chinese and
English channels of TVB in July, 1984.

Public Utilities Panel,

Convener, Miss Maria TAM

Lord Kadoorie and Mr. W. F. Stones,
Chairman and Managing Director of
China Light and Power Company
respectively, gave a presentation of the
Daya Bay Nuclear Project to the Panel
on 2.4.84. At a meeting on 10.7.84, the
Secretary for Transport, the Chief
Treasury Accountant of the Economic
Services Branch and the Commissioner
for Transport briefed members on the
schemes of control applicable to the
China Motor Bus Co. Ltd. and the
Kowloon Motor Bus Co. Ltd. Members
also sought clarification of the procedure
governing applications for fare increases
from franchised bus companies.
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Security Panel,

Convener, Mr. LO Tak-shing

On 28.11.83, the Panel met the Deputy
Director of Crime of the Royal Hong
Kong Police Force and Members were
briefed on the triad situation. A meeting
with the Secretary for Security and
Director of Immigration took place on
10.2.84. Topics discussed included
progress of the new ID card issue
scheme, and figures for legal and illegal
immigration. The Panel also met Mr. lan
Percival, MP, on 8.3.84 and five MPs of
the Parliamentary Sub-Committee on
Race Relations and Immigration on
13.6.84.

Trade and Industry Panel,

Convener, Mr. Q. W. LEE (from
September 1, 1983, to January 6, 1984,
M. D. K. Newbigging)

The Panel received regular briefings from
the Administration on the state of the
Hong Kong economy as well as on trade
and industry issues of topical interest
throughout the year. On 6.1.84, the
Panel met Mr. Peter Rees, UK Minister
of Trade; on 23.1.84, members met Sir
Brian Hayes, Permanent Secretary of the
U.K. Department of Trade and Industry;
and on 22.2.84, a meeting was held with
Mr. W. Dorward, Commissioner for
Hong Kong Commercial Affairs, New
York. Other overseas guests met by the
Panel included the Rt. Hon. Paul
Channon, UK Minister of State for Trade,
and Mr. D. J. C. Jones, Minister, Hong
Kong Government Office in Brussels.

An in-house meeting was held on
23.3.84 to review the work of the Panel.
Thereafter, meetings were held with the
Secretary for Economic Services and the
Secretary for Trade and Industry on
1.6.84 and 27.7.84. Topics discussed
included the establishment of a
laboratories accreditation scheme; the
Hong Kong Government Standards and
Calibration Laboratory; the Hong Kong
Industrial Estates Corporation: overseas
investment in Hong Kong manufacturing
industries; major negotiation
commitments for the Trade Department
in the next two to three years, namely
the future of the M.F.A. (1985), E.E.C.
(1986) and U.S.A. (1987); and textile
protectionism in the U.S.

Transport Panel,

Convener, Miss Lydia DUNN

The Panel held periodic meetings with
the Administration to discuss various
traffic and transport problems. It met the
Secretary for Transport and the
Commissioner for Transport on 15.6.84
to discuss public transport facilities for
the physically handicapped: the progress

of the Electronic Road Pricing (E.R.P.)
Scheme; the taxi review; and traffic flow
on the Island Eastern Corridor.

Other UMELCO Studies

Apart from the Panel activities reported
above, two further UMELCO groups
dealt with UMELCO Staff and House
matters, and the full UMELCO met
regularly each month with the Chief
Secretary to discuss Government
business in general. A full list of
UMELCO Panels and Groups is set out
at Appendix VIII.

UMELCO Groups Appointed by
the Governor

.C.A.C. Complaints Committee,
Chairman, Sir S. Y. CHUNG

This Committee was created by the
Governor in December, 1977, and has
the following terms of reference:

(/) to monitor and, where it considers
appropriate, to review the handling by
the |.C.A.C. of complaints by anyone
against the |.C.A.C. and officers of the
.CAC,

(/1) to identify any faults in |.C.A.C.
procedures which lead or might lead to
complaints; and

(#i) when it considers appropriate, to
make recommendations to the
Commissioner of the I.C.A.C. or, when
considered necessary, to the Governor.

Membership of the Committee is
reported at Appendix VIII and includes a
Law Officer appointed by the Governor.
During the period under review, the
Committee considered 32 complaints
against the |.C.A.C. and its officers.

UMELCO Police Group,

Chairman, Mr. LO Tak-shing

This Group was also established in 1977.
It provides an independent non-police
element in the machinery for
investigating complaints against the
Police. Appointments to the Group are
made by the Governor and the Group's
terms of reference are:

(/) to monitor and, where it considers
appropriate, to review the handling by
the Police of complaints by the public;

(/) to keep under review statistics of
the types of conduct by Police officers
which lead to complaints by members of
the public;

(#ii) to identify any faults in Police
procedures which lead or might lead to
complaints; and

(iv) when it considers appropriate, to
make recommedations to the
Commissioner of Police or, when
necessary, to the Governor.

In addition to regular monthly
meetings with the Director of
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Management and Inspection Services,
the Group held meetings during the year
amongst themselves to discuss matters
of policy and procedure. The Group also
met the Commissioner of Police to
exchange views on important matters of
policy and principle.

The Group's 1983 report was tabled in
the Legislative Council on 27.6.84.

During the period under review,
Members considered 3,855 investigation
reports completed by C.A.P.0. and
questioned 323 case reports at meetings
with the Police. The results in 180 cases
were modified. Further reports were
sought in respect of 38 cases. In
addition, 10 cases were referred to the
Attorney General's Chambers for
examination or re-examination on the
Instructions of the Attorney General.

UMELCO Visits
UMELCO Members continued their
programme of regular visits to various
districts in the urban area and in the New
Territories to keep in touch, not only
with new developments, but also with
the problems, views and aspirations of
the district communities. Informal
discussions with local representatives are
an important feature of these visits.

Points raised either by the
representatives or the Unofficials
themselves are recorded and referred to
the Chief Secretary for comment, and
recommendations are added by the
Unofficials as appropriate. These reports
and the Chief Secretary’s comments are
later circulated to all Unofficials, so that
those who did not participate in a
particular visit may be kept informed of
territory-wide problems and
developments.

Visits cover both Government
departments and private institutions, and

last year a total of 13 such visits were
made. These were:—

Sham Shui Po District visited on 19.9.83
To visit the oldest public housing
estate—Tai Hang Tung—and a new
estate, Nam Shan; receive a briefing on
the existing Sham Shui Po Market,
llegal hawking and the future Urban
Council complex in the district; see the
progress of environmental clearance of
llegal structures in rear lanes; visit the
site of the future Po On Market; and

discuss local affairs with District Board
members.

Government Dockyard visited on
3.1083

To visit the Dockyard's Fleet
Mamtgnance Section and see the
Operations of its three slipways each

UMELCO at the Government Dockyard.

with two cradles and served by electrical
winches; tour various workshops, the
Fleet Operation Section and the Nautical
Training School.

Royal Observatory visited on 7.11.83

To be briefed on the history, organisation
and development of the Royal
Observatory, tour the Centenary Building
and see the operation of the Central
Forecasting Office, the
Hydrometeorology Section, the Air
Pollution Meteorology Research Unit,
the Physical Oceanography Unit, the
Seismography Section and other

offices.

Wong Chuk Hang Police Training
School visited on 21.11.83

To be briefed on the Stage V
Development Programme and the major
courses run by the school; discuss with
officers-in-charge various aspects of
police training; see a class of Station
Sergeants undergoing training to
become instructors and recruits engaged
in firing practice; inspect facilities at the
school, including hostels for the trainees,
the visual-aid studio, language
laboratory and catering facilities.

Tai Po District visited on 4.12.83
To tour Tai Mei Tuk Water Sports
Centre; receive a briefing on cycling

problems at Tai Mei Tuk and along Ting
Kok Road at weekends; view the latest
developments in the district from the roof
of a building in Kwong Fuk Estate; and
discuss local problems with District
Board members.

Sha Tin Housing for the Elderly and
Caritas Sheltered Workshop visited on
9.1.84

To inspect facilities in flats at Sha Tin
City One provided for the elderly; visit
the Caritas Lok Hang Workshop located
at the Yaumatei Caritas Social Centre;
see the mentally-handicapped working
in sheltered workshops and others
receiving vocational training; and discuss
transport facilities for the trainees, the
subvention for the workshop and the
co-ordination between Government-run
workshops and those operated by
voluntary agencies.

Central and Western District visited on
23.1.84

To tour Hoi Pong Village, the largest
squatter area in the district, which will be
cleared for development into a park; visit
the Temporary Wholesale Fruit Market
on the Western Reclamation; inspect the
poultry laans at Forbes Street; and
discuss local affairs with District Board
members.
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UMELCO visit the Government's Data Processing Agency

Government Data Processing A gency
visited on 13.2.84

To be briefed on the organisation of the
Agency and the major computer systems
now in use; see demonstrations of the
Chinese processing of the Electoral Roll
System, the Vehicle and Licensing
Integrated Database System and the
process for issuing new identity cards.

Agriculture and Fisheries Department
visited on 2.4.84

To visit Tai Lung Experimental Farm in
Sheung Shui and tour the various
laboratories; to see first-hand how tests
are conducted on soil samples, the
control of plant diseases and the
protection of crops from insects and
pests; see a group of farmers attending a
training course on farm machinery repair
and maintenance; inspect the operation
of an animal waste collection point at
Fan Kam Road; and meet members of
the Shek Kong Vegetable Marketing
Co-operative Society.

Tsuen Wan District visited on 16.4.84
To view the latest developments in the
district, particulary on Tsing Yi; tour the
new Tsuen Wan Pier; look at the various
sites being developed for public housing
estates, the second Tsing Yi Bridge and
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the new Town Centre; visit the Chi Kwu
Wan Squatter Area at Texaco Road
where improvement works will be carried
out; and meet with District Board
members on local affairs

Yuen Long District visited on 7.5.84
To be briefed on Kam Tin and Fung Kat
Heung layouts and cross border links:
view latest developments in Yuen Long
from roof of a block in Shui Pin Wai
Estate; and discuss with District Board
members local affairs.

Information Services Department visited
on 21584

To see at first-hand Government
information services; and tour the various
divisions including the News Room.,
Media Research and Overseas Public
Relations Divisions and the design
studios of the Creative Sub-division

Kowloon City visited on 11.6.84

To see the squatter clearance project at
Sai Tau Village; environmental problems
In private streets; receive a briefing on
the proposed development on the site of
the existing Whampoa Dockyard and
Improvements in progress to the existing
highway network; meet with District
Board members on local affairs.

UMELCO Redress System

One of the main functions of Unofficial
Members is the operation of the
UMELCO Redress System. Unlike the
statutory grievance systems operating in
some countries, the UMELCO system is
neither defined nor confined by the law.
It handles both appeals from members of
the public objecting to Government
decisions, and complaints alleging
maladministration on the part of
Government departments.

Under the system, Members have
three rights. The first is the right to
information, including access to
Government files and correspondence,
policies, procedures and instructions.
The second is the right of access to
senior Government officers and, third,
Members may challenge a department’s
actions. All heads of departments and
Government officers are required to
co-operate with UMELCO in operating
the redress system.

Members of the public may put
forward their problems by telephone,
letter or through a personal visit. In most
cases they are interviewed by a
Complaints Officer of the UMELCO
Office who endeavours to obtain all
relevant information. It is also sometimes
necessary to visit the site of a complaint,
often with a representative of the
Government department concerned, to
understand the problem fully. A report is
prepared on every interview, and
together with any site visit report these
form the basis of future enquiries and
action.

The next step is to study the case in
the light of Government policies and
procedures. Some general information is
usually available in the UMELCO Office,
but it is often necessary to ask the
Government department concerned to
comment on a case or to supply
additional papers or files for reference
purposes. In important cases involving a
matter of principle or policy, or
containing controversial issues, and in all
cases where a head of department’s
explanation appears to be inadequate or
unsatisfactory, the Secretary General of
the UMELCO Office may refer the case
to the Unofficial Members who will
consider what further action should be
taken

Each week one Unofficial Member of
ExCo and two Unofficial Members of
LegCo are on call. The Duty Roster
Members, as they are called, are there to
interview members of the public who ask
to see them and to examine reports on
all cases handled by Complaints Division
staff during the week
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To augment the duty roster system,
Members of the relevant UMELCO panel
may also be involved in hearing public
complaints and representations. This can
Provide a specialist input, given the fact
that the Duty Roster Members may not
have the same intimate knowledge of the
subject under complaint as Members of
the appropriate UMELCO Panel. As a
rule, Members of the appropriate
UMELCO Panel, for example, the Lands
and Works Panel for land affairs, and
the Transport Panel for representations
and complaints arising in the transport
field, are invited to join the Duty Roster
Members at the hearing stage. After
the hearing, the Panel representative(s)
will consider whether the case has
policy implications and, if necessary,
the Panel convener may refer the matter
to a full meeting of UMELCO for
advice.

Inevitably some grievance cases
brought to UMELCO fall outside the
jurisdiction of Unofficial Members.
These are disputes between private
individuals, disputes between employers
and employees, including individual
civil servants, matters which are
sub-judice or may involve possible
criminal charges, matters over which
a statutory appeal has already been
Initiated or on which the Governor or
the Governor-in-Council has made a
decision, and matters for which a foreign
Government is responsible. In these
Cases, nevertheless, the staff of the
UMELCO Office may still be able to
offer advice or assistance, and always
endeavour to do S0, such as making
enquiries or arranging appointments for
the aggrieved party.

The UMELCO redress system is
advertised regularly in the press. It is also
advertised on TV, and posters publicising
the UMELCO Office as a channel for the
redress of grievances are widely
displayed. Of the 3,280 new complaints
received during 1983-84. 68 were from
delegations or groups claiming
representative status. This is a sharp
increase over the number of group
complaints received in previous years.
Unlike individual grievances which form
the bulk of complaints, group
delegations usually question broad
general principles of government policy
and consequential decisions. Such
policies or decisions often concern a
large number of people or, when
?mplemented, would have wide
Implications for various sectors of the
community. Representations of this
Nature invariably attract Intense media
attention, and the hearing and

UMELCO in the control tower at Kai Tak

A group of physically handicapped people discuss their problems with Duty Roster Members
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examination of group complaints during
the year imposed considerable pressure
on the resources of the Office.

Typical complaint cases handled by
the UMELCO Office are reported at
Appendix XV

UMELCO Office
The UMELCO Office was established in
August, 1963, to provide support to
Unofficial Members. It is located on
the 12th floor of Swire House in the
Central District of Hong Kong Island
immediately above the Mass Transit
Railway Central Station. Although
financed under the Government
Estimates, the UMELCO Office is not a
Government department

The UMELCO Office is headed by the
Secretary General, who is responsible to
the Senior Unofficial Members of the
two Councils for the work of the Office
It comprises a Members’ Division, a
Complaints Division, an Administration
Division, a Special Duties Division and
an Information Unit. It has a staff
of 76.

To ensure a full understanding of
Government procedures and policies,

Top: Duty Roster Members meet public light bus
operators.

Right: UMELCO briefed on Yuen Long
development plans
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some of the staff are seconded
Government officers. Other members of
the staff are employed directly by
UMELCO. An organisation chart
showing the establishment and
deployment of posts in the UMELCO
Office is at Appendix XVII|

The Members' Division assists
Members in all their official activities,
except those concerning the handling of
public complaints. Its staff arrange and
attend all in-house meetings of
Members. They carry out research
prepare information papers, keep
minutes and take follow-up action
arising from meetings. They also
undertake studies of draft legislation and
help organise and participate in all
UMELCO visits. Representations by
public bodies and other interest groups
on draft legislation or other public
business are also handled
administratively by the Members’
Division

The Complaints Division supports
Members in the operation of the
UMELCO Redress System. It receives
complaints from 8.30 a.m. to 6 p.m. on
Mondays to Fridays and from 8.30 a.m.

to 1 p.m. on Saturdays. Its staff interview
complainants, research cases and
prepare reports, and conduct all
correspondence arising from complaints
The charter rights of UMELCO as a
channel for redress of grievances and the
UMELCO complaints system are
described earlier in this Chapter.

The Administration Division provides
general office services and looks after the
house-keeping functions of the
UMELCO Office. The Division’s
Interpretation/Translation Section
handles the translation of all in-coming
letters in Chinese and the translation of
correspondence from UMELCO in
response to representations made in
Chinese.

The Special Duties Division was
established in July, 1984, to assist and
service the work of Members connected
with the future of Hong Kong and
constitutional reform. It also coordinates
liaison with the District Boards.

The Information Unit handles all the
information and publicity work of
UMELCO and was expanded during the
year to deal with increased activities and
heightened media interest.
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CBE, LLD, DSc, JP
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Executive Council
Senior Unofficial Member (since 1.9.80)
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Senior Unofficial Member (1.7.74-31.8.78)
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B.Sc. (Eng.)(1st Class Honours), University of
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Ph.D. (Engineering Science), University of
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British Council Research Scholar

F(::ellow, Fellowship of Engineering, United Kingdom
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Honor_ary Fellow, Institution of Mechanical
Engineers, London

Honor_ary Fellow, Hong Kong Institution of
Engineers

Honorary Fellow, Asian Productivity Organization,
Japan

Fellow, Institution of Production Engineers,
London

Companion, British Institution of Management

Principal Occupation
Chairman and Chief Executive Officer, Sonca
Industries Ltd.

Public Service
Chairman, Council of the Hong Kong Polytechnic
Chairman, Hong Kong/Japan Business
Co-operation Committee
Chairman, HK/United States Economic
Co-operation Committee
g:alrman, ICAC Complaints Committee
;:)r:;]an, Council of the City Polytechnie. of Hong
Chairman, Standing Commission on Civil Service
- Salaries and Conditions of Service
Cg::enev, UMELCO Staff Steering Panel
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memben Council of University of Hong Kong
ember, Po Leung Kuk Advisory Board
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Member, General C
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Mr. CHEUNG, Oswald Victor,
CBE. QC, LLD, yp

botgg

Executive Council
Member (since 1.7 74)

Legislative Council
Member (21.7.70-31.8.78)
Senior Unofficial Member (1.9.78-31.8.81)

Education and Professional
Qualifications

Diocesan Boys’ School, Hong Kong

University of Hong Kong

B.A., M A, University College, Oxford

LL.D. (Honoris Causa), University of Hong Kong
Fellow, International Academy of Trial Lawyers

Principal Occupation

Queen’s Counsel

Public Service

Chairman, Investment Advisory Board on
Correctional Services Children’s Education Trust

Convener, UMELCO House Committee

Convener, UMELCO Lands and Works Panel

Convener, UMELCO Public Relations Panel

Director, Mass Transit Railway Corporation

Vice-Chairman, Hong Kong War Memorial Fund
Committee

Member, Court of University of Hong Kong

Steward, Royal Hong Kong Jockey Club

Mzr. Lobo, Rogerio Hyndman,
CBE, LLD, JP

b.:15.9.1923

Executive Council
Member (since 1.9.78)

Legislative Council
Member (1.7.72-31.8.81)
Senior Unofficial Member (since 1.9.81)

Education and Professional
Qualifications

Escola Central, Macao

Seminario de S. Jose, Macao

Liceu Nacional Infante D. Henrique, Macao

La Salle College, Hong Kong

LL.D. (Honoris Causa), University of Hong Kong

Principal Occupation
Chairman, P. J. Lobo & Co. Ltd.

Public Service

Chairman, Advisory Committee on Corruption of
the ICAC

Commissioner, Civil Aid Services

Convener, UMELCO Housing Panel

Member, Court of University of Hong Kong

Member, ICAC Complaints Committee

Member, Landlord and Tenant (Consolidation)
Ordinance Review Committee

Member, Tenancy Tribunal Panel

Member, UMELCO Public Relations Panel

Member, UMELCO Staff Steering Panel

Vice Patron, Community Chest of Hong Kong

Vice Patron, The Hong Kong Society for the Aged

Mzr. LI Fook-wo, CBE, DSoSc, JP

b.:26.9.1916
Executive Council
Member (since 1.9.78)

Legislative Council
Member (1.7.73-31.8.81)

Education and Professional

Qualifications

Queen’s College, Hong Kong

St. Joseph's College, Hong Kong

B.S. (Business Administration), Boston University

Master of Commercial Science, New York
University

Harvard University

D.So.Sc. (Honoris Causa), Chinese University of
Hong Kong

Fellow, Institute of Bankers

Principal Occupation
Chairman, The Bank of East Asia Ltd.

Public Service

Chairman, Hong Kong Industrial Estates
Corporation Board

Chairman, Project Board of the Hong Kong
Academy for Performing Arts

Convener, UMELCO Economic Services and
Monetary Affairs Panel

Deputy Chairman, Board of Stewards, Royal Hong
Kong Jockey Club

Member, Industry Advisory Board

Member, Jubilee Sports Centre Board

Member, Standing Committee on Directorate
Salaries and Conditions of Service

Member, UMELCO Public Utilities Panel

Member, UMELCO Trade and Industry Panel

Mr. Sandberg, Michael Graham
Ruddock, CBE, LLD, JP

b.: 31.56.1927

Executive Council
Member (since 1.9.78)

Education and Professional
Qualifications

St. Edward's, Oxford

LL.D. (Honoris Causa), University of Hong Kong
Fellow, Institute of Bankers

Principal Occupation _
Chairman, The Hong Kong and Shanghai Banking
Corporation

Public Service

Chairman, Board of Stewards, Royal Hong Kong
Jockey Club

Vice-Chairman, Hong Kong Arts Festival

Vice-Chairman, The Hong Kong Heart Foundation
Ltd

President, Duchess of Kent's Children’s Hospital at
Sandy Bay

Vice-President, The Institute of Bankers (London)

Vice-President, Hong Kong Society of
Rehabilitation

Treasurer, University of Hong Kong

Trustee, The China Fleet Club

Member, Exchange Fund Advisory Committee

Member, General Committee, Hong Kong General
Chamber of Commerce

Member, Hong Kong/Japan Business
Co-operation Committee

Member, Hong Kong/United States Economic
Co-operation Committee
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Member, Stamp Advisory Committee

Member, UMELCO Economic Services and
Monetary Affairs Panel

Member, UMELCO House Committee

Member, UMELCO Security Panel

Member, UMELCO Staff Steering Panel

Member, General Committee, Hong Kong
Association, UK

Vice Patron, Community Chest of Hong Kong

Vice President and Hon. Treasurer, World Wildlife
Fund, Hong Kong

Mr. LLO Tak-shing, CBE MA JP

b.: 23.1.1935

Executive Council
Member (since 1.4.80)

Legislative Council
Member (since 1.7.74)

Education and Professional

Qualifications

Lingnam Primary School, Canton Lingnam Middle
School, Hong Kong

King's College, Taunton

Wadham College, Oxford

Principal Occupation
Solicitor & Partner, Lo & Lo Solicitors

Public Service

Chairman, UMELCO Police Group

Convener, LegCo General Services Working
Group

Convener, UMELCO Civil Service Panel

Convener, UMELCO Security Panel

President, Hong Kong Playground Association

Member, Court of University of Hong Kong

Member, Law Reform Commission of Hong Kong

Member, Legal Practitioners Disciplinary
Committee Panel

Member, LegCo Legislation Scrutiny Working
Group

Member, UMELCO Staff Steering Panel

Mr. Newbigging, David
Kennedy, o8t Jp

b.:19.1.1934

Executive Council
Member (2.12.80-6.1.84)

Legislative Council
Member (1.9.78-31.8.82)

Education
Educated in Canada and at Oundle School,
England

Principal Occupation

Chairman and Senior Managing Director, Jardine
Matheson & Co. Ltd

Chairman and Managing Director, The Hong Kong
Land Co. Ltd.

