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	Opening Remarks
The Chairman welcomed all to the 6th meeting of the Cultural, Leisure & Social Affairs Committee (CLSAC).

	

	Item 1:
Adoption of the agenda
2. As there were no comments from Members, the agenda was adopted.


	Item 2:
Confirmation of the minutes of the 5th CLSAC meeting on 13 September 2012
3. As Members had no comments on the minutes of the 5th CLSAC meeting, the minutes were confirmed.

	Item 3:
Chairman’s report
4. The Chairman had nothing particular to highlight.

	

	Item 4:
Urban Renewal Authority: Industrial Building Redevelopment Pilot Scheme Project (IB-1:CW) at No. 12P Smithfield, Kennedy Town

(C&W CLSAC Paper No. 55/2012)                                               
(2:35 p.m. – 3:31 p.m.)

5. Mr Wilfred AU, Assistant General Manager, Planning & Design, Urban Renewal Authority (URA), briefed Members on the planning procedures of the redevelopment project.  Cheung Hing Industrial Building, the building concerned, was surrounded by residential buildings.  The building built in 1972 covered a site area of about 944 square metres.  It was visually assessed as being in a dilapidated condition.  In earlier inspections, peeling off of mosaic tiles and cracking of concrete were identified in some common areas, and vacant units were also found.  The industrial building involved about 14 property interests.  It was estimated that 11 operators would be affected.  If the building was to be redeveloped into a residential development, the residential floor area would be about 8 000 square metres and there would be some 180 small and medium-sized residential flats with a saleable area of less than 500 square feet each.  The planning procedures commenced officially on 26 October this year, and a freezing survey was launched on the same day.  The Stage 1 social impact assessment (SIA) report was made available for public inspection at the URA’s Gage Street Neighbourhood Centre, the C&W District Office Public Enquiry Service Centre of the Central and Western District Office (Unit 5, Ground Floor, The Center, 99 Queen’s Road Central) and the URA headquarters.  The Stage 2 SIA report would be ready for public inspection at the above locations from 5 December this year.  Members of the public might express their views on the pilot scheme project by 28 December this year.  After the consultation period, the URA would finish processing all the views in three months and submit all the processed views to the Secretary for Development by 26 March 2013.  The Secretary for Development, having received the documents, would make a decision to approve, amend or disapprove the redevelopment project.  After a decision was made by the Secretary for Development, the affected parties could still appeal against the decision.  Under normal circumstances, if no objections were received during the consultation period, approval for the project would be granted by the Development Bureau in April next year at the earliest.
6. Mr Quincy HUI, Senior Manager (Acquisition & Clearance – Industrial Buildings), URA, stressed that the acquisition for the redevelopment project could only be carried out after completion of all planning procedures.  The acquisition price of the industrial building would include the market values of the properties and the ex-gratia allowances.  The ex-gratia allowance would be calculated by multiplying the basic rate under the Lands Resumption Ordinance by the saleable area, and then multiplying the total by a different multiplier according to the property occupancy status (rented, unoccupied or owner-occupied).  He added that if the use of properties complied with the government’s land grant conditions, owner-occupants and tenants (must be operating in the industrial building before the URA’s freezing survey was carried out) might choose to claim their business loss instead of an ex-gratia allowance for compensation.
7. The Chairman started the discussion on the Paper.  The views and enquiries of Members were as follows:
(i) Mr CHEUNG Kwok-kwan supported the industrial building redevelopment project in the District, but would like to bring a few issues to the URA’s attention.  Many owners and tenants were at a loss because they did not understand the redevelopment project.  For example, they had mistaken the URA’s claim of building “dilapidation” as a price-squeeze tactic, and did not realise that “dilapidation” was in fact a prerequisite for redevelopment.  He hoped that the URA would provide the affected members of the public with sufficient information so that they would have a clear understanding of the options proposed by the URA.  Moreover, Mr CHEUNG Kwok-kwan pointed out that under the redevelopment project, residential buildings could be built with no premium payment after the demolition.  Owners considered it unfair that the URA sought to acquire the units at the price for an industrial building and then convert the site into a residential development for greater earnings.  Therefore, he proposed that the URA should modify the compensation package to enable owners to have a share of the profits derived from the redevelopment.
(ii) Ms CHENG Lai-king asked how long it would take to apply to the Town Planning Board for amendment of the planned use of the building.  In addition, she criticised the URA for acquiring the building at the price for an industrial building and then redeveloping it into residential flats for sale, which was abusive to the small and medium enterprises (SMEs) of the building and disruptive to their business.  She considered that the URA should reconsider the compensation package.  Also, she was concerned about whether there were sub-divided units and units rented by members of the public for residential purpose in the building to be redeveloped.  She hoped that the URA would provide data in this regard.  Finally, she asked whether “Hong Kong land for Hong Kong people” conditions would be imposed on the residential flats for sale in the future.