Public Service

Chairman, Ocean Park Ltd

Chairman, The Sailors" Home and Missions to
Seamen, Hong Kong

Trustee, The China Fleet Club

Convener, UMELCO Trade and Industry Panel

Member, Aviation Advisory Board

Member, Economic Review Committee

Member, General Committee, Hong Kong General
Chamber of Commerce

Member, Hong Kong/Japan Business
Co-operation Committee

Member, Jubilee Sports Centre Board

Member, Trade Development Council

Member, University and Polytechnic Grants
Committee

Member, UMELCO Economic Services and
Monetary Affairs Panel

Member, UMELCO Security Panel

Member, UMELCO Staff Steering Panel

Steward, Royal Hong Kong Jockey Club
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Miss DUNN, Lydia, cst Jp

Myzx. CHEN Shou-lum, cBt JpP

b.: 29.2.1940

Executive Council
Member (since 1.9.82)

Legislative Council
Member (since 1.9.76)

Education and Professional

Qualifications

St. Paul's Convent School, Hong Kong

B.S. (Business Administration), University of
California (Berkeley)

Principal Occupation
Executive Director, Swire Pacific Ltd
Director, John Swire & Sons (HK) Ltd

Public Service

Chairman, Board of Governors of the Prince Philip
Dental Hospital

Chairman, Hong Kong Trade Development
Council

Chairman, Textile Sub-Committee, Federation of
Hong Kong Industries

Convener, LegCo Community Services Working
Group

Convener, UMELCO Transport Panel

Director, Mass Transit Railway Corporation

Director, Kowloon-Canton Railway Corporation

Hon. Treasurer and Member, Council of the
Chinese University of Hong Kong

Member, Clothing Institute

Member, Council of the Hong Kong Management
Association

Member, Council of the Trade Policy Research
Centre, London

Member, Council of World Wildlife Fund

Member, ICAC Complaints Committee

Member, UMELCO House Committee

Member, UMELCO Trade and Industry Panel

Member, General Committee, Hong Kong
Association, UK

Member, General Committee of the Hong Kong
General Chamber of Commerce

Mzr. LEE Quo-wei, CBE LLD, FIB, JP

b.:58.1918

Executive Council
Member (since 1.9.83)
Member (1.9.76-31.8.78)

Legislative Council
Member (1.7.68-31.8.78)

Education and Professional

Qualifications

St. Joseph's College, Hong Kong

LL.D. (Honoris Causa), The Chinese University of
Hong Kong

F.L.B. (Fellow of The Institute of Bankers)

Principal Occupation
Chairman and General Manager, Hang Seng Bank
Ld

Public Service

Chairman, Council of Chinese University of
Hong Kong

Chairman, Education Commission

Convener, UMELCO Trade and Industry Panel
(wef. 6.184)

Deputy Chairman, Board of Governors of the Hong
Kong Arts Centre

Vice Patron, Community Chest of Hong Kong

Council Member and Treasurer, World Health
Foundation (Hong Kong)

Member, Board of Inland Revenue

Member, Council of the City Polytechnic of Hong
Kong

Member, Court of University of Hong Kong

Member, Tenancy Tribunal Panel

Member, UMELCO Economic Services and
Monetary Affairs Panel

Member, UMELCO Education and Manpower
Panel

Member, UMELCO Staff Steering Panel

b.: 30.8.1925

Executive Council
Member (since 1.9.83)

Legislative Council
Member (since 1.9.76)

Education and Professional
Qualifications
M.Sc. (Engineering), University of London
Fellow, Imperial College, University of London
Fellow, Institution of Electrical Engineers, London
Hon. Fellow, Hong Kong Institution of Engineers
Senior Member, Institute of Electrical and
Electronic Engineers of U.S.A.

Principal Occupation

Director and General Manager, The Hong Kong
Electric Co. Ltd.

Director, Hong Kong Electric Holdings Ltd.

Director, Cable & Wireless (Hong Kong) Ltd.

Public Service

Chairman, Academic Planning and Development
Sub-Committee of the Planning Committee of the
City Polytechnic

Chairman, Public Accounts Committee

Chairman, University and Polytechnic Computer
Centre

Deputy Chairman, Council of the City Polytechnic
of Hong Kong

Deputy Chairman, Council of the Hong Kong
Polytechnic

Convener, UMELCO Environmental Affairs Panel

Deputy Convener, LegCo Community Services
Working Group

Member, Advisory Committee on Corruption of the
ICAC

Member, Advisory Committee on Diversification

Member, Committee to Review Post-Secondary
and Technical Education

Member, Council of Chinese University of
Hong Kong

Member, LegCo Economic Services Working
Group

Member, Standing Commission on Civil Service
Salaries and Conditions of Service

Member, UMELCO Lands and Works Panel

Member, UMELCO Transport Panel

Member, Vocational Training Council

Miss TAM, Maria Wai-chu,
OBE, JP

b.:2.11.1945

Executive Council
Member (since 1.9.83)

Legislative Council
Member (since 1.9.81)

Education and Professional
Qualifications

St. Paul's Co-Educational College, Hong Kong
LL.B., London University

Member of Gray's Inn

Principal Occupation
Barrister-at-Law

Public Service

Convener, UMELCO Public Utilities Panel

Member, Action Committee Against Narcotics

Member, Board of Education

Member, Central and Western District Board

Member, Council of the Chinese University of
Hong Kong

Member, Education Commission

Member, Hong Kong Association of Business and
Professional Women

Member, LegCo Community Sersices Working
Group

Member, LegCo Legislation Scrutiny Group

Member, Transport Advisory Committee

Honorary Member, Zonta Club of Hong Kong

Member, UMELCO Economic Services and
Monetary Affairs Panel

T ———

o

Member, UMELCO Education and Manpower
Panel

Member, UMELCO Security Panel

Member, Urban Council

—

Dr. FANG, Harry Sin-yang,
CBE, LLD, JP

b:281923

Executive Council
Member (1.9.78-31.8.83)

Legislative Council
ember (since 1.7.74)

Education and Professional

Q_ualiﬁcaﬁons

King's College, Hong Kong

M.B., B.S., University of Hong Kong

Master Degree in Orthopaedic Surgery, University
of Liverpool

Fellow, Royal College of Surgeons, Edinburgh
llow, American College of Surgeons

Fellow, Royal Australasian College of Surgeons

Fellow, British Orthopaedic Association

Fellow, Société Internationale de Chirurgie
Orthopedique et de Traumatologie

LL.D. (Honoris Causa), University of Hong Kong

Prin_cipal Occupation
Practitioner in Orthopaedic Surgery

Public Service

Cha}"nan, Establishment Sub-Committee of the
Fl_nance Committee, Legislative Council

Chairman, Medical Development Advisory
Committee

Chairman, Rehabilitation Development
Co-ordinating Committee

Vice-Chairman, School Medical Service Board

Convener, LegCo Social Services Working Group
Onvener, UMELCO Health and Welfare Panel

Member, Council of the Chinese University of
Hong Kong
ember, Council of University of Hong Kong

Member, Hong Kong Auxiliary Medical Service
ember, Licentiate Examination Committee,
Medical Council

Member, UMELCO Civil Service Panel

Member, UMELCO Education and Manpower
Pane|

Member, UMELCO Staff Steering Panel

———

Mr. TIEN, Francis Yuan-hao,
OBE, LLD, DSo0Sc, JP

b:2591915

Legislative Council
ember (since 1.7.74)

Education and Professional
cations
ertificate, Lester Technical School, Shanghai,
China
Ma(riculation Centificate (External), London
University
Diploma in Mechanical Engineering, Henry Lester
Institute of Technical Education, Shanghai, China
factical Training, Mechanical Engineer,
Metropolitan Vickers Electrical Co. Ltd.,
E Mancheslen England
ellow, Clothing and Footwear Institute, London
ellow, Hong Kong Institution of Engineers
Hon, Fellow, Royal College of Surgeons,
Edinburgh
-D. (Honoris Causa), University of Hong Kong
S0.Sc. (Honoris Causa), Chinese University of
Hong Kong

f'incipal Occupation
Ounder, Chairman and Managing Director,
Manhattan Garments Ltd
g“lbllc Service
Airman, Clothing Industry Training Authority
halrman, Extra-Mural Studies Advisory Board,
Chinese University of Hong Kong

Chairman, Vocational Training Council

Chairman, Clothing Industry Training Board,
Vocational Training Council

Hon. Life Chairman, Hong Kong Garment
Manufacturers Association

International Vice-President, Clothing and
Footwear Institute, London

Convener, LegCo Economic Services Working
Group

Member, Council of the Chinese University of
Hong Kong

Member, Council of the City Polytechnic of Hong
Kong

Member, Council of the Hong Kong Polytechnic

Member, Court of University of Hong Kong

Member, UMELCO Economic Services and
Monetary Affairs Panel

Member, UMELCO Education and Manpower
Panel

Member, UMELCO Trade and Industry Panel

Mr. WU, Alex Shu-chih, cse, Jp

b.: 14.9.1920

Legislative Council
Member (since 1.7.75)

Education and Professional

Qualifications

Yale-in-China, Changsha, Hunan, China

Customs College (Marine School), Shanghai,
China

National South West Associated University,
Kunming, China

Fellow, British Institute of Management

Fellow, Institute of Printing

Fellow, Hong Kong Management Association

Principal Occupation
Chairman, Fidelity Management Ltd.

Public Service

Chairman, Council for the Performing Arts

Chairman, Printing Industry Training Board

Chairman, Council of the Hong Kong Academy for
Performing Arts

Chairman, Supplementary Medical Professions
Council

Chairman, Working Party on the Development of a
Chinese Language Foundation

Chairman, Working Party on the Pharmacy and
Ancillary Matters

Deputy Chairman, Vocational Training Council

Convener, UMELCO Cultural Affairs and
Recreation Panel

Deputy Convener, LegCo General Services
Working Group

Member, Aviation Advisory Board

Member, Board of Governors of the Hong Kong
Arts Centre

Member, Hong Kong Industrial Estates Corporation

Member, Po Leung Kuk Advisory Board

Member, Tung Wah Group of Hospitals Advisory
Board

Member, UMELCO Chinese Language Policy Panel

Member, Medical Sub-Committee of the University
and Polytechnic Grants Committee

The Rev. McGovern, Patrick
Terence, 0BE SJ, JP

b.: 28.10.1920

Executive Council
Member (1.9.80-31.8.82)

Legislative Council
Member (1.9.76—30.9.84)

Education and Professional

Qualifications

Belvedere College, Dublin

B.A., University College Dublin, National University
of Ireland

Ecclesiastical Degrees in Philosophy and Theology

Principal Occupation
Catholic Priest

Public Service

Convener, UMELCO Education and Manpower
Panel

Deputy Convener, LegCo Social Services Working
Group

Member, Court of University of Hong Kong

Member, English Schools Foundation

Member, LegCo Community Services Working
Group

Member, LegCo Legislation Scrutiny Working
Group

Member, Public Accounts Committee

Member, UMELCO Health and Welfare Panel

Member, UMELCO Police Group

Member, UMELCO Transport Panel

Mr. WONG, Peter C., 0BE, Jp
(Peter Chak-cheong WONG)

b.:19.9.1922

Legislative Council
Member (since 1.9.76)

Education and Professional

Qualifications

Solicitor, England

Solicitor, Hong Kong

Notary Public,Hong Kong

Fellow, Chartered Institute of Arbitrators,
England

Fellow, Association of Business Executives,
England

Fellow, British Institute of Management

B.A., University of Hong Kong

Part |, Engineering Degree Course, University of
Hong Kong

Final Part Il (Hons.), Australian Institute of
International Accountants

Certificate of Education

Principal Occupation
Solicitor, Notary Public and Chartered Arbitrator

Public Service

Chairman, Board of Education

Convener, LegCo Legislation Scrutiny Working
Group

Member, Education Commission

Member, Board of Directors of Widows" and
Children’s Pensions Scheme

Member, Council of the University of Hong Kong

Member, Council of the Hong Kong Academy for
Performing Arts

Member, Court of University of Hong Kong

Member, Landlord and Tenant (Consolidation)
Ordinance Review Committee

Member, Legal Practitioners Disciplinary
Committee Panel

Member, Medical Development Advisory
Committee

Member, Insurance Advisory Committee

Member, Public Accounts Committee

Member, Standing Committee on Company Law
Reform

Member, Textile Advisory Board

Member, UMELCO Education and Manpower
Panel

Member, UMELCO Environmental Affairs Panel

Member, UMELCO Health and Welfare Panel

Member, UMELCO Public Relations Panel

Member, UMELCO Staff Steering Group

Mr. WONG Lam, 0OBE, JP

b.: 23.7.1919

Legislative Council
Member (since 1.9.76)

Education
Ellis Kadoorie School, Hong Kong
Kwong Chung Middle School, Canton

Principal Occupation
Public Relations Manager, Kowloon Motor Bus
(1933) Ltd.
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Public Service

Convener, UMELCO Chinese Language Policy
Panel

Member, Fireworks Vetting Committee

Member, Fish Marketing Advisory Board

Member, Fisheries Development Loan Fund
Advisory Committee

Member, LegCo Community Services Working
Group

Member, LegCo General Services Working Group

Member, LegCo Social Services Working Group

Member, Marine Fish Scholarship Fund Advisory
Committee

Member, UMELCO Civil Service Panel

Member, UMELCO Health and Welfare Panel

Member, UMELCO Housing Panel

Member, UMELCO Police Group

Member, UMELCO Public Relations Panel

Member, UMELCO Transport Panel

Mr. YEUNG, Charles Siu-cho,
OBE, JP

b:19.12.1934

Legislative Council
Member (since 1.9.77)

Education and Professional
Qualifications
LL.B., University of London

Principal Occupation
Solicitor and Notary Public

Public Service

Member, Appeals Board (Education)

Member, Board of Education

Member, Council for Recreation and Sport

Member, Country Parks Board

Member, Court of University of Hong Kong

Member, Environmental Protection Advisory
Committee

Member, Fight Crime Committee

Member, Heung Yee Kuk

Member, Keep Hong Kong Clean Campaign
Steering Committee

Member, Legal Practitioners Disciplinary
Committee Panel

Member, LegCo General Services Working Group

Member, LegCo Legislation Scrutiny Working
Group

Member, LegCo Monetary Policy Working Group

Member, Po Leung Kuk Advisory Board

Member, Public Accounts Committee

Member, UMELCO Civil Service Panel

Member, UMELCO Economic Services and
Monetary Affairs Panel

Member, UMELCO Trade and Industry Panel

Member, Yuen Long District Board

Dr. HO Kam-fai, oBt, Jp

b.:10.6.1933

Legislative Council
Member (since 1.9.78)

Education and Professional

Qualifications

Postgraduate Diploma in Social Study, University
of Hong Kong

M.S.W., Columbia University

D.S.W,, Columbia University

Principal Occupation
Senior Lecturer in Social Work, the Chinese
University of Hong Kong

Public Service

Member, Board of Widows' and Children’s
Pensions Scheme

Member, Fight Crime Committee

Member, Law Reform Commission of Hong Kong

Member, LegCo General Services Working Group

Member, LegCo Social Services Working Group

Member, Social Welfare Advisory Committee

Member, UMELCO Chinese Language Policy Panel

Member, UMELCO Civil Service Panel
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Member, UMELCO Education and Manpower
Panel

Member, UMELCO Health and Welfare Panel

Member, UMELCO Public Utilities Panel

Member, English Schools Foundation

Member, Vocational Training Council

Member, Working Party on the Command and
Management Course for Mid-Level Civil Servants

Member, Working Party on the Establishment of a
Chinese Language Foundation

Member, Working Group on Provision of Aftercare
Services for Ex-mental Patients

Mr. LEE, Allen Peng-fei, o8t Jp

b.: 2441940

Legislative Council
Member (since 1.9.78)

Education and Professional

Qualifications

B.S. (Engineering Mathematics), University of
Michigan

Principal Occupation
President and Director, AVA International Limited

Public Service

Chairman, Hong Kong Productivity Council

Member, Industrial Affairs Committee, Hong Kong
General Chamber of Commerce

Deputy Convener, LegCo Economic Services
Working Group

Member, Broadcasting Review Board

Member, Court of University of Hong Kong

Member, Economic Review Committee

Member, Chairman’s Committee of Federation of
Hong Kong Industries

Member, Advisory Committee on Engineering of
Hong Kong University

Member, Advisory Committee on Design of the
Hong Kong Polytechnic

Member, The Hong Kong Association

Member, General Committee, Federation of Hong
Kong Industries

Member, Industry Development Board

Member, Industry Advisory Board

Member, Securities Commission

Member, UMELCO Economic Services and
Monetary Affairs Panel

Member, UMELCO Public Utilities Panel

Member, UMELCO Trade and Industry Panel

Member, Vocational Training Council

Mzr. SO, Andrew Kwok-wing,
OBE, JP

b.: 29.3.1939

Legislative Council
Member (since 1.9.78)

Education and Professional
Qualifications

Wah Yan College, Kowloon

Grantham Teachers Training College, Hong Kong

Principal Occupation
Assistant Vice-President (Asia and Africa), CUNA
Mutual Insurance Group

Public Service

Member, Complaints Committee of the ICAC

Member, Economic Review Committee

Member, Environmental Pollution Advisory
Committee

Member, LegCo Economic Services Working
Group

Member, LegCo Social Services Working Group

Member, Stamp Advisory Committee

Member, Standing Commission on Civil Service
Salaries and Conditions of Service

Member, UMELCO Cultural Affairs and Recreation
Panel

Member, UMELCO Economic Services and
Monetary Affairs Panel

Member, UMELCO Education and Manpower
Panel

Member, UMELCO Environmental Affairs Panel
Member, UMELCO Public Relations Panel
Member, UMELCO Public Utilities Panel

Mr. HU Fa-kuang, JpP

b.:14.21924

Legislative Council
Member (since 1.9.79)

Education and Professional
Qualifications !
B.Sc. (Mechanical Engineering), Chiao Tung

University, China

Principal Occupation
Chairman and Senior Managing Director, Ryoden
Electric Engineering Co., Ltd.

Public Service

Chairman, Transport Tribunal

Member, Hong Kong Housing Authority

Chairman, Finance Committee, Hong Kong
Housing Authority

Vice- President, Hong Kong Playground
Association

Member, Jubilee Sports Centre Board

Member, Law Reform Commission of Hong Kong

Member, LegCo Community Services Working
Group

Member, LegCo Economic Services Working
Group

Member, LegCo General Services Working Group

Member, LegCo Social Services Working Group

Member, Statistics Advisory Board

Member, Transport Advisory Committee

Member, UMELCO Cultural Affairs and Recreation
Panel

Member, UMELCO House Committee

Member, UMELCO Housing Panel

Member, UMELCO Public Relations Panel

Member, UMELCO Public Utilities Panel

Member, UMELCO Transport Panel

Mrx. WONG Po-yan, OBE, Jp

b: 551923

Legislative Council
Member (since 1.9.79)

Education and Professional

Qualifications

B.Sc. (Chemistry), National University of Amoy,
China

Principal Occupation
Chairman and Managing Director, United Oversea
Enterprises, Ltd

Public Service

Hon. President, The Chinese Manufacturers’
Association of Hong Kong

Member, Board of Governors of the Hong Kong
Baptist College

Member, Economic Review Committee

Member, Hong Kong Trade Development Council

Member, Landlord and Tenant (Consolidation)
Ordinance Review Committee

Member, LegCo Economic Services Working
Group

Member, LegCo Monetary Policy Working Group

Member, UMELCO Economic Services and
Monetary Affairs Panel

Member, UMELCO Lands and Works Panel

Member, UMELCO Public Utilities Panel

Member, UMELCO Trade and Industry Panel

Mr. Brown, William Charles
Langdon, 0Bt JpP

b.:9.9.1931

Legislative Council
Member (since 1.9.80)

Education
Ashbourne School, Derbyshire

«

Pﬁndpal Occupation
Area General Manager, The Chartered Bank

Public Service
Chairman, Appointments Board of the Chinese
University of Hong Kong
Cha!m\an‘ Hong Kong Association of Banks
Chalrman, Special Committee on Land Supply
Director, Mass Transit Railway Corporation
COGnvener, LegCo Monetary Policy Working
roup
Vice Patron, The Community Chest of Hong Kong
Mf(f:“:ér, Advisory Committee on Corruption of the
Member, Banking Advisory Committee
ember, Board of the Mass Transit Railway
ation
ember, Council for the Performing Arts
ember, Council of the Chinese University of
Hong Kong
ember, Council of the Hong Kong Academy for
Performing Arts
eémber, Economic Review Committee
ember, Exchange Fund Advisory Committee
Member, Lang Development Policy Committee
Mgnber, LegCo Economic Services Working
roup
Member, Public Accounts Committee
Member, Sir Robert Black Trust Fund Committee
Member, UMELCO Cuttural Affairs and Recreation
Panel
Member, UMELCO Economic Services and
Onetary Affairs Panel
me""ben UMELCO Trade and Industry Panel
ember, UMELCO Police Group

M
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Mr. CHAN Kam-chuen, 08t Jp

b:1561925

h‘gi'lative Council
ember (since 1.9.80)

Education and Professional
ht cations
M Salle College, Hong Kong
endon College, London
'En:(leld School of Management, Bedfordshire,

l"i'lﬁ:i]:bal Occupation
Pecial Advisor to Director (Far East), Cable &
Wireless PLC, Hong Kong
g":#lic Service
airman, Correctional Services Children’s
Education Committee
®mber, Fish Marketing Advisory Board
mber, Fisheries Development Loan Fund
M Visory Committee
Membef, Labour Advisory Board
e':’;‘eﬂ LegCo Community Services Working
up
ember, LegCo Economic Services Working
Group

Membey, LegCo General Services Working
G’Oup

e«:\:e,. LegCo Legislation Scrutiny Working
up
::e"‘bef- LegCo Social Services Working Group
€Mber, Public Accounts Committee
©Mmber, Transport Advisory Committee
Mber, UMELCO Health and Welfare Panel
xbeﬂ UMELCO Housing Panel
Membe" UMELCO Lands and Works Panel
", Vocational Training Council
e,\;m.)e“ Working Group of the TAC on CMB
sy aintenance
. Magistrates’ Courts, Hong Kong

\

My, Swaine, John Joseph,
98E.ac, yp

\7
5224193

Legisiag;
tive Council
Member (since 1,9.80)

Education and Professional
Qualifications

St. Joseph's College, Hong Kong
B.A., University of Hong Kong
Queen’s College, Cambridge

Principal Occupation
Queen’s Counsel

Public Service

Chairman, Review Sub-Committee of the Licentiate
Committee of the Medical Council of Hong Kong

Deputy Chairman, University and Polytechnic
Grants Committee

Deputy Convener, LegCo Legislation Scrutiny
Working Group

Member, Court of University of Hong Kong

Member, ICAC Complaints Committee

Member, LegCo General Services Working Group

Member, Panel of Arbitrators

Member, Standing Committee on Directorate
Salaries and Conditions of Service

Member, UMELCO Civil Service Panel

Member, UMELCO Police Group

Member, UMELCO Security Panel

Mzr. CHEONG, Stephen
Kam-chuen, Jr

b.: 31.5.1941

Legislative Council
Member (since 2.12.80)

Education and Professional
Qualifications

La Salle College, Hong Kong

B.Sc. (Engineering), Imperial College, London
M.Phil., London University

Dip., Imperial College, London

Principal Occupation
Managing Director, Lee Wah Weaving Factory Ltd.
and Cheong's Textile Co. Ltd.

Public Service

Chairman, Transport Complaints Unit

Deputy Chairman, Federation of Hong Kong
Industries

Member, Economic Review Committee

Member, Hong Kong Export Credit Insurance
Corporation Advisory Board

Member, General Committee, Hong Kong General
Chamber of Commerce

Member, Hong Kong Industrial Estates Corporation

Member, LegCo Community Services Working
Group

Member, LegCo Economic Services Working
Group

Member, LegCo Monetary Policy Working Group

Member, Public Accounts Committee

Member, Statistics Advisory Board

Member, Textiles Advisory Board

Member, Transport Advisory Committee

Member, UMELCO Economic Services and
Monetary Affairs Panel

Member, UMELCO Environmental Affairs Panel

Member, UMELCO Housing Panel

Member, UMELCO Lands and Works Panel

Member, UMELCO Police Group

Member, UMELCO Public Utilities Panel

Member, UMELCO Trade and Industry Panel

Member, UMELCO Transport Panel

Mzrx. CHEUNG, Benton
Yan-lung, MBE, SBStJ, JP

b.:18.4.1922

Legislative Council
Member (since 1.9.81)

Education and Professional
Qualifications

La Salle College, Hong Kong

B.A., University of Dr. SUN Yat-sen, Canton
Principal Occupation

Businessman

Public Service

Chairman, North District Community Centre and
Town Hall Management Committee

Chairman, North District Social Services Committee

Director, Kowloon-Canton Railway Corporation

Member, Fireworks Displays Vetting Committee

Member, Executive Committee, Heung Yee Kuk

Member, Hong Kong Housing Authority

Member, LegCo Community Services Working
Group

Member, LegCo General Services Working Group

Member, LegCo Social Services Working Group

Member, North District Board

Member, Police Cadet School Advisory Board

Member, St. John Council

Member, UMELCO Chinese Language Policy Panel

Member, UMELCO Environmental Affairs Panel

Member, UMELCO Health and Welfare Panel

Member, UMELCO Public Relations Panel

Mrs. CHOW, Selina Shuk-yee
(nee LIANG), Jp

b.: 25.1.1945

Legislative Council
Member (since 1.9.81)

Education and Professional

Qualifications

St. Paul's Co-Educational College, Hong Kong

B.A. (English), University of Hong Kong

Post Graduate Diploma, Rose Bruford College of
Speech and Drama, UK

L.R.A.M. in Drama (Teacher and Performer), A.D.B.

Principal Occupation
Director, Brainchild Ltd.

Public Service

Advisor, Against Child Abuse

Member, Agency for Volunteer Service

Member, Consumer Council

Member, Council for the Performing Arts

Member, Council of the Hong Kong Academy for
Performing Arts

Member, Executive Committee, Housing Society

Member, LegCo Community Services Working
Group

Member, LegCo General Services Working Group

Member, LegCo Social Services Working Group

Member, UMELCO Cultural Affairs and Recreation
Panel

Member, UMELCO Education and Manpower
Panel

Member, UMELCO Health and Welfare Panel

Member, UMELCO Public Relations Panel

Member, UMELCO Transport Panel

Member, World Wildlife Fund

Dr. IP, Henrietta Man-hing

b.:7.12.1947

Legislative Council
Member (since 1.9.82)

Education and Professional

Qualifications

Maryknoll Convent School, Hong Kong

M.B.Ch.B., University of Liverpool

Licentiate of Royal College of Physicians, London

Member of Royal College of Surgeons, England

Educational Council for Foreign Medical Graduates,
USA

Diploma in Child Health, London

Member of Royal College of Physicians (UK)

Diploma in Management for Executive
Development, Chinese University of Hong Kong

Principal Occupation
Paediatrician in private practice

Public Service

Chairman, Hong Kong Association for the Mentally
Handicapped

Member, Council for Recreation and Sport

Member, Environmental Pollution Advisory
Committee
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Member, ICAC Complaints Committee

Member, Law Reform Commission of Hong Kong

Member, LegCo Community Services Working
Group

Member, LegCo Social Services Working Group

Member, Rehabilitation Development Coordinating
Committee

Member, UMELCO Civil Service Panel

Member, UMELCO Cultural Affairs and Recreation
Panel

Member, UMELCO Economic Services and
Monetary Affairs Panel

Member, UMELCO Education and Manpower
Panel

Member, UMELCO Health and Welfare Panel

Member, UMELCO Housing Panel

Member, UMELCO Lands and Works Panel

Myzx. CHAN Ying-lun

b.:6.10.1950

Legislative Council
Member (since 1.9.83)

Education and Professional
Qualifications

Congitio College

B.Soc.Sc., University of Hong Kong

Principal Occupation
Public Relations Manager, San Miguel Brewery
Ltd

Public Service

Member, Hong Kong Housing Authority

Elected Member, Eastern District Board

Member, Board of Education

Member, Sub-Committee on “Breach of Confidence
Actions”, Law Reform Commission of Hong Kong

Member, LegCo Community Services Working
Group

Member, LegCo Economic Services Working
Group

Member, LegCo General Services Working Group

Member, LegCo Social Services Working Group

Member, Panel of Assessors

Member, UMELCO Education and Manpower
Panel

Member, UMELCO Health and Welfare Panel

Member, UMELCO Housing Panel

Member, UMELCO Lands and Works Panel

Member, UMELCO Public Relations Panel

Myrs. FAN, Rita Lai-tai
(nee HSU)

b.: 20.9.1945

Legislative Council
Member (since 1.9.83)

Education and Professional

Qualifications

St. Stephen’s Girls’ College

B.Sc.Gen., University of Hong Kong

Certificate in Personnel Management, University of
Hong Kong

M.Soc.Sc. (Psychology), University of Hong Kong

Member, British Psychological Society

Member, Hong Kong Psychological Society

Principal Occupation
Head, Student Affairs Unit, Hong Kong
Polytechnic

Public Service

First Vice- President, Soroptimist International of
Hong Kong

Member, Board of Education

Member, Council of the Hong Kong Polytechnic

Member, Labour Advisory Board, Committee on
Employment Services

Member, LegCo Economic Services Working
Group

Member, LegCo General Services Working Group

Member, LegCo Social Services Working Group

Member, Joint Committee on Student Finance

Member, St. Stephen’s Girls” College Council
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Member, UMELCO Education and Manpower
Panel

Member, UMELCO Housing Panel

Member, UMELCO Police Group

Member, UMELCO Public Relations Panel

Member, UMELCO Trade and Industry Panel

Mrs. NG, Pauline May-lin
(nee CHOW)

b:1.6.1947

Legislative Council
Member (since 1.9.83)

Education and Professional
Qualifications
B.A. (Gen.)(External), London University

Principal Occupation
Teacher, Kit Sam Middle School

Public Service

Elected Member, Wong Tai Sin District Board

Chairman, Wang Tau Hom Area Committee

Chairman, Community Building Committee, Wong
Tai Sin District Board

Member, Citizens’ Advisory Committee on
Community Relations, ICAC

Member, LegCo Community Services Working
Group

Member, LegCo General Services Working Group

Member, LegCo Social Services Working Group

Member, Public Advisory Group on Film
Censorship Standard

Member, UMELCO Chinese Language Policy Panel

Member, UMELCO Cultural Affairs and Recreation
Panel

Member, UMELCO Education and Manpower
Panel

Member, UMELCO Health and Welfare Panel

Member, UMELCO Housing Panel

Member, UMELCO Public Relations Panel

Member, UMELCO Public Utilities Panel

Member, Wong Tai Sin District Arts Council

Member, Wong Tai Sin District Recreation and
Sports Council

Mr. POON, Peter
Wing-cheung, mse Jp

b:1.9.1934

Legislative Council
Member (since 1.9.83)

Education and Professional

Qualifications

Wah Yan College

LL.B. (Hons.), London University

LL.M., London University

Fellow, Australian Society of Accountants

Fellow, Hong Kong Society of Accountants

Law Society Qualifying Examination, England

Fellow, Institute of Chartered Secretaries and
Administrators, England

Associate, Institute of Taxation, England

Certified Public Accountant

Authorised Company Auditor, England

Certified Practising Accountant (Australia)

Registered Member, Singapore Society of
Accountants

Practising Member, Malaysian Association of
Certified Public Accountants

Principal Occupation
Certified Public Accountant

Public Service

Chairman, Advisory Committee on Accountancy of
Hong Kong Polytechnic

Vice-Chairman, Board of Trustees, United College
Chinese University of Hong Kong

Member, Commaodities Trading Commission

Member, Council of Chinese University of Hong
Kong

Member, ICAC Complaints Committee

Member, LegCo Economic Services Working
Group

Member, LegCo Legislation Scrutiny Working
Group

Member, LegCo Monetary Policy Working Group

Member, Operation Review Committee of ICAC

Member, Panel of Arbitrators

Member, Securities Commission

Member, Sir David Trench Fund for Recreation
Investment Advisory Committee

Member, UMELCO Economic Services and
Monetary Affairs Panel

Member, UMELCO Public Utilities Panel

Member, UMELCO Trade and Industry Panel

Mzr. YEUNG Po-kwan, cem

b.:5.7.1939

Legislative Council
Member (since 1.9.83)

Education and Professional

Qualifications

Ying Wa College

Diocesan Boys’ School

B.A., University of Hong Kong

Dip. Ed., Chinese University of Hong Kong

Fellow, Incorporated Phonographic Society,
London

Certificate in Educational Management and
Administration, Morary House, College of
Education, Edinburgh

Member, The Institute of Linguists, London

Principal Occupation
Principal, Ming Yin College

Public Service

Member, Action Committee Against Narcotics

Member, Appeals Board (Education)

Member, Broadcasting Review Board

Member, Criminal and Law Enforcement Injuries
Compensation Board

Member, Education Commission

Adjudicator, Immigration Tribunal

Member, Deportation Tribunal

Member, Panel of Assessors

Member, LegCo General Services Working Group

Member, LegCo Legislation Scrutiny Working
Group

Member, LegCo Social Services Working Group

Member, Police Education and Welfare Trust
Management Committee

Member, UMELCO Chinese Language Policy Panel

Member, UMELCO Civil Service Panel

Member, UMELCO Cultural Affairs and Recreation
Panel

Member, UMELCO Education and Manpower
Panel

Member, UMELCO Health and Welfare Panel

Member, UMELCO Public Relations Panel

Member, UMELCO Security Panel

Chief Superintendent, Royal Hong Kong Auxiliary
Police Force

O QppenDIx I

other Public Bodies, Boards and Committees
on which UMELCO members serve

asat31.8.84

Action Committee Kgainst Narcotics
Miss Maria TAM  Member
. YEUNG Po-kwan Member

ldvisory Committee on Accountancy
°f Hong Kong Polytechnic
Mr. Peter POON ™ Chairman

Advismry Committee on Corruption of
the ICAC

Mr.R. H Lobo Chairman

Mr.S. L. CHEN Member

Mr.W.C. L Brown Member

AdViSOl’y Committee on Design of the
°ng Kong Polytechnic

Mr. Allen LEE Member

Mr. YEUNG Po-kwan Member

Ad“”!y Committee on Diversification
".S.L.CHEN Member

Advisory Committee on Engineering,
Mversity of Hong Kong
Mr. Allen LEE Member

ggiinst Child Abuse
" HO Kam-fai Adviser
Mrs. Selina CHOW Adviser

Agency for Volunteer Service
's. Selina CHOW Member

Alice HO Miu Ling Nethersole Hospital
Xecutive Committee)
" Andrew SO Member
". YEUNG Po-kwan Member

appeals Board (Education)
M’- Charles YEUNG = Member
" YEUNG Po-kwan Member
g'fan Foundation for the Prevention of
dness

Mr.a w LEE Deputy Chairman

Aviation Advisory Board
" Alex WU Member

z“king Advisory Committee
M' Q W.LEE  Member
"W.C.L Brown Member

Soard of Directors of Shek Wu Public
hool, Sheung Shui
" CHEUNG Yan-lung Director

a"al'd of Education

M' Peter C. WONG  Chairman
'SS Maria TAM  Member

M' CHAN Ying-lun  Member
'S. Rita FAN ~ Member

Boa’,“ of Governors of the Hong Kong
3ptist College
- WONG Po-yan Member

?Aoud of Inland Revenue

"QW.LEE Member

Board of the Mass Transit Railway
Corporation

Mr. 0. V. CHEUNG Director

Miss Lydia DUNN Director

Boys’ & Girls’ Clubs Association
(Executive Committee)

Miss Maria TAM  Member

Dr. HO Kam-fai Member

British Council (Scholarship & Grant
Selection Committee)
Dr. Harry FANG  Member

Broadcasting Review Board
Mr. Allen LEE  Member
Mr. YEUNG Po-kwan Member

Caritas—Hong Kong
Mr.R. H. Lobo Chairman
Dr. Harry FANG  Member

Caritas Medical Committee
Dr. Harry FANG  Chairman

Central and Western District Board
Miss Maria TAM  Member

Chi Hong Ching Yuen Ltd.
Mr. Peter C. WONG Director and Legal Adviser

Chi Lin Buddhist Nunnery,
Orphanage, Home for the Aged and
School

Mr. Peter C. WONG Chairman and Legal Adviser

Chiao Tung University Alumni
Association
Mr. F. K. HU Hon. President

China Fleet Club
Mr. M. G. R. Sandberg Trustee

Chinese Manufacturers’ Association of
Hong Kong
Mr. WONG Po-yan Hon. President

Chinese University of Hong Kong

School of Education Alumni

Association

Mr. YEUNG Po-kwan Member (Executive
Committee)

Chinese University Students’ Union
Miss Maria TAM  Legal Adviser

Citizens Advisory Committee on
Community Relations of the ICAC
Mrs. Pauline NG Member

Civil Aid Service
Mr. R. H. Lobo Commissioner

Clothing and Footwear Institute,
London
Dr. Francis TIEN /nternational Vice-President

Clothing Industry Training Authority
Dr. Francis TIEN  Chairman

Clothing Industry Training Board
Dr. Francis TIEN  Chairman

Clothing Institute
Miss Lydia DUNN  Member

Committee to Review Post-Secondary
and Technical Education
Mr. S. L. CHEN Member

Commodities Trading Commission
Mr. Peter POON  Member

Community Chest of Hong Kong
SirS. Y. CHUNG Vice Patron

Mr. R. H. Lobo Vice Patron

Mr. LI Fook-wo Vice Patron

Mr. M. G. R. Sandberg Vice Patron

Mr. Q. W. LEE Vice Patron

Mr. W. C. L. Brown Vice Patron

Consumer Council
Mrs. Selina CHOW  Member

Council of Chinese University of Hong
Kong

Mr. Q. W. LEE Chairman

Miss Lydia DUNN  Hon. Treasurer and Member
Dr. Francis TIEN Member

Mr.W. C. L. Brown Member

Mr. Peter POON  Member

Elected by UMELCO
Dr. Harry FANG  Member
Mr. S. L. CHEN Member
Miss Maria TAM  Member

Council of Hong Kong and Kowloon
Kai Fong Association Ltd.
Mr. Charles YEUNG  Hon. Adviser

Council of the City Polytechnic of
Hong Kong

SirS. Y. CHUNG Chairman

Mr. S. L. CHEN Deputy Chairman

Mr. Q. W. LEE Member

Dr. Francis TIEN Member

Council of the Hong Kong Polytechnic

SirS. Y. CHUNG Chairman

Mr.S. L. CHEN Deputy Chairman (Chairman,
Conditions of Service Committee)

Dr. Francis TIEN Member

Mrs. Rita FAN  Member

Council of St. Paul’s Co-educational
College
Mr. LI Fook-wo Member and Hon. Treasurer

Council for the Performing Arts
Mr. Alex WU  Chairman

Mr. W.C. L. Brown Member

Mrs. Selina CHOW Member

Council for Recreation & Sport
Mr. Charles YEUNG  Member
Dr. Henrietta IP - Member
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Council of the Outward Bound Trust of
Hong Kong
Mr. M. G. R. Sandberg Member

Court of University of Hong Kong
Mr. M. G. R. Sandberg Treasurer
SirS.Y. CHUNG Council Member
Mr. Peter C. WONG  Council Member
Mr. O.V.CHEUNG Member

Mr. R. H. Lobo Member

Mr. LO Tak-shing Member

Mr. Q. W. LEE  Member

Dr. Harry FANG  Member

Dr. Francis TIEN Member

Fr. Patrick T. McGovern Member

Mr. Charles YEUNG Member

Mr. Allen LEE  Member

Mr. J. J. Swaine Member

Criminal and Law Enforcement
Injuries Compensation Board
Mr. YEUNG Po-kwan Member

Croucher Foundation
Mr. M. G. R. Sandberg Trustee

Diocesan Standing Committee of the
Diocese of Hong Kong and Macau
Mr. LI Fook-wo Member

East Asian Tennis Association
Mr. F. K. HU President

Eastern District Board
Mr. CHAN Ying-lun Member

Eastern Kowloon Centres Management
Committee, YMICA
Mrs. Pauline NG Member

Economic Review Committee
Mr. LI Fook-wo Member

Mr. Allen LEE  Member

Mr. Andrew SO Member

Mr. WONG Po-yan Member

Mr.W. C. L. Brown Member

Mr. Stephen CHEONG  Member

Economics Society, University of Hong
Kong
Mr. W. C. L. Brown Hon. Vice President

Education Commission
Mr. Q. W. LEE Chairman

Miss Maria TAM  Member

Dr. Francis TIEN Member

Mr. Peter C. WONG  Member
Mr. YEUNG Po-kwan Member

English Schools Foundation
Mr. R. H. Lobo Member

Fr. Patrick T. McGovern  Member
Dr. HO Kam-fai Member

Environmental Pollution Advisory
Committee

Mr. Charles YEUNG Member

Mr. Andrew SO  Member

Dr. Henrietta IP Member

Exchange Fund Advisory Committee
Mr. M. G. R. Sandberg Member
Mr.W. C. L. Brown Member

Extra-Mural Studies Advisory Board,
Chinese University of Hong Kong
Dr. Francis TIEN  Chairman

Federation of Hong Kong Industries
(Chairman’s Committee)
Mr. Allen LEE  Member

Federation of Hong Kong Industries
(General Committee)

SirS. Y. CHUNG Hon. Life President

Mr. Stephen CHEONG  Deputy Chairman

Mr. Allen LEE  Member
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Federation of Medical Societies of
Hong Kong

Dr. Harry FANG  Vice Patron

Dr. Francis TIEN Vice Patron

Mr. Peter C. WONG Hon. Legal Adviser

Fight Crime Committee

Mr. Charles YEUNG Member

Dr. HO Kam-fai Member

Mr. CHEUNG Yan-lung Hon. President (North
District)

Fireworks Displays Vetting
Committee

Mr. WONG Lam Member

Mr. CHEUNG Yan-lung Member

Fish Marketing Advisory Board
Mi. WONG Lam Member
Mr. K. C. CHAN Member

Fisheries Development Loan Fund
Advisory Committee

Mr. WONG Lam Member

Mr. K. C. CHAN Member

Glenealy Junior School’s School
Council
Mr. Charles YEUNG  Member

Gurkha Welfare Trust (Hong Kong
Investment Committee)
Mr. M. G. R. Sandberg Member

Hang Lung Bank
Mr. Peter POON Director
Mr. YEUNG Po-kwan Director

Heung Yee Kuk (Council and
Executive Committee)

Mr. Charles YEUNG  Member

Mr. CHEUNG Yan-lung Member

Hong Kong Academy for Performing
Arts (Project Board)
Mr. LI Fook-wo Chairman

Hong Kong Academy of Ballet (Board
of Governors)

Mr. W. C. L. Brown Chairman

Mr. F. K. HU Member

Hong Kong Academy for Performing
Arts (Council)

Mr. Alex WU  Chairman

Mr. Peter C. WONG Member

Mr. W.C. L. Brown Member

Mrs. Selina CHOW  Member

Hong Kong Amateur Basketball
Association
Mr. F. K. HU Hon. President

Hong Kong and Kowloon Chiu Chow

Public Association

Mr. Peter C. WONG Hon. President and Legal
Adviser

Hong Kong and Kowloon Volleyball
Association
Mr. F. K. HU Hon. President

Hong Kong Arts Centre (Board of
Governors)

Mr. Q. W. LEE Deputy Chairman

Mr. Alex WU Member

Hong Kong Arts Festival
Mr. M. G. R. Sandberg Vice Chairman

Hong Kong Association (London
Committee)

SirS. Y. CHUNG Member

Mr. M. G. R. Sandberg Member

Miss Lydia DUNN Member

Hong Kong Association (London
Committee)
Mr. M. G. R. Sandberg Member

Hong Kong Association for the
Mentally Handicapped
Dr. Henrietta IP Chairman

Hong Kong Association of Banks
Mr.W. C. L. Brown Chairman

Hong Kong Association of Business
and Professional Women
Miss Maria TAM  Member

Hong Kong Association of
Physiotherapists and Occupational
Therapists

Dr. Harry FANG  Member

Hong Kong Auxiliary Medical Service
Dr. Harry FANG  Member

Hong Kong Badminton Association
Mr. F. K. HU Hon. President

Hong Kong Buddhist Association
Mr. Peter C. WONG  Executive Director, Secretary
General and Legal Adviser

Hong Kong Buddhist Cemetery
Management Committee
Mr. Peter C. WONG  Founder Member

Hong Kong Buddhist Hospital
Management Committee
Mr. Peter C. WONG  Supervisor

Hong Kong Canoe Union
Mr. F. K. HU Hon. President

Hong Kong Centre of the Institute of
Bankers, London
Mr.W.C. L. Brown Vice President

Hong Kong Chinese Amateur Athletic
Federation
Mr. WONG Lam Hon. Adviser

Hong Kong Chinese Amateur
Swimming Association
Mr. WONG Lam Hon. Adviser

Hong Kong Chinese Christian
Churches Union (Executive
Committee)

Mr. YEUNG Po-kwan Member

Hong Kong Chiu Chow Chamber of

Commerce Ltd.