(iii) Mr Sidney LEE said that in every acquisition by the URA, the final amount of compensation received by members of the public was less than the original amount.  For instance, an owner would receive less compensation because of owning two properties.  He added that the fact that the ex-gratia allowance might differ depending on the occupancy status would easily cause conflicts between owners and tenants.  He proposed that the URA should review the compensation package to ensure equal treatment for owners and tenants.  Moreover, he considered that the consultation on the redevelopment project took place all of a sudden; hence, he hoped that in future, the URA would bring up matters for discussion as early as possible so that the owners would be prepared psychologically. 
(iv) Mr KAM Nai-wai disagreed with the URA’s redevelopment project.  He said that the compensation level proposed by the URA was too low, so there would definitely be disputes between owners and the URA over the issue.  He believed that it was absolutely unacceptable for the URA to choose a profitable site for redevelopment and seek the support of the District Council (DC) to exploit small owners.  He also criticised the URA for not learning from past experience in community development as it had only provided very limited information without accounting for matters such as whether the outline zoning plan (OZP) was amended, whether a traffic impact assessment (TIA) was carried out, the height of the redeveloped building, and the services to be provided for the community upon completion of the redevelopment.  Moreover, the SIA report mentioned in the Paper was not found in the URA website, hence he had no way to get the relevant information.  He was unhappy with the URA’s submission of little information for consultation with the DC.  He reiterated that he was against the redevelopment project.  Although he supported the government in developing the land and constructing new buildings, he did not agree with the URA’s approach in handling the redevelopment project.
(v) The Chairman said that it was unfair to determine the ex-gratia allowance according to the occupancy status.  In addition, the data provided by the URA only showed that 180 units of below 500 square feet each would be developed.  He enquired about the area for commercial use.  Finally, he hoped that the URA would provide the category and direction as regards the development of the building.
8. In response to Members’ enquiries and views, the URA representatives replied as follows:
(i) Ms Sarah YUN, Senior Manager (Community Development), URA, agreed that currently some owners might still be unsure about the planning procedures of the redevelopment project, hence the URA would take note of and follow up this matter.  The redevelopment project was initiated in response to the proposal announced by the government in February this year to accelerate the redevelopment of industrial buildings to free up more land for residential and commercial uses.  As for a Member’s comment that the redevelopment was sudden, the URA said that it was for confidentiality that the news would only be released on the day of announcement of the development project, such practice had also been adopted in the past.  Regarding the Member’s request for early discussion of the industrial building redevelopments, the URA responded that it would take note of and follow up this matter.  The URA said that it valued and respected the recommendations of the DC, and was currently collecting the views of the public and stakeholders on the redevelopment project.  Also, the SIA documents were made open to the public and available for their inspection at the URA headquarters, the URA’s Gage Street Neighbourhood Centre, and the C&W District Office Public Enquiry Service Centre of the Central and Western District Office.
(ii) Mr Wilfred AU responded that the planned land use of the building was Residential (Group A), so there was no need to change the planned use.  In an earlier press release, the URA had stated six criteria for selection of redevelopment projects: the site area was over 1 000 square metres; the selected buildings were in poor or varied conditions; the building were over 30 years; the buildings were in multiple ownership with no dominant single owner owning more than 30% of the property interests; the buildings had a relatively high vacancy rate and were more for non-industrial use.  The amount of profits, however, was not one of the criteria.  As the redevelopment project was a pilot scheme project, many different views were expected to be received.  The URA would collect and process these views and submit them to the Secretary for Development before 26 March next year for his consideration.  The URA noted the proposal of Mr KAM Nai-wai to upload SIA reports onto the webpage to facilitate public inspection, and would investigate its future viability.  Moreover, in response to the enquiry of the Chairman, he pointed out that the total area for commercial use was 200 square metres.  According to the OZP, the proposed building height restriction was 120 metres above Principal Datum.  The reason why only figures were available for the redevelopment scheme at the moment and no plan was provided for reference was that many details were yet to be finalised and the URA did not wish to provide Members with unclear information.  He stressed that the objective of the current consultation was to listen to the views of the public/Members on the pilot scheme project at a broader platform.
(iii) Mr Quincy HUI responded that some people not registered by the day of the freezing survey were successfully contacted later to complete the registration.  In response to the question asked by Ms CHENG Lai-king, he said that no units of the building were used for residential purposes; all the units were used as warehouses or ancillary offices.  In regard to the compensation package, the compensation rate per square foot was not available at present because it had to be worked out after the completion of all planning procedures.  In response to Mr Sidney LEE’s comments, he said that the ex-gratia allowance would differ depending on the occupancy status because owner-occupants and tenants would have to relocate to somewhere else and hence would receive more compensation than owner-investors.
9. The Chairman commenced the second round of discussion.  The views and enquiries of Members were as follows:
(i) Dr Malcolm LAM asked about the floor area to be acquired.  In addition, he asked whether a premium was involved in acquiring the building at the price for an industrial building and selling the flats at the price of residential properties.  If no premium was required, then it would be very unfair to the existing owners because they could, instead of selling the units to the URA at an industrial building price, raise their own funds to redevelop the building and then get the profits themselves after selling the residential flats.