Mr. Peter C. WONG Hon. President and Legal
Adviser

Hong Kong Club Balloting Committee
Mr. Peter C. WONG  Member

Hong Kong Council of Early Childhood
Education and Services

Dr. Harry FANG  Member

Dr. Henrietta IP Hon. Adviser

Hong Kong Council of Social Service
(Executive Committee)

Dr. Harry FANG  Member

Miss Maria TAM  Member

Hong Kong Cycling Association
Mr. F. K. HU President

Hong Kong Discharged Prisoners’ Aid
Society

Mr. Charles YEUNG Vice President

Mr. Andrew SO  Member (Executive Committee)

Hong Kong Export Credit Insurance
Corporation Advisory Board
Mr. Stephen CHEONG  Member

Hong Kong Family Welfare Society
(Executive Committee)

Dr. HO Kam-fai Member

Miss Maria TAM  Member

() O—

Hong Kong Football Association
Mr.E'K. HU Vice President

n°1\9 Kong Garment Manufacturers
Ssociation
Or. Francis TIEN  Hon. Life Chairman

Hong Kong General Chamber of
oMmmerce (General Committee)
. M.G.R. Sandberg Member
Miss Lydia DUNN  Member
M’- W.C.L Brown Member
- Stephen CHEONG  Member
Mr. Allen LEE Member of Industrial
Affairs Committee
a"ng Kong Girl Guides Association
M: C‘-IK HU  Hon. Vice President
s & C.L Brown Hon. Vice President
'S. Pauline NG Member (Wong Tai
Sin Association)

'\Rﬂ‘“‘g Kong Heart Foundation Ltd.
"M.G.R. Sandberg Vice-Chairman

Mr. Alex wy Member
a‘“‘g Kong History Society

" YEUNG Po-kwan Vice President

ARA'”‘Q Kong Housing Authority
" F.K.HU ~ Member (Chairman, Finance
Committee)
. CHEUNG Yan-lung Member
Chairman, Appeal Committee)
" CHAN Ying-lun Member

Hong Kong Industrial Estates
Orporation Board

M" LI Fook-wo Chairman
L Alex WU  Member
" Stephen CHEONG  Member

gg‘i\lg Kong International Year of the
Dr 1 d Commission
“Henrietta IP  Treasurer
g:?g Kong/Japan Business
Sir S°Pexahon Committee
Mr MY- CHUNG Chairman
el G.R. Sandberg Member
'S Lydia DUNN  Member
g:‘B_Kong Joint Council for the
Dr z!lcally and Mentally Disabled
“Hary FANG  Chairman

" Henrietta 1P £xecutive Member (Management
Ommittee)

g’?g Kong Kidney Foundation Ltd.
M al’d of Governors)
Mr s Fook-wo  President
Dr, L.CHEN Vice-Chairman
fancis TIEN  Member

H ;
(é’ng Kong Management Association
Suncil)
:SS Lydia DUNN  Member
: Alex WU Member
-Stephen CHEONG  Member

H
D?:g Kong Medical Association
enrietta IP - Member

H,
As9 Kong Medical Women'’s
“SOciation
Henrierta |p Member

H
D:’:Q Kong Nurses Association
amy FANG  Hon. Adviser

Hong g

D oy 0Rg Paediatric Society

enrietta P Council Member

H
m‘:"s Kong Philharmonic Society Ltd.
My xd of Governors)

Alex Wy Member

r
F.K Hy Member

Hong Kong Physically Handicapped
and Able Bodied Association
Dr. Harry FANG  Hon. President

Hong Kong Physiotherapy Association
Dr. Henrietta IP Vice-President

Hong Kong Plastic Material Suppliers
Association
Mr. WONG Po-yan Chairman

Hong Kong Playground Association
Mr. LO Tak-shing President
Mr. F. K. HU Vice-President

Hong Kong Press Association
Miss Maria TAM  Legal Adviser

Hong Kong Productivity Council
Mr. Allen LEE  Chairman

Hong Kong Red Cross Advisory
Council

Mr. M. G. R. Sandberg Member

Mr. Alex WU  Member

Hong Kong School for the Deaf
Mr. YEUNG Po-kwan Registered Manager

Hong Kong Sea Cadet Corporation
Mr. F. K. HU Member (Area Committee)

Hong Kong Society for the Aged
Mr. R. H. Lobo Vice Patron

Hong Kong Society for Rehabilitation
Dr. Harry FANG  Vice Patron

Mr. M. G. R. Sandberg Vice-President

Mr. WONG Lam Executive Committee Member

Hong Kong Society for Medical
Computers Ltd.
Dr. Henrietta IP Member

Hong Kong Sports Association for the
Physically Handicapped
Dr. Harry FANG  President

Hong Kong Subsidised Secondary
Schools Association
Mr. YEUNG Po-kwan Hon. Adviser

Hong Kong Table Tennis Association
Mr. F. K. HU Hon. President

Hong Kong Taoist Association
Mr. Peter C. WONG Hon. Legal Adviser

Hong Kong Tennis Association
Mr. F. K. HU /mmediate Past President

Hong Kong Trade Development
Council

Miss Lydia DUNN  Chairman

Mr. WONG Po-yan Member

Hong Kong Translation Society Ltd.
Mr. Peter C. WONG  Founder Member, Committee
Member and Legal Adviser

Hong Kong Tuberculosis, Chest and
Heart Diseases Association
Mr. Q. W. LEE Vice Chairman

Hong Kong/United States Economic
Co-operation Committee

SirS.Y. CHUNG Chairman

Mr. M. G. R. Sandberg Member

Miss Lydia DUNN  Member

Mr. Q. W. LEE Member

Mr. Allen LEE  Member

Hong Kong War Memorial Fund
Committee
Mr. 0. V. CHEUNG Vice Chairman

Housing Society (Executive
Committee)
Mrs. Selina CHOW  Member

Immigration Tribunal
Mr. YEUNG Po-kwan Adjudicator

Independent Commission Against
Corruption Complaints Committee
SirS.Y. CHUNG Chairman

Mr. R. H. Lobo Member

Miss Lydia DUNN  Member

Mr. Andrew SO  Member

Mr. J. J. Swaine Member

Dr. Henrietta IP Member

Mr. Peter POON Member

Industrial Relations Institute
Dr. Harry FANG  Hon. Patron
Fr. Patrick T. McGovern  Permanent Adviser

Industry Advisory Board
Mr. LI Fook-wo Member
Mr. Allen LEE  Member

Industry Development Board
Mr. Allen LEE  Member
Mr. WONG Po-yan Member

Institute of Bankers (London)
Mr. M. G. R. Sandberg Vice-President

Institute of Bankers (Hong Kong)
Mr.W. C. L. Brown Vice-President

Insurance Advisory Committee
Mr. Peter C. WONG  Memier

International Association of Maternal
and Neonatal Health (HK)
Dr. Henrietta IP - Member

International Stoker Mandeville
Games Federation
Dr. Harry FANG  Member

Investment Advisory Board on
Correctional Services Children’s
Education Trust Fund

Mr. O. V. CHEUNG Chairman

Island Jaycees
Mr. CHAN Ying-lun Member

Japan Society of Hong Kong
Mr. Charles YEUNG  Chairman

Jaycees International Incorporation
Mr. Charles YEUNG  Senator

Joint Committee on Development
Organized by the Hong Kong Catholic
Church and the Hong Kong Protestant
Churches

Mr. Andrew SO  Member

Joint Committee on Student Finance
Mrs. Rita FAN  Member

Jubilee Sports Centre Board
Mr. LI Fook-wo Member
Mr. F. K. HU Member

Juvenile Care Centre
Mr. Charles YEUNG  Adviser

Keep Hong Kong Clean Campaign
Steering Committee

Mr. Charles YEUNG  Member

Mr. K. C. CHAN Member

Kiangsu Chekiang Residents (HK)
Association
Dr. Francis TIEN Hon. Adviser

Kowloon-Canton Railway Corporation
Board

Miss Lydia DUNN Director

Mr. K. C. CHAN Director

Mr. CHEUNG Yan-lung Director

Kwun Tong Sports Association
Mr. WONG Lam Hon. President
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Kwun Tong Industrial Area Committee
Mr. WONG Lam Hon. President

Labour Advisory Board

Mr. K. C. CHAN Member

Mrs. Rita FAN  Member of Committee on
Employment Services

Land Development Policy Committee
Mr.W. C. L. Brown Member

Landlord and Tenant (Consolidation)
Ordinance Review Committee
Mr.R.H. Lobo Member

Mr. Peter C. WONG  Member

Mr. WONG Po-yan Member

Law Reform Commission of Hong

Kong

Mr. LO Tak-shing Member

Dr. HO Kam-fai Member

Mr. F. K. HU Member

Dr. Henrietta IP Member (& Chairman of Coroners
Sub-committee)

Mr. CHAN Ying-lun Member of Sub-committee
on Breach of Confidence Action

Legal Practitioners Disciplinary
Committee Panel

Mr. LO Tak-shing Member

Mr. Peter C. WONG  Member

Mr. Charles YEUNG  Member

Lingnan Institute of Business
Administration (Advisory Board), The
Chinese University of Hong Kong
SirS.Y.CHUNG Member

Marine Fish Scholarship Fund
Advisory Committee

Mr. WONG Lam Member

Mr. CHEUNG Yan-lung Member

Medical Advisory Committee of the
Duchess of Kent Children’s
Orthopaedic Hospital, Sandy Bay

Mr. M. G. R. Sandberg President

Dr. Harry FANG  Chairman

Medical Council of Hong Kong
(Licentiate Examination Committee)
Dr. Harry FANG  Member

Medical Council of Hong Kong
(Review Sub-Committee of the
Licentiate Committee)

Mr. J. J. Swaine Chairman

Medical Development Advisory
Committee

Dr. Harry FANG  Chairman

Mr. Peter C. WONG  Member

N.T. General Chamber of Commerce
Mr. CHEUNG Yan-lung President

N.T. Regional Scout Council
Mr. CHEUNG Yan-lung Member

N.T. Rotary Club
Mr. CHEUNG Yan-lung Programme Chairman

Ng Yuk Secondary School
Mr. YEUNG Po-kwan Supervisor

North District Board
Mr. CHEUNG Yan-lung Member

North District Co-ordinating
Committee for Elderly Activities
Mr. CHEUNG Yan-lung Hon. President

North District Community Centre and
Town Hall Management Committee
Mr. CHEUNG Yan-lung Chairman

North District Social Services
Committee
Mr. CHEUNG Yan-lung Chairman
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Operation Review Committee of
Independent Commission Against
Corruption

Mr. Peter POON  Member

Ocean Park Ltd.
Dr. Harry FANG  Member (Management
Committee)

Panel of Arbitrators
Mr.J. J. Swaine Member
Mr. Peter POON Member

Panel of Assessors

Mr. K. C. CHAN Member
Mr. CHAN Ying-lun Member
Mrs. Pauline NG  Member

Peninsula Jaycees Ltd.
Mr. Charles YEUNG  Hon. Life President

Po Leung Kuk Advisory Board
SirS.Y. CHUNG Member

Mr. Alex WU  Member

Mr. Charles YEUNG  Member

Po Leung Kuk Development of
Paediatric Medical Services
Sub-Committee

Dr. Henrietta IP  Adviser

Po Leung Kuk, Welfare Committee
Dr. Henrietta IP Adviser

Po Lin Monastery
Mr. Peter C. WONG  Permanent Director and Hon.
Legal Adviser

Poh Yea Ching Shea Ltd.
Mr. Peter C. WONG  Director and Legal Adviser

Police Education & Welfare Trust
Management Committee
Mr. YEUNG Po-kwan Member

Prince Philip Dental Hospital (Board of
Governors)
Miss Lydia DUNN Chairman

Printing Industry Training Board
Mr. Alex WU  Chairman

Public Advisory Group on Film
Censorship Standard
Mrs. Pauline NG Member

Regional Prosthetic Training Centre,
World Rehabilitation Fund, Inc.
Dr. Harry FANG  Director

Rehabilitation Development
Co-ordinating Committee

Dr. Harry FANG  Chairman

Dr. Henrietta IP Member

Rehabilitation International
Dr. Harry FANG  President

Rehabilitation Programme Plan Review
Committee
Dr. Henrietta IP Member

Riding for the Disabled Association
Dr. Harry FANG  President

Rotary Club of Hong Kong
Mr.R.H. Lobo Member

Royal Hong Kong Jockey Club

Mr. M. G. R. Sandberg Chairman, Board of
Stewards

Mr. LI Fook-wo Deputy Chairman, Board of
Stewards

Mr. 0. V. CHEUNG Steward

Dr. Harry FANG  Steward

Royal Hong Kong Police Cadet School
Advisory Board
Mr. CHEUNG Yan-lung Member

Royal Hong Kong Police Force Junior |
Police Officers Association

Mr. CHEUNG Yan-lung Hon. President
Miss Maria TAM  Legal Adviser

St. John Ambulance Association and
Brigade (Mainland No. 4 Ambulance
Corps)

Mr. CHEUNG Yan-lung Member

St. John Council
Mr. CHEUNG Yan-lung Corps. President

St. Stephen Girls’ College Council
Mrs. Rita FAN  Member

School Medical Service Board
Dr. Harry FANG  Vice-Chairman

Schools Sports Association of Sheung
Shui, Fanling, Shataukok and Takuling
Mr. CHEUNG Yan-lung President

Scout Association, Kowloon East
Region i
Mr. WONG Lam Chairman

Scout Association, Shatin and Cheung
Chau District -
Mr. CHEUNG Yan-lung Member

Securities Commission
Mr. Allen LEE  Member
Mr. Peter POON Member

Sham Shui Po Sports Association
Mr. WONG Lam Hon. President

Mr. CHAN Ying-lun Member
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Shaukiwan Hillside Area Committee ]
i
Shek Wu Hui Chamber of Commerce |
Mr. CHEUNG Yan-lung President !
Sino-British Fellowship Trust
Scholarship Association

Dr. Harry FANG  President

Sir David Trench Fund for Recreation '

Investment Advisory Committee

Mr. Peter POON  Member )
i
I

Sir Robert Black Trust Fund
Committee
Mr.W.C. L. Brown Member

Social Welfare Advisory Committee
Dr. HO Kam-fai  Member |

Society for the Relief of Disabled
Children
Mr. M. G. R. Sandberg President

Special Committee on Land Supply
Mr.W.C. L. Brown Chairman

Stamp Advisory Committee
Mr. M. G. R. Sandberg Member
Mr. Andrew SO  Member

Standing Commission on Civil Service
Salaries and Conditions of Service
SirS.Y. CHUNG Chairman

Mr.S. L.CHEN Member

Mr. Andrew SO  Member

Standing Committee on Company Law
Reform
Mr. Peter C. WONG  Member

Standing Committee on Directorate
Salaries and Conditions of Service
Mr. LI Fook-wo Member

Mr. J. J. Swaine Member

Statistics Advisory Board
Mr. F. K. HU Member
Mr. Stephen CHEONG  Member

supplementary Medical Professions
Council
Mr. Alex WU Chairman

Tai Kwong Yuen Ltd. and Buddhist Tai
Kwong Middle School
" Peter C. WONG  Director and Legal Adviser

Tﬂlancy Tribunal Panel
Mr.R.H. Lobo Member
Mr.Q w. LEE Member

Textiles Advisory Board
. Peter C. WONG  Member
I. Stephen CHEONG Member

T?ade Policy Research Centre, London
Miss Lydia DUNN Council Member

Transport Advisory Committee
1SS Maria TAM  Member
"E.KHU Member

Mr.K.C.CHAN Member
- Stephen CHEONG  Member

Tnnsport Complaints Unit
. Stephen CHEONG ~ Chairman

T""l!port Tribunal
“F.K.HU Chairman

Trust Committee on Correctional
Me"ices Children’s Education Trust
" K.C.CHAN Member

{“9 Koon District General
SSociation

- WONG Lam Vice-President

Tung Koon Wong’s Clansmen
x'Smﬁation
" WONG Lam Vice-President

;“ng Lin Kok Yuen (Lady HO Tung’s
Smple), Po Kok Vocational and
ary School

Mr Peter C. WONG Chairman and Legal Adviser

Tnn w : :
Bo, axgd ah Group of Hospitals Advisory

E'S-Y-CHUNG Member
" Alex WU Member

glﬁled Christian Medical Service
" Henrietta IP  Director

gﬂited College, Chinese University of
°0g Kong (Board of Trustees)
" Peter POON  Vice-Chairman

g“i"e!sity & Polytechnic Computer
Mentre
"“S.L CHEN Chairman

gm'e“i!v & Polytechnic Grants
M°mmittee

J. Swaine Deputy Chairman

©XWU  Member (Medical Sub-Committee)

Ufban Council
S Maria TAM  Member

Mr. 4

xfgehhle Marketing Advisory Board
-CHEUNG Yan-lung Member

Vi
M§°¢°tia Park School for the Deaf
* YEUNG Po-kwan Registered Manager

X:'gauqm Training Council
M.' A'ancns TIEN Chairman
y Slex WU  Deputy Chairman
D’-.HIOL CHEN  Member
Mr. Al Kam-fai Member
Mr. en LEE  Member
"NC.CHAN Member

x":hg Fai House MAC, Wang Tau Hom
Pauline NG Agviser

Wang Tau Hom Area Committee
Mrs. Pauline NG Chairman

Widows’ and Children’s Pensions
Scheme (Board of Directors)

Mr. Peter C. WONG  Member

Dr. HO Kam-fai Member

Wong Tai Sin District Arts Council
Mrs. Pauline NG Member (P.R.)

Wong Tai Sin District Board
Mrs. Pauline NG Member Chairman
(Community Building Committee)

Wong Tai Sin District Recreation and
Sports Council
Mrs. Pauline NG Member

Wong Tai Sin District Youth Recreation
Co-ordinating Council
Mrs. Pauline NG Patron

Working Group of the TAC on CMB
Maintenance

Mr. Stephen CHEONG  Chairman

Mr. K. C. CHAN Member

Working Party on Provision of After-
care Services for Ex-mental Patients
Dr. HO Kam-fai Member

Working Party on the Command and
Management Course for Mid-Level
Civil Servants

Dr. HO Kam-fai Member

Working Party on the Establishment of
the Chinese Language Foundation

Mr. Alex WU  Chairman

Dr. HO Kam-fai Member

Working Party on the Pharmacy and
Ancillary Matters
Mr. Alex WU Chairman

World Health Organisation

Mr. Q. W. LEE Council Member & Treasurer

Dr. Harry FANG  Member (Expert Advisory Panel
on Rehabilitation)

World Planning Group for the Charter
for the 80s of Rehabilitation
International

Dr. Harry FANG  Member

World Wildlife Fund Council

Mr. M. G. R. Sandberg Vice-President & Hon.
Treasurer

Miss Lydia DUNN  Member

Mrs. Selina CHOW  Member

Yau Ma Tei & Tsim Sha Tsui
Recreation and Sports Association
Mr. WONG Lam Hon. Adviser

Ying Wa Girls’ School, HK
Mr. YEUNG Po-kwan Registered Manager

Yuen Long District Board
Mr. Charles YEUNG  Member

Yuen Long District Sports Association
Ltd.
Mr. Charles YEUNG  Hon. Adviser

Yuen Yuen Institute
Mr. Peter C. WONG  Hon. Legal Adviser

Zonta Club of Hong Kong
Miss Maria TAM  Hon. Member
Dr. Henrietta IP Member
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APPENDIX III

UMELCO Membership Changes

() @PPENDIX IV
UMELCO Position Paper

of9584

Unofficial Member of ExCo, Dr. Harry
FANG, and three Members of LegCo,
Rev. Joyce Bennett, Dr. Henry HU and
Dr. Rayson HUANG, retired from their
respective Councils at the close of the
1982-83 session.

During the year, three Unofficial
Members of ExCo, Mr. O. V. CHEUNG,
Mr. LI Fook-wo and Mr. D. K.
Newbigging, were re-appointed for one
year. Mr. Q. W. LEE, Mr. S. L. CHEN and
Miss Maria TAM were appointed to
ExCo to fill the seat vacated by Dr. Harry
FANG and the two additional seats.

Eleven Unofficial Members of LegCo
were reappointed for one year. They are:

Dr. Francis TIEN, OBE, JP

Mr. Alex WU, 0BE, JP

Mr. Peter C. WONG, OBE, JP

Mr. WONG Lam, 0OBE, JP

Mr. Charles YEUNG, 0BE, JP

Dr. HO Kam-fai, OBE, JP

Mr. Allen LEE, oBE, uP

Mr. Andrew SO, Jp

Mr. F. K. HU, Jp

Mr. WONG Po-yan, OBE, JP

Mr. J. J. Swaine, OBE, QC, JP
Five new Members, Mr. CHAN Ying-lun,
Mrs. Rita FAN, Mrs. Pauline NG, Mr.
Peter POON and Mr. YEUNG Po-kwan,
were appointed for two years. With these
membership changes, the overall number
of Unofficial Members on LegCo rose
to 29.
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Statement issued by the Unofficial
embers of the Hong Kong Executive

and Legislative Councils on 9th May
1984,

The Future of Hong Kong

The Executive and Legislative Councils
are the two central organs of the
Government of Hong Kong . Unofficial
Members are in the majority in both
Councils. They are appointed by the

OYernor from a wide spectrum of
Sciety. Through their membership of
these two Councils, Unofficial Members
advise on the formulation of Government
DO|‘icies, participate in the enactment of
leglslation, monitor the effectiveness of
Public administration and consider
omplaints by members of the public
3Gainst Government Departments.

As they are appointed by the Governor
father.than elected, Unofficial Members
Make no claim to representative status,
but they are in touch with all sectors of
the Community through their
Membership of over 300 boards and
COmmittees dealing with public affairs,
and with all facets of Hong Kong’s
eC_OhOmic and social life. Since the Sino-

Mtish talks on the future of Hong Kong

an in late 1982. Unofficial Members
Ve received, both individually and
:2’°U9h the UMELCO Office, many
Presentations on the question of Hong
OUQ'S future after 1997. So they are in a
POsition to reflect the views and wishes

Hong Kong people on this vital

Question.

Cozhe Sino-British talks have been

% ducted throughout in the strictest
Onfidence, although there have been

Many statements from the Chinese side.

' Geoffrey Howe's Statement in Hong

ONg on 20th April publicly lifted the veil
s‘: the first time from the British side on

Me aspects of the talks. /nter alia he
Said that:
an(’) It would not be realistic to think of

3greement that provides for continued
7;’;’;/7 administration in Hong Kong after

(ii) Other ways were being explored
to secure the assurances necessary for
the continuation of Hong Kong's
stability, prosperity and way of life and,
although Hong Kong would become a
part of China, it would enjoy, as a
Special Administrative Region, a high
degree of autonomy.

(iii) The Chinese leadership claim
that they wish existng systems and
freedoms in Hong Kong and the free
market economy to remain
fundamentally unchanged for at least 50
years after 1997.

Hong Kong has enjoyed a
constitutional link with the British Crown
for 143 years. This link has provided an
effective external insulator against
interference from the ruling government
on the Mainland, despite the turbulence
which has characterised China’s history
for so many years and despite the
essential incompatibility of the political
system prevailing in present day China,
on the one hand, and the liberal
traditions of a capitalist society, on the
other.

It is now suggested that this link
should be removed but that, in order to
achieve a high degree of autonomy for
Hong Kong under Chinese sovereignty,
there would be a devolution of power
from the Central People’s Government to
the Hong Kong Special Administrative
Region via a Basic Law to be
promulgated in the early 1990’s. Hong
Kong people are being asked to accept,
in other words, that the Chinese
Government will resume sovereignty and
exercise administrative control over the
whole of Hong Kong after 1997, against
a promise that Hong Kong's existing
systems and accustomed life style will
remain unchanged.

But many anxious questions spring to
mind to which no satisfactory answers
have been given as yet. For instance:

(/) WIill the essential elements of the
Basic Law be enshrined in the Sino-
British Agreement? If not, would not the
British Government run the risk of

signing an agreement which the Chinese
side may later unilaterally alter on the
grounds that it is in conflict with the
Basic Law?

(i) In the final analysis, the more
detailed the Agreement, the more that
the Basic Law is compatible with it and
the more binding it is in form, the more
likely that the people of Hong Kong will
find it acceptable in the belief that the
Chinese are more likely to honour it.
Thus, if the Agreement /s to be signed
before the Basic Law is promulgated,
should not Parliament withhold
ratification until the details of the Basic
Law are known?

(#ii) Even so, given the historical
reality that Hong Kong has developed
over many years as a recognisable
community in its own right, with its own
distinctive life-style, surely Hong Kong
people have the right to ask for
assurances that any Agreement entered
into between the British and Chinese
Governments will be honoured? That is
to say, should not the British
Government insist on a mechanism
which will ensure that the agreement is
faithfully implemented?

(iv) To this end, should not Britain
insist on retaining some residual status in
Hong Kong beyond 1997 to provide
re-assurance that the terms of the
Agreement will be kept?

(v) Given the possibility that the
Chinese authorities will seek to
anticipate 1997 and start interfering with
the administration of Hong Kong
between now and then, will the British
Government insist that it must retain
effective control, as the sovereign power,
during the next 13 years? If effective
control is not exercised by the Hong
Kong Government under the authority of
HMG, a smooth transition up to, let
alone stable government beyond, 1997
will not be possible for Hong Kong
people will not feel it is worthwhile even
to try to adjust to their new
circumstances. A collapse of confidence
before 1997 would make Hong Kong
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virtually ungovernable. For example, the
allegiance of the police and the civil
service will be seriously impaired. Quite
apart from the disastrous effect on the
people of Hong Kong, this would be as
embarrassing to the British Government
as a ruined economy would be
disappointing to the Chinese
Government.

(v/) About half of Hong Kong's
present population.of 5.3 millions came
to Hong Kong from China to seek a
better life here. They do not relish the
thought of a return to Chinese
Communist rule. But what of the rest of
the population? They are British
nationals by birth (a small number by
naturalisation) holding British passports
with a right of abode in the British
Dependent Territory of Hong Kong.
Parliament may cede sovereignty over
the territory, but it cannot, by the same
act, deprive British nationals of their
national status. What then will be the
fate of Hong Kong's BDTCs? How will
their rights and status be preserved?
How will BDTCs continue to enjoy
British protection? Will they, and other
Hong Kong belongers who cannot
accept the idea of living under
Communist authority, have a right to
settlement in the United Kingdom and
should not the British Government
negotiate settlement places for them?

Recently, when in Hong Kong, Sir
Geoffrey Howe said the Agreement must
be such that the British Government can
commend it to Parliament, but the
people of Hong Kong will need to know
the terms of the Agreement and have
time to express their views, and he
added that Parliament itself will need
time to reflect and take account of the
views of Hong Kong people. The
Foreign Secretary was reiterating what
has been said many times before,
namely, that any Agreement reached
between the British and Chinese
Governments must be acceptable to the
people of Hong Kong. This raises at least
two questions:

(/) How is it proposed that
acceptability is put to the test?

(#7) What will be HMG's reaction if
Hong Kong people do not accept the
Agreement or parts of it?

Parliament cannot take lightly the
responsibility of transferring authority
over a community (as opposed to the
territory) for which the constitutional link
with Britain has meant so much for so
long to a communist government, albeit
the Chinese Government which has a
legitimate claim to sovereignty over the
territory of Hong Kong itself. The
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inescapable fact is that the Chinese
Government is committed to a political
philosophy which is at least
incompatible, and at worst hostile, to the
philosophy on which the various
systems and freedoms enjoyed by Hong
Kong today rest.

It follows that acceptability will
depend on the Agreement now being
negotiated:

(7) containing full details of the
proposed administrative, legal, social and
economic systems applicable after 1997;

(/) providing adequate and
workable assurances that the terms of
the Agreement will be honoured;

(iif) stating that the provisions of the
Basic Law will incorporate the provisions
of the Agreement;

(/v) guaranteeing that the rights of
British nationals will be safeguarded.

We believe that Members of
Parliament will wish to take account of
our views. We also believe that these
views are an accurate reflection of the
views of Hong Kong people as a whole,
to whom the imminent withdrawal of the
British link has been a great, if not
entirely unexpected, disappointment.

QppENDIX V

Speaking Note for Meetings in Beijing

Transiation of the Full Text of a Chinese
Speaking Note used by Sir S. Y. CHUNG,
Miss Lydia DUNN & Mr. Q. W. LEE
during thejr Meetings with Chairman
DE_NG Xiaoping and Mr. JI Pengfei in
€ljing on 23rd June 1984
€ are honoured to have the
OPportunity during our visit to Beijing
10 meet with Chairman DENG Xiaoping
and other Chinese leaders to have an
€xchange of views about the future of
Ong Kong.
Being Chinese, we support the
'Covery of the sovereignty of Hong
ONg and China’s reunification plan,
®Specially since China has formally
3MNounced that, after 1997, Hong Kong
will F’ecome a Special Administrative
€gion having a high degree of
Utonomy and administered by local
r‘)me; and that the existing systems will
Main unchanged for 50 years.
The British Foreign Secretary, Sir
eoffrey Howe, announced on 20th
Pril, 1984, that Britain will return the
?Ovemgnty of Hong Kong to China in
futu7. This has helped to clarify the
v "19 of Hong Kong. However, it has
€lped to boost the confidence of
n‘i_DEODIe of Hong Kong. People remain
i "\C'US and yvgrried qnd thgy are filled
i Uncertainties. This anxiety is not
ed to those with money. They affect
Orkers and ordinary citizens alike. This
8 féct and we feel it our duty to reflect
'S Situation honestly.
he Current worries of the people of
ONg Kong concern the period before
97 and that after 1997,
'®gards the period before 1997,
Drgsst People believe that only if
the npemv and stability are maintained in
i ext13 years can there be any hope
COmip'OSDenty and stability would
e W“Ut? for 50 years after 1997. People
early Orried that, in order to reach an
aScord, the Governments of China
ici"téin may come to an Agreement
ik Will be lacking in detail and
nﬁ(;"gless This would lead to a loss of
€nce, an exodus of professional
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and talented people, an outflow of
capital, a lack of investment, resulting in
economic recession in Hong Kong.
Furthermore, people are worried that the
jostling for power in the next 13 years
may threaten the stability and prosperity
of Hong Kong, forcing China to interfere
or take over Hong Kong before 1997.

As regards the period after 1997, most
people similarly believe that, if there is no
confidence in the arrangements after
1997, it would not be possible to
maintain prosperity and stability in the
13 years before 1997. In particular, there
are three main worries about post-1997
arrangements:

First, people are worried that, instead
of genuinely being administered by
the people of Hong Kong, the future
Government of Hong Kong would
actually be administered from
Beijing. Although China may not
send any cadres to Hong Kong, the
people administering Hong Kong in
the future Government of Hong Kong
may in fact be controlled by Beijing.
Second, people fear that the middle
and lower level cadres who are
responsible for the implementation of
China’s policy over Hong Kong may
not be able to accept the capitalist
systems and lifestyle of Hong Kong.

They may not implement the policy of

the central Government of China and

they may interfere in the local
administration.

Third, whilst people have faith in

Chairman DENG and the present

leadership, people are concerned that

the future policy of China may change
and that future leaders may revert to

“extreme left” policies. They may not

recognise the “one-country-two-

systems” policy and renege on the
promise that the existing systems in

Hong Kong will remain unchanged

for 50 years.

As we are Unofficial Members of the
Hong Kong Executive and Legislative
Councils, the people of Hong Kong have
high expectations about our meetings

with Chairman DENG and other Chinese
leaders in Beijing. We are conscious of
our responsibility. We are concerned
with the overall interest of Hong Kong
so that it would continue to remain
prosperous and stable. We will not,
therefore, raise for discussion on this
occasion individual sectional issues such
as land ownership and dual nationality,
vital though they are. Our proposals are
also not made for our own personal
interests. We have carefully studied the
views expressed by al! classes of Hong
Kong society in the last 10 months. We
have thought through what would be
necessary to maintain the prosperity and
stability of Hong Kong before and after
1997, under the principle of the
sovereignty of Hong Kong being
returned to China in 1997. We will
express our views frankly and honestly.
We have three main recommendations:—
(7) To maintain prosperity, confidence
must be maintained. In order to maintain
confidence, the Agreement between the
two Governments of China and Britain
must be found acceptable by the people
of Hong Kong (especially by investors
and professionals). The reaction to, and
the success or failure of, the Agreement
really depends on its acceptability to the
people of Hong Kong. For the people to
accept the Agreement, the Agreement:

—must be very detailed; it must
provide clear and precise definitions
of all aspects of Hong Kong's
existing systems;

—must be mutually binding as
between the two signing countries
of China and Britain;

—must contain a provision stipulating
that the Basic Law of the Special
Administrative Region of Hong
Kong will be based on the terms in
the Agreement. This would prevent
unnecessary arguments among the
people of Hong Kong in future
when the Basic Law is drafted. In
addition, such a provision in the
Agreement would help to give
confidence throughout the period
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when the Basic Law is being

drafted;

It is said that such a provision would
be an interference into the internal affairs
of China. We do not think that this
argument has any validity. China has
already made clear publicly its policies
for Hong Kong after 1997. Such policies
will also be stated in the Agreement. A
provision stating that the Basic Law
would reflect the terms of the Agreement
is merely an extension of these stated
policies.

(#7) In order to enhance confidence,
we believe that the Basic Law should be
drafted in Hong Kong. It should be
included in the Constitution of China
after the approval by the Standing
Committee of the Chinese National
People’'s Congress (NPC). It is
appreciated that normally the drafting
and approval of Basic Law of Special
Administrative Regions should be the
responsibility of the Standing Committee
of NPC because Special Administrative
Regions are established, where
necessary, under Article 31 of the
Constitution of China. However, in view
of the special circumstances of Hong
Kong, the drafting of the Basic Law in
Hong Kong would help to enhance
confidence, and at the same, time the
expertise and talents of the Hong Kong
people can be made use of. We believe,
therefore, that the Basic Law should be
drafted in Hong Kong by the people of
Hong Kong together with representatives
from Beijing for the approval of the
Standing Committee of NPC. The
Standing Committee can, of course,
make amendments to the draft. The
authority of the NPC would not,
therefore, be violated by this proposal. In
addition, to give confidence even further
that there would be no changes in the
50 years after 1997, it should be
stipulated in the Basic Law that,
following the precedent of Macau’s

Basic Law under Portugal, any future
amendments to the Basic Law can only
be initiated by Hong Kong.

(iif) Perhaps we can best illustrate the
worry of the Hong Kong people by an
analogy. A small town is about to be
resettled in a place where flooding has
occurred about once every 10 years in
the last 30 years. In order to give
confidence to the people being resettled
there that their livelihood would not be
threatened by flooding in the new place
of residence the residents ask that a
flood-protection dam should be built. If
the Chinese leaders understand the
anxiety of the people of Hong Kong and
would agree to the establishment of an
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insulating mechanism, like a dam,
between Hong Kong and China,
confidence in Hong Kong would be
greatly increased. We, therefore, propose
the establishment of a Committee
consisting of Chinese people of
international standing and reputation.
This Committee will be appointed by the
Government of China. Their
responsibility would be to monitor or
advise the drafting, and implementation
of, and subsequent amendments, if any,
to the Basic Law.

The above recommendations, if
accepted and adopted by the
Government of China, will, in our
opinion, greatly help to give confidence
to the people of Hong Kong, upon
which the prosperity and stability of
Hong Kong depend. We hope that they
would be seriously considered by
Chairman DENG Xiaoping and other
Chinese leaders.

P QppENDIX VI

ExCo Press Conference Statement

On Draft Agreement

Statement by Sir S. Y. CHUNG, Senior
Unofficia/ Member of the Executive

ouncil, at a Press Conference given by
the Unofficial Members of the Executive
Counciy in Hong Kong on Friday, 28th
September, 1984

The Future of Hong Kong
Last Wednesday you heard the speech of
the Governor when he presented the

INo-British draft Agreement on the
future of Hong Kong. Yesterday the

Overnor answered various questions at
A press conference. The objective of this
Press conference is to explain why the

noffical Members of the Executive

Ouncil are endorsing the draft

greement and commending it to the
PEople of Hong Kong.

(if) As you will recall, the Foreign
iteCretary disclosed in April this year that

Would be unrealistic to have British
administration in Hong Kong after 1997
and the whole of Hong Kong would

aVe to revert to China in 1997.

Ubsequently, UMELCO issued a
Statement last May in which they
"eflected the anxieties and wishes of the
People of Hong Kong and listed the four
::)Osﬁimportam requirements which they

NSidered to be essential in the Sino-

fitish Agreement.

(iif) Since the publication of this
Statement, UMELCO have received a
%'9€ number of representations from a
:)’('de Cross-section of the community

Pressing their support. The South
S 'na Morning Post also commissioned
5 Independent research firm to conduct
. Urvey which showed that 82% of the
" Mmunity approved fully or in part of

© statement. In addition, almost 70% of

€ elected and appointed Unofficial

€Mmbers of the 18 District Boards came
c"" N support. From this response, it is

€ar that a large majority of the people
st;ong Kong supported the UMELCO

“‘®ment as reflecting their worries and
Wishes,

Ouiiy) Briefly, UMELCO’s paper
Ined four basic requirements which

were considered to be essential for the
acceptability of the Agreement. These
were, first, that the Agreement must
contain full details of all the systems in
Hong Kong after 1997; second, that it
must state that the provisions of the
Basic Law will incorporate the relevant
provisions of the Agreement; third, that it
must provide adequate and workable
assurances that the terms of the
Agreement will be honoured; and finally
that the rights of Hong Kong British
Nationals will be safeguarded. Given the
support that UMELCO have received
from the community on these four basic
requirements, it follows that acceptability
will, to a large extent, depend on how far
the Agreement meets these
requirements. The Unofficial Members of
the Executive Council, therefore, have
assessed the acceptability of the
Agreement based on these four major
requirements.

(v) First, we believe that the
Agreement does provide sufficient details
of the administrative, legal, social and
economic systems which will be
maintained in the Hong Kong SAR after
1997. Some people, however, may still
wish to see more precise details in
certain areas. One should appreciate that
it is impossible in an unique agreement
such as this to define every aspect of
Hong Kong life in thirteen years time.
Nonetheless, we believe that the
agreement does provide, with sufficient
clarity and precision, a sound framework
on which the people of Hong Kong can
plan and build their future.

(vi) Secondly, the Agreement fully
meets our second requirement in clearly
stating that the future Basic Law will
incorporate the relevant provisions of the
Agreement.

(vii) As to the third requirement of
providing adequate and workable
assurances, this issue is somewhat
subjective in nature, and different
persons may have different assessments.

(viii) The important assurance, we
believe, is the undertaking by both

Governments to implement the Joint
Declaration and its Annexes which shall
be equally binding. We are advised by
legal experts on international affairs that
an international agreement of this kind is
the highest form of commitment
between two sovereign states and that
the Agreement is legally binding on both
Governments. If there are any breaches
by any one of the two signatories within
the life of the Agreement, the other will
be obliged to make representations in
the interests of the people of Hong
Kong.

(ix) Lastly, on the fourth requirement
of guaranteeing the rights of British
Nationals; whilst there will undoubtedly
be disappointment about the termination
of transmissibility in 1997, the Hong
Kong BDTCs will welcome the
safeguard in the Agreement of their right
to use British passports after 1997.

(x) On the whole, the Agreement, in
our opinion, does meet substantially our
major requirements. In addition, in
assessing acceptability, we have
considered the alternatives. What is the
alternative, particularly for those who
cannot leave or do not wish to leave?
The alternative is no agreement and the
likelihood of a unilateral declaration by
China. A unilateral declaration may not
contain all the details we require; may
not be binding; may not provide any
assurances or an undertaking about the
future Basic Law. It almost certainly
would not safeguard the rights of Hong
Kong BDTCs.

(x/) In addition, there are in the draft
Agreement many positive features which
are to be welcomed. For example, on the
issue of an elected legislature and on
land matters; on the right of Hong Kong
people to travel freely in and out of the
SAR; and on the various freedoms which
we hold so preciously Hong Kong. The
fact that this draft Agreement contains
much more details than many people
expected indicates the efforts of both
Governments to meet the concerns of the
people of Hong Kong. We therefore
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believe that a mutually binding
agreement, freely negotiated and entered
into between two sovereign states and
providing a workable framework, is
much to be preferred to no agreement.

(xif) The last two years have been

historic years for Hong Kong: sometimes
frustrating and sometimes emotional for
all of us. We would like to express our
admiration to the people of Hong Kong
for their patience in these uncertain
times. We the Unofficial Members of the
Executive Council were very conscious of
our responsibility in reflecting the views
and wishes of the people of Hong Kong.
We were united and determined in one
over-riding objective; that of securing an
agreement which would provide the
continuation of prosperity and stability of
Hong Kong well into the future.

(xiii’) It is our belief that what we have
today is the best agreement possible and
one which we, the Unofficial Members
of the Executive Council, can commend
to the people of Hong Kong in good
conscience. The world at large will
observe the good faith with which it is
implemented and we trust the people of
Hong Kong can also take heart from this.

(xiv) Finally, we would like to take
this opportunity to pay tribute to the
Governor of Hong Kong and his team.
They have worked long and hard but the
Governor deserves a special mention.
There have been pressures on him from
all sides, but in all these the Governor
has always the interest of Hong Kong at
heart. The people of Hong Kong owe
him a debt of deep gratitude.

This statement was delivered in Chinese
as well as in English
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®ppENDIX VI

UMELCO Position Paper

0f29.11.84

Statement issued by the Unofficial
Members of the Hong Kong Executive
and Legis/ative Councils on 29th
November 1984

The Future of Hong Kong

Introduction

nofficial Members of the Executive
Council and the Legislative Council®
(UMELCO) have always been aware of
the Concern of the people of Hong Kong
about their future, and on the arrival of
the Governor in May 1982, the Senior
Member stressed publicly the importance
and urgency to the people of Hong
KO“Q of the satisfactory resolution of this
ISsug,

Since the Sino-British talks on the
future of Hong Kong began in late 1982,
UMELCO have received many
"®Presentations about Hong Kong's

Uture up to and beyond 1997.

Before the debates took place in the
W0 Houses of British Parliament in May
this year, Um ELCO sent a delegation to

Ondon and issued a statement to reflect
the anxieties and wishes of the people of
Ong Kong: there they listed, inter alia,

e four most important criteria by which

the acceptability of the Sino-British
9reement to the people of Hong Kong
Would be judged.

Briefly, these are, first, that the
Agreement must contain full details of
;nedpfoposed administrative, legal, social

€conomic systems applicable in

ONng Kong after 1997; second, that it
mus_t State that the provisions of the

3sic Law will incorporate the relevant
Provisions of the Agreement; third, that it
?USt provide adequate and workable
SSurances that the terms of the
p 9reement will be honoured; and
2urthly, that the rights of Hong Kong
Mlish Nationals must be safeguarded.
reCF(?llowing its publication, UMELCO
repewed a Iarge number of
"eSentations from a wide cross-
f:;tlon of the community expressing
"Support. The South China Morning
St commissioned an independent

research firm to conduct a survey, which
showed that 82% of the community
approved fully or in part of the statement.
In addition, about 70% of the elected
and appointed Unofficial Members of
the 18 District Boards gave their support.

Three Unofficial Members went to
Beijing in June this year and reflected to
the Chinese leaders, including Chairman
DENG, the anxieties and wishes of the
people of Hong Kong. They also made
three major proposals to the Chinese
leaders, proposals which they considered
would help to enhance the confidence
of the people of Hong Kong about their
future.

These three major proposals were first,
that the Sino-British Agreement must be
detailed and binding and the Basic Law
must be based on the Agreement;
second, that the people of Hong Kong
should participate in the drafting of the
Basic Law and those sections relating to
Hong Kong's internal affairs should be
drafted in the territory, and not amended
except at the initiation of Hong Kong;
and third, that a committee of Chinese
people of international standing should
be appointed by China to monitor and
advise on the drafting, implementation
and subsequent amendments to the
Basic Law.

Their trip to Beijing also received
overwhelming support from the public.
A second poll taken by the same
independent research firm showed that
eight out of ten agreed with the
UMELCO visit to Beijing; 74% supported
the first, 78% the second, and 61% the
third major proposal.

Acceptability of Joint
Declaration

Since its publication on 26 September,
1984 all the Unofficial Members, with
the exception of two Members in the
Legislative Council, have endorsed and
commended the Draft Agreement to the
people of Hong Kong. The Draft
Agreement or Joint Declaration, in their
view, does meet substantially the four

basic criteria contained in the UMELCO
statement made in London in May.
Furthermore, there are in the Joint
Declaration many positive features which
are to be welcomed and it contains
much more detail than many people
originally expected. It is a mutually
binding agreement, freely negotiated and
entered into between two sovereign
states.

All the 18 District Boards, as well as
the Urban Council and the Heung Yee
Kuk, have found the draft Joint
Declaration generally acceptable.
Unofficial Members, in conjunction with
some newspapers, commissioned an
independent research firm to conduct a
territory-wide survey covering 6,000
randomly selected adults above the age
of 18. The results of this professional
survey indicated that the majority of the
people of Hong Kong found the Draft
Agreement generally acceptable and that
90% of the respondents preferred the
Agreement to no Agreement at all.

Whilst the draft Agreement is
acceptable as a whole to the majority of
the community, some concern and
points of detail have been raised. In
particular, there is anxiety about
interference from the Chinese
Government; worry about conscription in
the Hong Kong Special Administrative
Region; uncertainty about the
acceptability to third countries of the
new form of British passport; doubt
about the preservation of existing human
rights and personal freedoms; fear about
the stationing of PLA troops in Hong
Kong; resentment about the termination
of transmissibility of British nationality
for Hong Kong BDTCs in 1997;
reservations about possible
incompatibility between the constitution
of the People’s Republic of China and
the future Basic Law of Hong Kong; and
concern about the faithful
implementation of the Agreement and
the policies of future Chinese leaders.

There are also very strong requests
that the people of Hong Kong should
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not only be consulted on, but should
actively participate in, the drafting of the
Basic Law and that Hong Kong people
should also sit on the Sino-British Joint
Liaison Group.

The ultimate success of the Joint
Declaration depends on people’s
confidence that it will be implemented
faithfully and that matters of concern and
questions of detail which have been
raised are satisfactorily resolved and
clarified by the two signatory
Governments. Therefore, in accepting
the Agreement, we urge both the British
and Chinese Governments to take steps
to reassure the people of Hong Kong in
these respects.

Move To Representative
Government

Given that Hong Kong will be a Special
Administrative Region within China after
1997, with an elected legislature
enjoying a high degree of autonomy, it is
essential that a government structure
consisting largely of local people is in
place and in proper working order well
before 1997. It is therefore necessary to
move to a more representative form of
government, transferring the powers of
the present colonial government to the
elected representatives of the people of
Hong Kong.

In this respect, UMELCO welcome
and support the basic proposals and the
progressive approach outlined in both
the Green and White Papers on the
Further Development of Representative
Government in Hong Kong. However,
Unofficial Members echo the caution
expressed in many quarters against any
rapid or radical changes which may put
atrisk Hong Kong's raison d'’etre, that is,
stability and prosperity.

Hong Kong is not an independent
state and can never be. Despite the
promise of a high degree of autonomy,
its subsidiary relationship with the
Chinese Central Government must be
understood and accepted. Parliamentary
government as practised in the West,
featuring adversarial politics, is not
necessarily suited to Hong Kong,
recognising Hong Kong’s unique status
and the political constraints placed upon
it by this status. Hong Kong must,
therefore, devise its own unique style of
representative government, building on
the proven elements which have been
responsible for Hong Kong's success.

The Next Twelve Years

Most people in Hong Kong believe that
only if stability and prosperity are
maintained in the period prior to 1997
can there be any hope that stability and
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prosperity will be continued for fifty
years after 1997. It is therefore generally
felt that the next twelve years will be
critical and crucial to Hong Kong's
continual success beyond 1997. It is
essential, therefore, that all concerned,
Britain, China and the people of Hong
Kong, play their part in furthering Hong
Kong's stability and prosperity in the
next 12 years.

The main task for Her Majesty’s
Government in the next twelve years is
to ensure a smooth transition, so that
1997 does not represent an abrupt break
with the past, but the continuation of a
gradual process of evolution. To allay
fears of Britain losing interest in Hong
Kong, it is important that HMG continue
to govern Hong Kong effectively. It must
demonstrate its continual determination,
resolve and commitment to Hong Kong's
stability and prosperity.

The Chinese Government must
demonstrate its willingness to listen to
the views and wishes of the people of
Hong Kong. In particular, given the great
significance attached by the people of
Hong Kong to the Basic Law, it is hoped
that, as was suggested by the Unofficial
Members to the Chinese leaders in
Beijing in June this year, the people of
Hong Kong should be consulted on, and
participate in, the drafting of the Basic
Law.

As for the people of Hong Kong, they
understand that the aim of the draft
Agreement is the maintenance of Hong
Kong's stability and prosperity, and that
stability and prosperity are the product
of, among other qualities, their energy,
talent, industry and confidence. The
Agreement provides a sound basis on
which to continue to apply these
attributes. The people of Hong Kong are
ready and willing to take on the
challenge of the new circumstances they
face. Given understanding and sensitivity
by the two signatory Governments and
their firm commitment to implementing
the Joint Declaration in both letter and
spirit, the people of Hong Kong will
succeed in maintaining Hong Kong's
stability and prosperity, and in making
the draft Agreement work.

" The Governor consults the Executive Council in
the execution of the powers and authorities granted
to him by Letters Patent, and acts on its advice. At
present, it consists of 4 Ex-officio Members, 2
Official Members and 10 Unofficial Members,
appointed by the Governor

The Legislative Council consists of 3 Ex-officio
Members, 13 Official Members and 30 Unofficial
Members. It enacts legislation and controls public
expenditure.

The Unofficial Members are appointed from a
wide spectrum of the community. Through their
membership of over 300 boards and committees,
including District Boards, the Urban Council and the
Heung Yee Kuk, dealing with public affairs, with
educational and legal matters, and with all facets of
Hong Kong's economic and social life, Unofficial
Members are in touch with all sectors of the
community

Apart from their duties in the two Councils, they
monitor the effectiveness of the public
administration, and consider complaints by members
of the public against Government, for handling
which they have far wider powers than is possessed
by any Ombudsman

i

O !PPENDIX VIII

Panels, Committees, Working Groups
and Ad Hoc Groups Formed in 1983-84

L. UMELCO Panels

1. Chinese Language Policy

Mr. WONG Lam (Convener)

2. Civil Service

Mr. Lo Tak-shing (Convener)

3. Cultural Affairs and Recreation
I. Alex WU (Convener)

4. Economic Services and Monetary
fairs

Mr. L Fook-wo (Convener)

S. Education and Manpower
" Patrick T. McGovern (Convener)

6. Environmental Affairs
Mr.s. L. CHEN (Convener)

7D- Health and Welfare
. Harry FANG (Convener)

8. House Committee

r.0.V. CHEUNG (Convener)
S. Housing
MrR K, Lobo (Convener)

10. Lands and Works
" 0.V. CHEUNG (Convener)

1. Public Relations

I.0.V. CHEUNG (Convener)
12. Public Urilities

'Ss Maria TAM (Convener)
13, Security

r.LO Tak-shing (Convener)

184 Staff Steering
"S.Y. CHUNG (Convener)

15. Trade and Industry

r.D.K. Newbigging (Convener)
(U to6.7.84)

" Q. W. LEE (Convener)
16» Transport
'S Lydia DUNN (Convener)

g' ICAC Complaints
SMmittee

(Appointed by H.E. the Governor)

:/"r S.Y. CHUNG (Chairman)
" R.H. Lobo

Miss Lydia DUNN
Mr. Andrew SO
Mr. J. J. Swaine
Dr. Henrietta IP
Mr. Peter POON
A Law Officer

III. UMELCO Police Group
(Appointed by H.E. the Governor)

Mr. LO Tak-shing (Chairman)
Fr. Patrick T. McGovern

Mr. WONG Lam

Mr. W. C. L. Brown

Mr. J. J. Swaine

Mr. Stephen CHEONG

Mrs. Rita FAN

IV. LegCo Finance Committee

1. Establishment Sub-Committee

Dr. Harry FANG (Chairman)
Mr. Alex WU

Mr. Peter C. WONG
Mr. WONG Lam

Dr. HO Kam-fai

Mr. Allen LEE

Mr. K. C. CHAN

Mr. J. J. Swaine

Mr. Stephen CHEONG
Mrs. Rita FAN

Mrs. Pauline NG

Mr. Peter POON

Mr. YEUNG Po-kwan

2. Public Works Sub-Committee

Mr. R. H. Lobo

Mr. LO Tak-shing

Dr. Francis TIEN

Mr. S. L. CHEN

Fr. Patrick T. McGovern
Mr. Peter C. WONG
Mr. Charles YEUNG
Mr. Andrew SO

Mr. F. K. HU

Mr. WONG Po-yan

Mr. K. C. CHAN

Mr. CHEUNG Yan-lung
Mrs. Selina CHOW
Miss Maria TAM

Dr. Henrietta IP
Mr. CHAN Ying-lun
Mrs. Pauline NG

V. LegCo Public Accounts
Committee
(Appointed by H.E. the Governor)

Mr. S. L. CHEN (Chairman)
Fr. Patrick T. McGovern
Mr. Peter C. WONG

Mr. Charles YEUNG

Mr. W. C. L. Brown

Mr. K. C. CHAN

Mr. Stephen CHEONG

VI. LegCo Working Groups

1. Community Services

(Transport; communications; land; public
works; water and fire services)

Miss Lydia DUNN (Convener)

Mr. S. L. CHEN (Deputy Convener)

2. Economic Services

(Trade; industry; labour and housing)
Dr. Francis TIEN (Convener)

Mr. Allen LEE (Deputy Convener)

3. General Services

(Administration and civil service;
security; City and New Territories
Administration; information and public
relations)

Mr. LO Tak-shing (Convener)

Mr. Alex WU (Deputy Convener)

4. Legislation Scrutiny

(Legal and drafting aspects of all bills
and subsidiary legislation)

Mr. Peter C. WONG (Convener)

Mr. J. J. Swaine (Deputy Convener)

5. Monetary Policy
(Finance; taxation and banking)
Mr. W. C. L. Brown (Convener)

6. Social Services

(Education; medical and health; social
welfare; amenities and related services)
Dr. Harry FANG (Convener)

Fr. Patrick T. McGovern (Deputy
Convener)
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VII. LegCo Ad Hoc Groups

1. Ad Hoc Group on Conveyancing and
Property Bill 1983
Mr. W. C. L. Brown (Convener)

2. Ad Hoc Group on Employment
(Amendment) Bill 1983
Mr. Peter C. WONG (Convener)

3. Ad Hoc Group on Companies
(Amendment) Bill 1981
Mr.W. C. L. Brown (Convener)

4. Ad Hoc Group on Employment
(Amendment) Bill 1984
Dr. Harry FANG (Convener)

5. Ad Hoc Group on Landlord and
Tenant (Consolidation) (Amendment)
Bill 1984

Mr. Peter C. WONG (Convener)

6. Ad Hoc Group on Immigration
(Amendment) (No. 2) Bill 1984
Mr. Peter C. WONG (Convener)

7. Ad Hoc Group on Inland Revenue
(Amendment) Bill 1984
Mr. W. C. L. Brown (Convener)

8. Ad Hoc Group on Foreign Notes
(Prohibition of Circulation) (Repeal) Bill
1984

Mr. W. C. L. Brown (Convener)

9. Ad Hoc Group on Cross Harbour
Tunnel (Passage Tax) Bill 1984
Mr. S. L. CHEN (Convener)

10. Ad Hoc Group on Inland Revenue
(Amendment) (No. 2) Bill 1984
Mr. W. C. L. Brown (Convener)
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@ ®ppenpix 1x
CPA Conferences and Visits

A number of Unofficial Members of
LegCo participated in some of the
Overseas conferences and seminars held
during the year. Mr. WONG Lam and
Mr. CH EUNG Yan-lung participated in
the 29th Commonwealth Parliamentary
Conference held in Kenya from 17.9.83
102.10.83. Mr. Peter C. WONG attended
3s an observer the 17th Australian and
Pacific Regional Conference held in
Tasmania from 6.11.83 to 15.11.83.
Or. Henrietta IP participated in the 33rd
eminar on Westminster Parliamentary
P'amice and Procedure which took place
In London from 7.3.84 to 23.3.84.
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APPENDIX X

!PPENDIX XI

Overseas Visitors Statistics on Questions and Speeches
in LegCo 1963-84
Rt. Hon. Edward Heath, MBE, MP(C) Sir Peter Blaker, mp(C) Mr. Tom Cox, MP (L) - *The subject of the questions and the
i ' Questions No. of dates on which they were asked are
12.9.83 Chairman, UK-Hong Kong Parliamentary 26.4.84 Seeci 0. 14
ession Speeches tficial . :
Group an Original Supplementaries Unofficials  reported in Appendix XIl.
Mr. Timothy Eggar, MP (C) 6.1.84 Lady Norah Phillips
16.9.83 Mrs. Gwyneth Dunwoody, MP (L) 1963/64 35 P 30 8
Sir Brian Hayes Lord Headfort
Mr. C. D. Townsend, MP (C) UK Permanent Secretary for Trade and 30.5.84 1964/65 17 12 46 13
Mr. T. H. Skeet, MP (C) Industry ey
Mr. R. G. Banks, MP (C) 23184 ;%'%feddes 1965/66 28 19 25 13
20.9. 0.
S Mr. W. Dorward, o8& e Rl o 1966/67 5 2 44 13
Mr. Richard Luce, MP (C) Commissioner for HK Commercial K. SRINT INIGAR. ME (L) 196
7 9 44 13
Minister of State for Foreign and Affairs, New York Mr. John Tow?send, i \/68 =
Commonwealth Affairs 22284 Sir Patrick Wall, mP (C) 1968/69 102 66 75 13
26.9.83 22.6.84 1\
i 9
27.2.84 2"; 8R4 bsecisi, SeF (L) Mr Stefan Terlezki, MP (C) i 69/70 85 89 92 13
13.7.84 = Mr. Henry Bellingham, MP (C) | 1970/71 135 96 98 13
M ok Las. fe & Rt. Hon. Paul Channon, MP (C) 27.7.84 : ]
: st UK Minister of State for Trade L 19772 166 155 136 13
29.9.83 2384 Dr. Jeremy Bray, MP (L)
A i 31.7.84 | 1972/73 171 96 151 14
on addon . :
Miss Jenny Little : 19
30.9.83 International Secretary of the Labour gts :Z)n' Bavid Howell. MP(C) ﬂ”’ 176 120 1 15
et ey Kamvvick i B 1974/75 118 104 111 15
ice- i iation i 3. Mr. Ivan Lawrence, QC, MP (C)
Vice-Chairman of the HK Association in taka 1975,76 181 157 119 15
London Sir lan Percival, ac, MP (C) o =
4.10.83 8.3.84 Mr. Paddy Ashdown, MP (Lib) ‘ 19&77 284 318 147 22
Mr. John Browne, MP (C) Mr. George Robertson, MP (L) 15884 1 1977/78 290 578 142 24
Sir Philip Goodhart, mpP (C) Mr. Thomas Clarke, MP (L) Mr. Antony Newton, OBE, MP (C)
Mr. Nicholas Lyell, ac, MP (C) 14.384 Minister for the Disabled 1978/79 163 306 126 24
1= M. D. 3°C: Jones, cuie 15884 1979/80 137 214 119 24
Mr. John Page, MP (C) Minister, H.K. Government Office in Mr. Dennis Canavan, MP (L) 1980/81 131 231 104 26
411.83 Brussels 22884
30.3.84 1981 /82 157 271 144 27
Rt. Hon. Peter Walker, MBE, MP (C) Mr. Peter Tapsell, MP (C)
Secretary of State for Energy Rt. Hon. Sir Geoffrey Howe, ac, Mp (C) 24.8.84 1982/83 194 348 191 27
10.11.83 Secretary of State for Foreign and v _ 19\ e PRy .
Commonwealth Affairs Mr. Eric Deakins, MP (L) \8i§f8‘3 _ _1 80 286 240 29

Mr. Richard Evans (Sir since 1.1.84)
HM Ambassador to Peking
18.11.83

19.4.84

Mr. Robert Adley, mp (C)
Chairman of the UK-Chinese
Parliamentary Group
21.11.83

Rt. Hon. Lord Ennals

Chairman of the Asia Committee of the
British Refugee Council

12.12.83
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19484
27.7.84
1.8.84

Sir Percy Cradock

Deputy Under-Secretary of State
19484

1.8.84

Sir Humphrey Atkins, MP (C)
Mr. John Cope, MP (C)

Mr. David Mitchell, mp (C)
Mr. James Hill, mp (C)
19.484

Mr. Kenneth Eastham, MP (L)
30.8.84
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APPENDIX XII

Summaries of Questions asked in LegCo 1983-84

Subject and Dates

No. of Questions

Subject and Dates

No. of Questions

and Supplementary and Supplementary
Questions Questions
Economy and Finance Potential hazards on Tsing Yi Island (27.6.84) X
Controlling incessant price spiral (12.10.83) 2 Environmental clearances (24.7.84) 3
Position of Hang Lung Bank (23.11.83) 1 Pollution control programme (25.7.84) 1
Standard of auditing (7.12.83) 3
Agricultural and fishing industries (7.12.83) 2 Housing
Depreciation of Hong Kong dollar (21.12.83) 2 Enquiry service of Housing Department (21.12.83) 4
Stock index futures market (21.12.83) 2 Housing needs of the ‘caged men’ (25.1.84) 4
Statistics on the gross domestic product (15.2.84) 1
Prudential supervision of Deposit-taking Companies 5 Immigration
(16.5.84) Automation of immigration control procedures 2
Fisheries industry and mariculture (30.5.84) 4 (23.11.83)
Stock and supply of oil and coal (30.5.84) 1 Control on overstayers (7.12.83) .
Economic contribution of hawkers (13.6.84) 2
Control on publicly-listed companies (24.7.84) 5 Industry and Trade
Interest rate charged on loans (2.8.84) 2 Exhibition Centre (23.11.83) 7
French restrictions on import of quartz watches 3
Education (14.3.84)
Provision of social workers in secondary schools 5
Schooling of children living in transit centres (2.5.84) 2 Compensation to injured workers (11.1.84) 2
Promotion of political awareness (2.5.84) % Provisions on severance payment under the 2
Subject of Government and Public Affairs (16.5.84) 1 Employment Ordinance (11.1.84)
Strengthening of political awareness (30.5.84) 2 Promoting labour education (15.2.84) 1
Secondary and special school places for Tuen Munby 4 lllegal immigrants working in factories (13.6.84) 1
1990 (30.5.84) Hong Kong residents working overseas (25.7.84) 2
Provision of laboratory technicians in secondary 2
schools (27.6.84) Medical and Health
Government funding for various kinds of schools 1 Malaria (12.10.83) 1
(27.6.84) Control on optical profession (23.11.83) 1
Combined Screening and Group Testing Programme 1 Red-tide affected seafood (23.11.83) 4
at Primary 2 (27.6.84) Emergencyservice of ChaiWan Health Centre (25.1.84) 1
Promoting and coordinating civic education (25.7.84) 7 Provision of blood for blood transfusions (15.2.84) 2
Neonatal screening for congenital hypothyrodism 3
Environmental Matters (16.5.84)
Foul smells in Kai Tak area (23.11.83) 4 Prevention of Hepatitis B (16.5.84) Bl
Refuse storage chambers (7.12.83) 1 Regulations on using hazardous materials for food 1
Urban renewal programmes (7.12.83) 2 wrapping (30.5.84)
Illegal structures in buildings (21.12.83) 7. Date of consumption label on food packages (13.6.84) 2
Management of private streets (21.12.83) 2 Accidents caused by the use of dangerous consumer 2
Cleanliness of the territory’s water (11.1.84) 2 products (13.6.84)
Water supply to squatter areas (25.1.84) 3 Abortion (27.6.84) 1
Safeguards against proposed nuclear plant (25.1.84) 2 Services of optical shops (27.6.84) 1
Illegal hawking in Kwun Tong and Mong Kok (25.1.84) 4 Registration of practitioners of Chinese traditional 4
Cooked-food stalls in private streets (25.1.84) 1 medicine (11.7.84)
Collection of floating refuse near beaches (2.5.84) 1 Motorcycle ambulance support (11.7.84) 4
Accidents to pedestrians during hawker control 3 Government Consultant Ophthalmologist and Ear, 5

operations (13.6.84)
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Nose and Throat Surgeons (25 7.84)

*

Subject and Dates

No. of Questions

and Supplementary
Questions

Subject and Dates

No. of Questions

and Supplementary
Questions

Provision of fresh platelets, fresh frozen plasma and
cryoprecipitate (25.7.84)

lllegal medical advertisement (2.8.84)

Hepatitis B Vaccine (2.8.84)

New Territories

Water quality of streams (23.11.83)

Transportation for Tai O villagers (7.12.83)

Medical facilities for Tai Po (21.12.83)

Pollution control for oyster farms in Yuen Long
(21.12.83)

Stream pollution in Tai Po (21.12.83)

Withdrawal of ferry service for small outlying
communities (21.12.83)

Provision of burial grounds on outlying islands
(11.1.84)

Mains water supplies to rural areas (30.5.84)

Political System

District Administration (12.10.83)

Voters for District Board and Urban Council Elections
(23.11.83)

WOrking relationship between District Management
Committees and District Boards (21.12.83)

Representative Government (2.5.84)

Public Order
‘Spent Conviction’ Scheme (23.11.83)
Mass robbery in high-rise buildings (23.11.83)
Pick-pockets on trains (23.11.83)
Handling of court exhibits (23.11.83)
Triad activities (7.12.83)
Protection of personal data stored in computers
(21.12.83)
Regulations on money-changers (21.12.83)
Shop-lifting (21.12.83)
Control of objectionable publications (25.1.84)
Disturbances on January 13 (25.1.84)
Trouble makers in Vietnamese refugee camps (15.2.84)
Prevention of armed robberies (15.2.84)
Strength of Police Force (15.2.84)
lllegal possession of firearms (15.2.84)
he role of the garrison stationed in Hong Kong
(13.6.84)
Prosecution of minor offences facilitated by the
Magistrates’ (Amendment) Ordinance (27.6.84)
Gang fights involving students (11.7.84)
Thefts of vehicles (11.7.84)
€-organisation of Neighbourhood Police Units
(11.7.84)
Use of soft drugs by youngsters (24.7.84)
€tecting and banning of objectionable publications
(25.7.84)
Corporal punishment (25.7.84)

Public Works & Utilities

Widening of Ting Kok Road (21.12.83)

Plot ratio of building sites (21.12.83)

Safety of glass office buildings during typhoon
(11.1.84)

Construction of Cha Kwo Ling Road (25.1.84)
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Contractors failing to observe regulations (25.1.84)

Construction of road linking Sai Kung and Sha Tin
(15.2.84)

Utilisation of undeveloped Crown land (15.2.84)

Construction of footbridges in Eastern District
(15.2.84)

Power failure on March 4 (14.3.84)

Blasting operations at MTR construction sites
(2.5.84)

Installation of air-conditioners in high-rise buildings
(13.6.84)

Unauthorised building works (27.6.84)

Monitoring on supplies of electricity and gas
(11.7.84)

Forbearance fee for change of use of premises
(11.7.84)

Public Service

Morale in the public service (11.1.84)

Standard of translation in the civil service (15.2.84)

Supply of simultaneous interpreters (15.2.84)

Services of government public enquiry counter staff
(27.6.84)

Social Welfare

Public assistance (23.11.83)

Child abuse (7.12.83)

Street sleepers (7.12.83)

Battered wives (21.12.83)

Assistance to the poor in cold weather (21.12.83)

Statutory guardianship for the mentally handicapped
aged over 21 (15.2.84)

Assistance to Happy Valley bus accident victims
(15.2.84)

Nursing care for old people (2.5.84)

Compensation to victims of traffic accidents (16.5.84)

Caring for the elderly (30.5.84)

Provision of community centres and community halls
(27.6.84)

Computerised Central Registry for the Disabled
(2.8.84)

Sports and Recreation

Hong Kong's participation in the Olympic Games
(2.5.84)

Utilisation rate of the Hong Kong Coliseum (30.5.84)

Private recreation and sports clubs (25.7.84)

Traffic and Transport

Increase in tolls at the Aberdeen Tunnel (7.12.83)

Light Rail Transit system for Tuen Mun (7.12.83)

Electronic Road Pricing Scheme (7.12.83)

On-road safety of cyclists (11.1.84)

Contracting-out motor vehicle testing and inspections
(15.2.84)

Bus maintenance services (15.2.84)

Traffic light at the junction of Pottinger Street and
Queen’s Road Central (14.3.84)

Speed limits on roads (16.5.84)

On-street metered parking space (30.5.84)

Public car park places (30.5.84)
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APPENDIX XIV

Bills enacted in 1983-84

Title of Bill Date Enacted Title of Bill Date Enacted

Hang Lung Bank (Acquisition) Bill 1983 27.9.83 Fixed Penalty (Traffic Contraventions) 14.3.84
ill

Employment (Amendment)Bill 1983 12.10.83 [Aerkinont) BR'1S04

Pensions (Increase) (Amendment) Bill 1983 9-10.11.83
Buildings (Amendment) (No. 2) Bill 1983
Mass Transit Railway (Land Resumption and

Related Provisions) (Amendment) Bill

1983

Mass Transit Railway Corporation 23.11.83
(Amendment) Bill 1983
Inland Revenue (Amendment) (No. 4) Bill
1983
Road Traffic (Driving-Offence Points)
(Amendment) Bill 1983
Interpretation and General Clauses
(Amendment) (No. 3) Bill 1983
City Polytechnic of Hong Kong Bill 1983

Deposit-taking Companies (Amendment) 7.12.83
Bill 1983

Banking (Amendment) Bill 1983

Entertainments Tax (Amendment and
Validation) Bill 1983

Telecommunication (Amendment) Bill 1983

Holidays (Amendment) Bill 1983

Inland Revenue (Amendment) (No. 5) Bill 21.12.83
1983
Jubilee Sports Centre (Amendment) Bill
1983
Buildings (Amendment) (No. 3) Bill 1983
The Methodist Church, Hong Kong,
Incorporation Bill 1983 (an Unofficial
Member's Bill)
Hong Kong Sea Cadet Corps Bill 1983 (an
Unofficial Member's Bill)

Debtors (Arrest and Imprisonment) Bill 1983 11.1.84
Summary Offences (Amendment) Bill 1983
Import and Export (Amendment) (No. 2) Bill
1983
Industrial Training (Clothing Industry)
(Amendment) Bill 1983
Crown Lands Resumption (Amendment)

Bill 1983
Companies (Amendment) Bill 1983 25.1.84
Dangerous Drugs (Amendment) Bill 1984
Public Finance (Amendment) Bill 1984 15.2.84

Rating (Amendment) Bill 1984
Pawnbrokers Bill 1983
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Fixed Penalty (Criminal Proceedings)
(Amendment) Bill 1984

Peak Tramway (Amendment) Bill 1984

Labour Tribunal (Amendment) Bill 1984

Appropriation Bill 1984 2.5.84
Exchange Fund (Amendment) Bill 1984
Arbitration (Amendment) Bill 1984
Magistrates (Amendment) Bill 1984
Employment (Amendment) Bill 1984
Road Traffic (Amendment) Bill 1984
Matilda and War Memorial Hospital
(Amendment) Bill 1984 (an Unofficial
Member’s Bill)

Deposit-taking Companies (Amendment) 16.5.84
Bill 1984

Money Lenders (Amendment) Bill 1984

Immigration (Amendment) Bill 1984

Medical Registration (Amendment) Bill
1984

Smoking (Public Health) (Amendment) Bill
1984

Apprenticeship (Amendment) Bill 1984

Cross-Harbour Tunnel (Passage Tax) Bill
1984

Stamp Duty (Amendment) (No. 2) Bill 1984 30.5.84
Merchant Shipping (Amendment) Bill 1984
Immigration (Amendment) (No. 2) Bill 1984
Buildings (Amendment) Bill 1984
Employment (Amendment) (No. 2) Bill
1984

Dutiable Commodities (Amendment) Bill 13.6.84
1984

Dutiable Commodities (Amendment)
No. 2) Bill 1984

Inland Revenue (Amendment) Bill 1984

Evidence (Amendment) Bill 1984

The Hong Kong Academy for Performing
Arts Bill 1984

Fixed Penalty (Traffic Contraventions)
(Amendment) (No. 2) Bill 1984

Landlord and Tenant (Consolidation)
(Amendment) Bill 1984

Lands Tribunal (Amendment) Bill 1984

Judicial Service Commission (Amendment)
Bill 1984

Stamp Duty (Amendment) Bill 1984

-

Title of Bill Date Enacted
Public Omnibus Services (Amendment) Bill 27.6.84
1984

Antibiotics, Pharmacy and Poisons
(Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill 1984

Companies (Amendment) (No. 2) Bill 1984 11.7.84
Bankruptcy (Amendment) Bill 1984
Employment (Amendment) (No. 3) Bill

1984
Audit (Amendment) Bill 1984 18.7.84
Import & Export (Amendment) (No. 2) Bill
1984
Reserved Commodities (Amendment) Bill
1984
Inland Revenue (Amendment) (No. 3) Bill 24.7.84
1984

Rating (Amendment) (No. 2) Bill 1984

Legal Aid (Amendment) Bill 1984

Buildings (Amendment) (No. 2) Bill 1984

Business Registration (Amendment) Bill
1984

Fixed Penalty (Criminal Proceedings)
(Amendment) (No. 2) Bill 1984

Limitation (Amendment) Bill 1984

Firearms and Ammunition (Amendment) Bill
1984

Tattooing of Young Persons Bill 1984

Chinese Visa Office (Privileges and 25.7.84
Immunities) Bill 1984

Conveyancing and Property Bill 1984

Criminal Procedure (Amendment) Bill 1984

Jury (Amendment) Bill 1984

District Boards and Urban Council Elections
(Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill 1984

Road Traffic (Amendment) (No. 2) Bill 1984

Births and Deaths Registration (Amendment)
Bill 1984

FOreign Marriage (Amendment) Bill 1984

Legitimacy (Amendment) Bill 1984
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APPENDIX XV

Typical Complaints Cases Handled by UMELCO Office
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I. Complaints/Appeals
Successful

Complaint about the Provisions of
Section 54 of the Landlord and Tenant
(Consolidation) Ordinance (Cap. 7)
(C 71489/83)

A lawyer complained to UMELCO
about the provisions of Section 54 of the
Landlord and Tenant (Consolidation)
Ordinance (Cap. 7). Under this Section,
it was stated that where a landlord and
tenant entered into a tenancy agreement
after commencement of the Landlord
and Tenant (Consolidation)
(Amendment) Ordinance 1980, the
landlord should lodge with the
Commissioner of Rating and Valuation a
notice in the specified form stating the
rent payable by the tenant, and such
notice should be signed by both landlord
and tenant. Section 54(3) also stated
that a landlord should not be entitled to
maintain an action to recover rent stated
in the notice mentioned in subsection
(2) unless the notice was endorsed by
the Commissioner under that sub-
section. The complainant said that in a
recent case he acted on behalf of his
client and applied to court to recover
premises on the grounds that the tenant
had failed to pay rent. In the first
instance the case was rejected by the
trial judge, on the ground that his client,
the landlord, had not lodged the
requisite notice with the Commissioner.
However, the Ordinance made no
provision for compelling the tenant to
sign the notice once the latter was in
possession, nor even prescribed a
penalty for refusal to sign. Thus, had it
not been for his successful appeal
against this judgement, his client would
never have been able to recover the
premises. The tenant concerned would
have been able to occupy the premises
indefinitely without paying any rent,
simply by refusing to sign the necessary
notice. He therefore pointed out that
Section 54 leaned unjustifiably in favour
of tenants.
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The complaint was referred to the
Administration for consideration.
Subsequently, following enactment of
the Landlord and Tenant
(Consolidation) (Amendment) Ordinance
1984, Section 54 of the principal
ordinance was repealed on 1 July, 1984.

Appeal for Ex-gratia Compensation

(C 1528/83)

Three "Kaito’ operators appealed to
UMELCO for ex-gratia compensation for
the closing of their 'kaito’ service
between Tsuen Wan and Moon Tsui
Tong on Tsing Yi as a result of
reclamation of the typhoon shelter
(Tsing Yi Area 8). They claimed they had
been operating the service since 1968
with a licence issued by the Marine
Department.

The case was taken up with the
Administration. The Director of Lands
stated that there was no provision for
compensation, whether ex-gratia or
otherwise, payable in respect of a
business loss suffered by ‘kaito’
operators. The District Commissioner
(Tsuen Wan), however, supported the
appeal and considered that they
deserved Government's special attention
and fair treatment as the operators were
the victims of progress and development.

Subsequently, an inter-departmental
meeting was held to discuss the appeal.
The appeal was then brought before the
Compensation Review Committee which
decided to submit it to Finance
Committee for the approval of an
ex-gratia disturbance allowance. Finance
Committee duly approved that each of
the three ‘kaito’ operators should be
awarded an ex-gratia allowances of
$16,200.

Appeal for Allocation of Hawker Pitch
(C 2589/83)
A farmer at Mui Wo, Lantau Island,
appealed to UMELCO for the allocation
of a hawker pitch in Western District,
Hong Kong.

According to him, he and his wife had
been growing vegetables for more than

10 years at Mui Wo. As the Agriculture
and Fisheries Department did not
operate any co-operative society at Mui
Wo or on Cheung Chau, he had no
alternative but to sell his vegetables in
Western District as an unlicensed
hawker. He had been carrying on his
business there for more than 10 years
without interruption, except when his
harvests were seriously affected by
typhoons. He was aggrieved that during
a hawker re-ordering exercise which
took place in the District, the City
Services Department did not allocate a
hawker pitch to him on the ground that
he was not hawking in the District
during some of the surveys carried out
by the Department.

The matter was taken up with the
Director City Services and the Director of
Agriculture and Fisheries. The latter
confirmed that the client was a genuine
vegetable farmer, and that in the absence
of co-operative society facilities at Mui
Wo, the client had been selling his farm
produce in Western District and only
ceased business during the typhoon
season. He strongly supported the
client’s appeal.

Having consulted the Director of
Agriculture and Fisheries and the
Director of the Royal Observatory, the
Director of City Services finally gave the
client the benefit of the doubt and
allocated a site in Western District to his
wife to continue business.

Resumption of Land in the NT (C 2656)
A villager of Fanling appealed to
UMELCO concerning resumption of his
land and rehousing of his family. He
owned two lots of building and
agricultural land to be resumed by
Government for public development.
While his claim for compensation was
being processed, he accepted a
rehousing offer of two units in Choi
Yuen Estate in order to surrender his land
to enable early commencement of the
development project. However, he was
later informed by the Lands Department

that Government had decided to
withhold resumption of his land. At the
same time, he was asked to surrender the
two public housing units. He claimed the
decision had caused him considerable
financial loss because he had already
spent a lot of money decorating the flats.

The case was taken up with the
Administration. The Director of Lands
explained that, while the appellant’s
claim for compensation was being
processed, it came to light that he was
an indigenous villager and so might be
eligible for compensation on village
removal terms. It was therefore
considered prudent to exclude
resumption of his building lots from
Stage | clearance pending further
investigation into the background of his
case. Under village removal terms, the
offer of compensation would normally
comprise a Government-built resite
house for every 0.01 acres of land
Surrendered, plus other ex-gratia
Payments such as rental allowance,
removal and decoration allowance, etc.
Furthermore, acquisition of lots under
village removal terms should be
conducted by way of negotiation rather
than through resumption proceedings.
The decision not to resume the
appellant’s building lots was made
entirely in his interest so as not to
prejudice his possible entitlement to
More favourable terms of compensation
under the village removal policy.

As clearance of the appellant's land
had been held in abeyance, the Housing
Department immediately notified the
appellant to surrender the housing units
o Government. However, in the light of
the Director of Land’s explanation, the
Director of Housing decided not to
'équire him to vacate the housing units,
if he chose to remain, until the resite
houses to be built by Government were
ready for occupation.

Complaint against Double Charge for
Cremation Service (C 3170)

A member of the public complained
against the City Services Department for
Charging him twice for the cremation of
his late father's body. He made a
booking for cremation of the body at the
Diamond Hill Crematorium, and was
Charged $250 for the service. However,
the cremation service could not take
Place because typhoon signal No. 10
Was hoisted that day. As a result, another
booking was made, but he was required
10 pay another $250 before the booking
Could be accepted. He requested a
refund of the first $250 without success;
hence his appeal to UMELCO.

The matter was taken up with the
Director of City Services who explained
that the decision to refuse the
application for refund was based on
departmental procedure that required
advance notice to be given for cancelling
any appointment. In view of the special
circumstances, he agreed to make a
refund to the complainant and to two
other persons whose appointments were
also cancelled on the same date even
though they had not taken the initiative
to ask for a refund.

In the light of this complaint, the
UMELCO Office suggested to the
Director of City Services that he should
review the relevant departmental
procedure to avoid causing
inconvenience to the public. Finally,
the Director of City Services decided
that, henceforth, no additional charge
would be levied in respect of
applications for change of cremation
time if they were due to unforseen
or abnormal circumstances beyond
the control of applicants. The
decision would apply to all public
crematoria.

Appeal for Reprovisioning of Covered
Playgrounds (C 3968/83)

A concerned committee in Tuen Mun
appealed to UMELCO for reprovisioning
of covered playgrounds in primary
schools in Yau Oi and On Ting Estates.
Allegedly, due to unsatisfactory
planning, primary school places had
been under-provided in the estate and as
a temporary expedient the covered
playgrounds of three schools were
converted into classrooms.
Consequently, students had to use

open spaces outside the schools for
physical education lessons and for

other school activities. The committee
considered that this would inevitably
lower the quality of education and
might even put the safety of students

in jeopardy.

The committee also claimed that in
June, 1983, they asked the Government
to provide replacement covered
playgrounds as a matter of urgency and
subsequently had a meeting with
representatives of the Education and
other Government departments. They
were given the impression that their
request was supported by all
departments concerned, as well as the
District Board, subject to provision of
funds. However, since their last meeting
with the Education Department in
November, 1983, there seemed to be no
progress; hence their appeal to UMELCO
for assistance.

The case was taken up with the
Director of Education who later obtained
financial approval for construction of
replacement playgrounds and requested
the Director of Housing to proceed with
the work immediately. The Director of
Housing subsequently advised that all
the work on the Tuen Mun covered
playgrounds was in progress and was
expected to be completed by November,
1984.

Licensing of Factory Canteens

(C 3995/83)

A factory canteen association appealed
to UMELCO against the decision of the
Director of Lands not to approve their
applications for modification of lease
conditions to enable them to continue
the operation of their canteens. They
made the following representations:—

(a) Their applications for modification
of leases had been rejected merely
because their canteens had direct access
to a road or lane. No guidance had been
given to them on remedying the
situation.

(b) It was too harsh to require them
to pay a substantial forbearance fee for
the grant of a short grace period to stop
their business.

(¢) They were puzzled to learn that
some canteen operators in Tuen Mun
had successfully applied for modification
of lease conditons.

(d) As new Crown leases of land for
industrial buildings had made provision
for factory canteens to be operated on
the ground floor, they appealed for a
more lenient approach towards existing
factory canteens.

The matter was taken up with the
Director of Lands.

Also, questions on this issue were
asked in the LegCo meeting on 21.12.83
by Hon. WONG Lam and Hon. Stephen
CHEONG. In reply, the Secretary for
Lands and Works indicated that the
Director of Lands was normally prepared
to modify conditions to accommodate
canteens provided the area they
occupied did not exceed 10% of the
premises on the lot; was not required for
vehicular access, parking, loading or
unloading; and was not at or near
ground floor level with exclusive direct
access to the street other than for
emergency use.

Following the Duty Roster Members’
intervention, the Director of Lands
reviewed the position and took steps to
positively assist the canteen operators.
The difficulties encountered by the
operators were thus resolved
satisfactorily.
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Complaint about Health Nuisance
Caused by Hospital (C 4101/83)
The residents of Small Traders’ New
Village in Yuen Long complained to
UMELCO about the health nuisance
caused by a hospital using the pavement
as a refuse bin site, thus giving rise to
bad smell and posing a threat to their
health. They claimed they had
complained to the hospital and the
District Board, but to no avail; hence
their complaint to UMELCO.

The complaint was taken up with the
Director of New Territories Services, who
confirmed that the complaint was
justified. The hospital was undergoing
extensive construction work and
unlawfully used the pavement as a
temporary refuse bin site.

After receipt of the complaint referred
by UMELCO, the New Territories
Services Department took immediate
measures to ensure that the refuse bins
were properly covered and the site was
kept tidy. On the advice of the
Department, a temporary bin site was
subsequently located within the hospital
precincts and use of the bin site on the
pavement was discontinued. The
hospital management had also agreed to
incorporate a permanent refuse
collection point within the hospital to be
put in use by 1985/86.

Assistance/Advice given

Appeal for Extension of Grace Period for
Processing of Sharks’ Fins on Non-
industrial Premises (C 2939/83)

A sharks’ fins trade merchants’
association appealed for an extension of
the grace period for them to continue
processing sharks’ fins on non-industrial
premises which were located mainly in
Western District. Representatives of the
association were interviewed by Duty
Roster Members. In the meeting, the
representatives claimed that the
processing of sharks’ fins in Western
District had been in existence for many
decades. Since 1980, the association
had been told by the Urban Services
Department that they could not continue
the business on existing premises, and
had been advised to look for alternative
premises in industrial buildings. Seven
members of the association had since
found ground floor premises which were
acceptable to the Urban Services
Department, and had been issued
Offensive Trade Licences. However, the
Labour Department had refused to
register them and the traders could not
operate despite licences issued by the
Urban Services Department.
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The representatives stated that they
had encountered difficulties in finding
suitable alternative accommodation in or
near Western District, as most real estate
developers were unwilling to let out
premises to them. They were, however,
reluctant to move to the Kwai Chung
offensive trades zone on the ground that
their finished products could be
contaminated by waste discharged from
other factories in the same buildings or
in the vicinity. They would also have
difficulties in finding experienced
workers who had traditionally been
living in Western District. They therefore
appealed for the grant of a further grace
period so that they could carry on their
trade until suitable premises could be
located. They said they had already
submitted plans to the relevant
authorities for the purchase of land in
Western District to construct a building
to be used exclusively for processing
sharks’ fins.

Enquiries revealed that the trade had
been tolerated by the Urban Services
Department until 1980 when
enforcement action was taken against
these traders. However, the association
had successfully sought several
extensions of the grace period for
operation of the trade. With the expiry of
the latest extension, the Urban Services
Department took a firm stand not to
grant any further extension.

In view of the serious environmental
nuisance the trade had caused to
residents, Members decided that the
appeal for extension of the grace period
to continue the trade on non-industrial
premises could not be pursued further.
Nonetheless, they asked the
Administration to give early
consideration to the proposal of the
association for the construction of a new
building in Western District for the
exclusive use of processing sharks’ fins.
In his reply, the Director of Lands
advised that the Lands Department had
tentatively identified one possible site in
Kennedy Town and would, after
consulting other Departments
concerned, get in touch with the
association to consider the matter
further.

Members had also considered the
possibility of permitting the association
to operate the trade in industrial
buildings in Western District pending the
completion of the aforesaid building.
Unfortunately, this was impractical for
environmental reasons. In the
circumstances, the association was
advised to consider finding suitable
accommodation in areas where offensive
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trades were permitted so as to continue
the trade during the interim period.

Appeal against Cancellation of Ferry
Service (C 3741/83)

The residents of Tai O, Tung Chung, Sha
Lo Wan and three other villages on
Lantau Island appealed to UMELCO
against the suspension of the Central/Tai
O ferry service w.e.f. 1.12.83.
Representatives of the residents were
interviewed on 18.11.83 by the Duty
Roster Members. After the meeting,
Members decided to pay a site visit to
see for themselves the operation of the
service and the problems and difficulties
which the villagers of Sha Lo Wan and
the three neighbouring villages would
face after the service was cancelled. On
22.11.83 Members, accompanied by
Government officials from the Transport
Branch, the Transport Department, and
the District Office (Islands), visited Tai O
by ferry.

On board the ferry, Members had a
discussion meeting with the Government
officials. They noted that the main reason
for suspending the ferry service was due
to its very low utilisation, resulting in a
substantial loss of $1m a year to the ferry
company. If a convenient timetable and
a faster vessel were to be introduced, the
fare would have to be increased to a
level that the villagers could ill afford.
The introduction of a hovercraft service
would also not be financially viable. An
alternative means of transport in the form
of “kaitos” to the villages at Lantau was
available to the residents. However,
Members found that the “kaito” service
could hardly be regarded as reliable. On
their return to Central District by
helicopter, Members took the
opportunity to view the road system
linking the villages to the main road on
Lantau, and observed that the road
network was substandard and needed
urgent improvement.

In conclusion, Members did not find
strong justification to intervene in the
decision to cancel the ferry service, but
considered that the Government should,
as a matter of urgency, ensure that
reliable “kaito” services would be
maintained after suspension of the ferry
service, possibly with the involvement of
the rural committees concerned.
Members also considered that, as a
long-term measure, the road network
should be improved up to standard.

Members raised the issue at the
LegCo meeting on 7.12.83, and the
Secretary for Transport undertook to
ensure that the “kaito” services would be
improved and that steps would be taken
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to improve the road system. Eventually, a
new “kaito” service between Tai O and
Tuen Mun via Sha Lo Wan was
introduced on 16.1.84.

Fares Increase of Lantau Island Buses
(C 3979/83)

Representatives of a “Committee Against
Fares Increase of Lantau Island Buses”
appealed to UMELCO against the
introduction of the partial one-man-
operation (OMO) system, which
provided only one-way sectional fares,
on New Lantau Bus (NLB) Route 1.
This route would be introduced as from
28.5.84, for a trial period of three
months.

In approving the last NLB fares
increase which took effect on 20.4.83,
ExCo considered that introduction of an
OMO system should be pursued. This
System was considered by Islands
District Board and was generally agreed.
As a result, it was introduced on NLB
Routes 2-8. One-way sectional fares
charge passengers boarding at termini
full fares irrespective of where they
alight. Although one-way sectional fares
become progressively cheaper as the bus
approaches its destination, they are more
expensive than two-way sectional fares,
because the latter also take into account
the actual destination of the passengers,
including those who board at termini.
The one-way system has been adopted
by both China Motor Bus and Kowloon
Motor Bus, and on a number of maxicab
routes.

However, NLB Route 1 which was
the longest route and covered the
villages of South Lantau, had remained
two-man-operated (and therefore a two-
Way system), with conductresses selling
tickets. This route was originally
scheduled for OMO in April 1984.
Realising that the one-way sectional
fares system would mean higher fares for
inter-village travel, the Transport
Department envisaged that ticket
Machines should be installed so that
two-way sectional fares could be
Maintained. This was opposed by NLB
because of maintenance problems and
because machines would be subject to
theft and vandalism.

The counter-proposal by NLB called
for partial implementation of the OMO
System i.e., fares for half-hourly
frequency services would alternate
between one-way sectional fares and
tWo-way sectional fares. The proposal,
however, was opposed by the local
'epresentatives as they would have to
Wait for the buses of cheaper fares for
One hour instead of half an hour.

Other proposals such as the ticketing
system similar to that used in Japan and
a simple ticketing system whereby the
driver would dispense to each passenger
a pre-printed ticket which would
effectively deter over-riding and could be
randomly checked by roving inspectors
were opposed by the NLB.

The representatives of the
“Committee” were interviewed by Duty
Roster Members. In the light of the
urgency of the matter, Members had a
meeting the following day with
representatives of District Office
(Islands), the Transport Department and
the New Lantau Bus Company, and it
was agreed that the introduction of
OMO system for Route 1 scheduled to
be introduced on 28.5.84 should be
postponed for two weeks to enable
UMELCO to study the appeal closely.
Following the meeting, Members paid a
visit to Lantau Island on 1.6.84 to see
the actual operation of the buses and
discussed their findings with the
Administration on 7.6.84.

As a result of Members' intervention,
the Commissioner for Transport
confirmed that a conscious effort would
be made to provide fare sections on
Route 1, at locations of substantial
passenger demand.

Installation of Aluminium-framed Wind
Shutters in Public Housing Estates
(C5/84)

The Preparatory Committee for Wong Tai
Sin Estate Tenants’ Association appealed
to UMELCO for permission to install
aluminium-framed wind shutters to
completely enclose the balconies of
public housing units. Representatives of
the Committee were interviewed on
6.1.84 by Duty Roster Members.

In December, 1983, the Housing
Department announced that installation
of aluminium-framed wind shutters on
the balconies of public housing units
would be allowed, subject to the
condition that one-third of the balcony
should be left unenclosed. Complete
enclosure was not allowed as this would
contravene building regulations and
more important, the Department wished
to ensure adequate ventilation as many
tenants used flueless gas water heaters.
The representatives contended that this
requirement was unreasonable because
ventilation was available in twelve-
person, eight-person and seven-person
units through the windows in the
kitchens and toilets which opened out to
external air directly; in the smaller units,
the problem could be solved by installing
ventilation fans or by replacing the

flueless heaters with balanced-flue or
electric ones.

Following the interview, in order to
better understand the problem, Members
paid a visit to Oi Man and Wong Tai Sin
Estates on 10.1.84. Following this visit,
Members asked the Housing Department
to consider redesigning the shutters in
such a way that one-third of the balcony
opening which had to be left unenclosed
would be provided with some means of
protection against the natural elements.
A Member also asked a question on the
same issue at the LegCo meeting on
11.1.84.

The Housing Department had since
prepared an alternative design of wind
shutter which consisted of three sliding
windows on the lower part and could be
readily removed, with louvres at the top
to give the tenants some protection
during bad weather, while ventilation to
the balcony area was maintained.

Complaint about handling of proposal to
set up an Off-course Betting Centre

(C 159/84)

A group of residents in a public housing
estate complained to UMELCO about
the decision of a District Officer to refuse
their request for including the proposed
setting up of an Off-course Betting
Centre (OCBC) in the estate as an item
in the agenda of a District Board (DB)
meeting.

The matter had been referred to the
District Officer concerned for
consideration. In his reply, the District
Officer explained the various reasons
why the complainants’ request could not
be acceded to at the time, including the
fact that given the large number of
residents in the district, it was not
practicable for him as Chairman of the
DB, to entertain direct requests from
residents to include items in the agenda
of DB meetings without any indication
of support by DB members themselves.
Having said this, he advised that since a
DB member had later formally requested
the item to be included in the agenda of
the DB meeting, he had decided to hold
a special meeting of DB unofficial
members to discuss the issue. The
opinions of the unofficial members
expressed at the meeting would be
reported to the Home Affairs Branch for
consideration in due course.

The situation was explained to the
complainants by UMELCO, and they
were advised that should they have any
further views concerning the proposed
setting up of the OCBC they could
consider submitting their views to the
DB for consideration.
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This group later approached UMELCO
again to lodge another complaint about
the handling of the issue by the District
Officer. During their interview with Duty
Roster Members, they said they realised
that a special meeting had been
convened by the District Officer to
discuss the proposal for setting up the
OCBC. However, they claimed that
according to their sources, the unofficial
members were not actually asked to vote
on the proposal to set up an OCBC.
Instead, they were only told that the
Area Committee concerned did not
oppose the proposal, and were asked
whether ‘they would respect the decision
of the Area Committee’. The
complainants claimed that if the case
was presented to the unofficial members
in such a manner, it might have unduly
influenced the views of members. The
complainants also requested statistics on
illegal grambling activities in the district,
which presumably justified setting up the
OCBC.

The matter was referred to the
Administration for consideration. In his
reply, the District Officer advised that
there was no substance in the allegation
that the proposal was not properly raised
and discussed. He explained that at the
meeting unofficial DB members were
asked to express their opinions freely on
the proposal to set up the OCBC. Since
the overwhelming majority of the
unofficial DB members expressed no
objection, they were not asked to vote
on the proposal. He also advised that as
the misleading allegation had appeared
in a local newspaper he had taken the
opportunity of the open forum at the
following DB meeting to clarify the
matter, and noted that there was no sign
of disagreement from any DB member
present at the meeting. He also advised
that according to the Police, illegal
gambling activities were still serious in
the district and produced relevant
statistics provided by the Police.

The situation was explained to the
complainants and Members decided not
to pursue the matter further.

Unsuccessful

Appeal for Additional Seating Capacity
for Maxicabs (C 3487/83)

A public maxicab operators’ association
appealed to UMELCO to increase the
number of passengers public maxicabs
were allowed to carry.

According to representatives of the
association, light buses with a seating
capacity of 19 were available in the
market. They had approached the
Transport Department to seek a
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relaxation of the permitted seating
capacity of public maxicabs from 14 to
19 so that they could use 19-seater light
buses as maxicabs. At the interview with
the Duty Roster Members, they put
forward the following arguments to
support their appeal:—

(a) The use of vehicles with greater
seating capactiy would be in line with
Government's policy of economy in the
use of road space.

(b) It would reduce the waiting time
of commuters during peak hours.

(c) If maxicabs were allowed to carry
19 passengers, the operators would not
have to apply for fare increases to cover
price increases.

(d) Their appeal, if granted, would
only involve minor amendment to the
definition of light buses in the existing
legislation.

The case was taken up with the
Commissioner for Transport who refused
the appeal on the following grounds:—

(a) The original intention of relaxing
the dimension and weight of light buses
in December, 1982, was to allow bigger
and more powerful vehicles to be used
so as to improve passenger comfort and
road safety. It was never the intention to
allow more passengers to be carried in
light buses, as to do so would negate the
benefits which the relaxation would
bring about.

(b) A distinction has to be drawn
between light buses and omnibuses.
Under existing law, the main distinction
is determined by the number of
passengers each type of buses is allowed
to carry, i.e. vehicles licensed to carry not
more than 14 passengers are classified as
light buses while those licensed to carry
more than 14 passengers are classified as
omnibuses. This has worked well and
the public has no difficulty in
distinguishing the two types of buses. To

increase maxicabs’ carrying capacity to
19 passengers would blur this distinction
and create confusion and problems in
the licensing and control of light buses
and omnibuses.

(c) Atthe present moment maxicabs
only form one type of light bus. There
are many others, such as public light
buses, private light buses, school buses,
etc. which are also operating under the
same passenger capacity. To relax the
passenger capacity for maxicabs would
mean extending it to other types of light
buses. This is undesirable as other light
bus operators may find other reasons to
ask for yet a higher capacity and there
could be no end to this.

(d) Maxicabs are mainly licensed to
serve areas where the demand for public

transport does not justify the
introduction of a franchised bus route
and where they do not compete directly
with existing franchised buses. If the
passenger demand on any maxicab route
has increased to such an extent as to
justify the increase of the maxicab
passenger capacity, then consideration
should be given to replacing the
maxicab service with franchised bus
service.

Having carefully considered the
representations of the association and
the objection of the Commissioner for
Transport, Members decided not to
pursue the case further.

Appeal for Exemption from Property Tax
(C 4079/83)

The indigenous villagers of Man Yee and
Sha Tsui villages affected by the High
Island Water Scheme were resited to
premises built by Government in Sai
Kung. They were exempted from
property tax for five years from 1977 to
1982. They appealed to UMELCO for a
further extension of the exemption for
three years up to 1985, claiming that
Government had made such an offer to
the villagers in April, 1982.

Following an interview with Duty
Roster Members, the appeal was taken
up with the Secretary for District
Administration in March, 1984, for
consideration as to whether there was
justification to make a concession in
favour of the villagers and whether the
advice of ExCo should be sought for a
conclusion of the long-drawn out case
which the villagers had pursued with
Government since 1982.

The Regional Secretary New
Territories in his reply in April, 1984,
stated that there was no justification for
Government to extend any further
concession to the villagers. As to the
allegation that Government had
breached its promise, the Regional
Secretary pointed out that the offer was
in fact repeatedly rejected by the villagers
themselves. Government could not
therefore be accused of breaching its
promise. A binding agreement was never
entered into. The Regional Secretary
further stated that all resited villagers, like
any other property owners in Hong
Kong, were required to pay property tax
in the normal way and that all of them
had been paying except the Man Yee
and Sha Tsui resited villagers. He
therefore rejected the appeal.

Having carefully considered this
appeal in the light of the comments of
the Regional Secretary, Members
decided not to pursue the matter further.

|

Unjustified

Complaint about Deduction of Public
Assistance Entitlement (C 3155/83)

A 67-year-old recipient of public
assistance complained to UMELCO that
the Social Welfare Department had
deducted part of his public assistance
entitlement.

Enquiries made by UMELCO revealed
that the complainant had actually been
overpaid $10,000 in public assistance
allowance between 1975-1980. The
overpayment was caused by the
complainant who wilfully withheld full
information concerning his savings and
earnings. This was referred to the
Attorney General who decided not to
prosecute in the first instance, provided
the amounts overpaid were recovered.
Having taken into account the old age of
the complainant and in order not to
Cause him undue hardship by recovering
the entire amount in one lump sum, the
Director of Social Welfare decided to
effect recovery by deducting $100 per
month from the complainant’s public
assistance allowance, leaving him with
$705 per month.

Taking into account the amount of
deduction and the background leading
to the deduction, the complainant clearly
had no valid reason to lodge a complaint
and his complaint was therefore
considered unjustified.

Complaint about Health Hazard caused
by Fast Food Shop (C 1705/84)

A man living on the third floor of a multi-
Storey building in Mongkok complained
to UMELCO about the chimney of a
licensed general restaurant situated on
the ground floor of the same building.
He alleged that the chimney emitted
dense smoke and an unpleasant smell
Which found their way into his premises
through the windows.

The case was referred to the Director
of City Services who after investigation
found that—

(i) The “chimney” under complaint
Was in fact the outlet of the ventilating
System of the food preparation space
and the seating accomodation of the
restaurant. The provision of the chimney
Was one of the licensing requirements
and was to ensure adequate air changes
for the health and comfort of staff and
Customers.

(il) The fuel being used was Towngas
which was smokeless and clean.

(i) The exhaust air had been
arranged to pass through grease filters
and a water scrubber before being
discharged. Its quality at the point of
discharge was therefore similar to that

emitted from an ordinary domestic
kitchen.

(iv) The outlet was located at the
third floor level in the open space at the
rear of the restaurant. It was about three
metres away from the complainant’s
premises. The outlet was directed to
discharge upwards to avoid direct entry
through any adjacent windows. The
position and direction of the outlet were
considered reasonable and acceptable as
the open space at the rear of the building
was intended for the purpose of
ventilation.

(v) A subsequent visit by a senior
departmental officer to the complainant'’s
premises revealed that the exhaust from
the outlet was satisfactory.

In the light of the findings of the
Director, UMELCO decided not to
pursue the complaint further.

II. Proposals/Suggestions

Public Assistance Scheme in Hong Kong
(C 3901/83)

Two interested groups appealed jointly
to UMELCO for a review of the public
assistance scheme. Apparently, their
approach was prompted by a case
concerning a public assistance recipient
who was found guilty of obtaining
public assistance by deception and
sentenced to four months’ imprisonment.
Representatives of the two groups were
interviewed by Duty Roster Members,
and made the following points:—

(a) The rate of assistance was pitched
at an unrealistically low level.

(b) The present ceiling for ‘disregarded
income’ under the public assistance
scheme was so low that it did not
provide public assistance recipients with
any incentive to lead an independent
life by working to augment their income.

(c¢) No concession in the form of a
higher rate was granted to ‘single-parent’
families despite the hardship such
families usually encountered.

(d) Delays in payments often occurred
because of the cumbersome procedures
involved in processing new applications
or in reviewing cases.

(e) Not enough publicity was given
to the scheme, particularly on the right of
the public to apply for public assistance
in times of need. As a result, some needy
families were still reluctant to apply
because they think it was shameful to
do so.

The case was taken up with the
Secretary for Health and Welfare. His
corresponding comments were as
follows:—

(a) The public assistance scheme was
at first designed to maintain the living of

a family at subsistence level. Other
essential items were added in 1972 to
make up a value based on a ‘basket of
goods'. This value had since been
increased repeatedly in accordance with
price movements as measured by the
Public Assistance Index of prices. In
addition, there had been three major
reviews and additional benefits had since
been included in the scheme, including
‘long-term’ and ‘old age’ supplements.
As at December 1983, a four-member
family without earnings might draw
around $2,000 per month under public
assistance as compared with $2,028
which was the average monthly wage in
the manufacturing industries in October,
1982. Furthermore, the public assistance
scheme was reviewed every year by the
Government in consultation with the
Hong Kong Council of Social Services.

(b) The level of disregarded earnings
was being reviewed by the Director of
Social Welfare to see whether there was
a case for raising it.

(c) It was recognised that these
families have special needs. However,
their problems could not be solved by
simply paying a cash grant, but by
support services such as home help, etc.
It had been decided to examine this in
the context of the programme plan on
Family Services.

(d) While the staff of the Social
Welfare Department should ensure that
no hardship arose due to the operation
of standard procedures, certain
safeguards had to be maintained or else
the system could be abused. Urgent
payments could be arranged for those
applicants in genuine need of immediate
financial assistance. It was expected that
the payment system would be
computerised, which might help in
reducing processing time to some extent.

(e) Publicity through posters, leaflets
and media releases were given to the
scheme, and statistics would indicate
that there was increasing awareness by
those in the vulnerable categories. Social
workers were also deployed to help
those, like street sleepers, who would be
less informed in applying for public
assistance.

Apart from the foregoing, Members
also noted that the public assistance rate
had been increased by about 13% with
effect from 1.12.84.

The situation was explained to the
appellants. It was also noted that the
review of disregarded income and
assistance to ‘single-parent’ families was
in progress and further development
would be closely monitored by
UMELCO.
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III. Requests

Request for Assistance in Applying for
Public Housing (C 3283/83)

A disabled person approached UMELCO
for assistance in his application for public
housing for his family. His left leg
became defective as a result of
polismyetitis at childhood and he had
had to use crutches since. He and his
family members had been granted a site
at Ha Kwai Chung Temporary Housing
Area (THA) in January, 1982, on
compassionate grounds, but the client
found he was unable to adjust to the
living conditions in a THA, in particular
to the public latrine and bathing facilities.
He therefore requested assistance in
obtaining a self-contained flat that
would suit his needs.

The case was referred to the Director
of Housing who was not able to give
any help to the client as the family had
not fulfilled the residential-majority
eligibility criterion. He then referred the
case to the Director of Social Welfare to
see if the client could be granted
rehousing on compassionate grounds.
After consideration, the Director of
Social Welfare agreed that the client
should be allocated a flat at Lai Kok
Estate under the compassionate
rehousing quota.

Request for Early Establishment of Third
University (C 1247/84)

At the UMELCO meeting with unofficial
members of Tuen Mun District Board in
May, 1984, a member of the Board
urged early establishment of a third
university to be located in Tuen Mun.

The matter was taken up with the
Administration. The Secretary for
Education and Manpower replied that
Government was considering the advice
of the University and Polytechnic
Grants Committee that a third university
should be built in the 1990s. However,
it was unlikely that a firm decision
could be made before the middle
of 1985.

Nevertheless, it was acknowledged
that building a university required a long
lead time, and to ensure that planning
could proceed without delay, once a
decision had been made in favour of a
third university, Government had set up
a working party to identify suitable sites.
The working party had almost completed
its deliberations and Bowring Camp at
Tuen Mun was identified as one of the
shortlisted sites. However, the location of
a third university would have to be based
on considerations other than the
immediate needs of the region or district
concerned.
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IV. Outside UMELCO
Jurisdiction

Complaint against Building
Development Department (C 3729/83)
A building contractor of a Government
building project complained to UMELCO
about re-entry of the building site by
Government. In addition, he made the
following allegations:—

(a) There were contradictions and
inconsistencies in the provisions of the
contract and approved plans for the
structural works.

(b) Delays in other engineering works
for which he was not responsible had
caused serious disruption to the building
work.

(¢) Too many variation orders were
issued, resulting in delays to the project.

The complainant also alleged that
because Government had failed to make
full payment to the company for the
work done he was not able to pay his
workers.

The complaint was taken up with the
Director of Building Development who
refuted the allegations and stated that his
Department had at all times acted in
accordance with the conditions of
contract and rendered every possible
assistance to the company concerned
and would try its best to bring the matter
to a speedy conclusion. The Director
further advised that the complainant had
applied for arbitration on time for
completion and valuation of work done.
In view of the course taken by the
complainant, the case become sub
judice, and could not be pursued further
by UMELCO.

Appeal for Arrears of Wages (C 3726/83)
Some 200 drivers of a transportation
company approached UMELCO for
assistance in claiming arrears of wages
from their employer and their
representatives were interviewed by Duty
Roster Members.

In appealing to UMELCO, the
representatives stated that all the drivers
were laid off on 21.10.83 and had not
received their wages for October, 1983,
their overtime pay, reimbursement of
tunnel tolls and parking fees, amounting
to $600,000. They claimed that they
were asked by the Company to return to
the head office on 25.10.83 to collect
their wages, but when they turned up
they were told that no payment could be
made to them as the bank accounts of
the company had been frozen allegedly
by the Official Receiver; hence their
appeal to UMELCO for assistance.

Although the case was outside
UMELCO jurisdiction, enquiries were
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made with the Labour Department. The
Commissioner of Labour advised that the
receivers of the insolvent company had
not been able to satisfy themselves that
the company should be held liable for
the payment of the drivers’ wages before
an application could be made to the
Court for release of such payments. The
case was then referred to the Director of
Legal Aid to consider if legal aid could
be granted to the drivers to pursue their
claims. The Director had since been in
touch with the drivers and succeeded in
applying for a court order for winding up
the company. The Official Receiver was
appointed as the liquidator.
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Nature and Outcome of
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APPENDIX XVIII
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as at 31.8.84
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