(ii) Ms CHENG Lai-king was discontented that the URA held onto acquiring the building at an industrial building price to grab at the profits of the existing owners even though it was aware that the industrial building would be a Residential (Group A) site.  She said that the URA had a policy to assist minority owners to carry out acquisitions with the benefits being returned to the owners.  She asked why such approach was not adopted by the URA for the acquisition.  She criticised the URA for exploitation of SMEs as the redevelopment site adjacent to an upscale residential area would generate large revenue in future.  The URA, as a public institution, should be conscientious and responsible.
(iii) Mr CHAN Choi-hi supported the pilot scheme project of the URA.  He opined that it was inevitable to receive objections in implementing the first industrial building redevelopment project, the URA should put in place a well-established mechanism to resolve the issue of fairness.  The mechanism should include common development factors and provide owners with options such as partnership for redevelopment or formation of a limited company by owners.  In addition, he recommended that the URA should carry out minor repairs for buildings to be redeveloped so as to maintain their value.
(iv) Mr KAM Nai-wai was in favour of developing industrial buildings, but he considered that the URA had outsmarted itself in handling the project.  He pointed out that the most important thing of a development was to allow the owners to benefit from the potentials of the development, but the URA was transferring the benefits to real estate developers.  He reiterated that if the URA had no intention to share the benefits with the owners, he would resolutely oppose the redevelopment project.  In addition, he criticised the URA for not having considered the needs of the community; and he opined that the area for commercial use should be changed to facilities tying in with community development.  He believed that it was important for the URA to gain the approval of the local community in addition to soliciting the support of owners.
(v) Mr IP Kwok-him declared that he was a non-executive director of the URA.  He said that as bound by the confidentiality rule of the URA, the redevelopment project came to his knowledge only after it was gazetted by the URA.  As regards the property interests of the building to be redeveloped under the project, he said that 60% were owned by small owners and 40% were owned by major developers.  He explained that while the affected owners would like to have redevelopment, the developers did not want to do so.  It was due to this difficult situation that the URA initiated the project to help the owners redevelop the building.  He thought it was too early for Members to criticise the planning for the redevelopment as not ideal because many planning details had yet to be confirmed.  He recommended that the DC should assist the owners in the district by showing concern for the problem of building neglect and finding ways to help small owners maintain their buildings.  Now that the URA had stepped in to help, the URA would still respect the owners and protect their interests.  When it came to compensation, he said that how to make amendments to the legislation was a separate issue.
10. In response to Members’ enquiries and views, the URA representatives replied as follows:
(i) Ms Sarah YUN understood Members’ concerns and noted that Members considered the compensation package proposed by the URA unreasonable; she would reflect the views to the management.  In addition, she said she had heard that the owners involved in the redevelopment project had come up with the idea of redevelopment many years ago, so the redevelopment project was not sudden.  In regard to a Member’s recommendation of adopting different approaches, e.g. joint development, for redevelopment projects, she said the URA would give consideration to it and would like to listen to more views from the public.
(ii) In response to Dr Malcolm LAM’s enquiry about the floor area, Mr Wilfred AU said that the gross floor area (GFA) of the existing industrial building was about 9 400 square metres; and the GFA after redevelopment would be about 8 200 square metres. 
11. The Chairman said that the consultation period would not end until 28 December, Members could still make comments on this issue.  He concluded that Members were in support of releasing industrial buildings for residential development, but they had different views on the acquisition.  The most important thing, however, was to protect the interests of small owners at the same time.  The compensation matters were still open to discussion.  Moreover, it was hoped that the URA would consider the proactive recommendations, e.g. the recommendation of uploading more information onto the web, made by Members at the meeting.
12. Ms CHENG Lai-king expressed her doubt over the confusion that while Mr IP Kwok-him had earlier stated that 40% of the property interests of the building to be redeveloped were owned by major developer(s), the URA had explained that one of the criteria for redevelopment was that there was no dominant single owner owning more than 30% of the property interests.
13. Mr Wilfred AU said that what Mr IP Kwok-him meant was a total of some 40% of the property interests were owned by several major developers rather than a single developer. 
14. The Chairman thanked the URA representatives for attending the meeting.

	

	

	

	Item 5:
Nothing about people’s livelihood is trivial – Better living with barrier-free access facilities

(C&W CLSAC Paper No. 53/2012)                                                

(3:31 p.m. – 3:38 p.m.)

15. The Chairman said the Highways Department (HyD) had stated in its written reply that it planned to consolidate all the suggestions and then submit them to the DC for discussion in order to determine the priorities for implementation.  As consolidation of the views was underway,  the HyD representative was absent from the meeting.  The Chairman started the discussion on the Paper.  The views and enquiries of Members were as follows:
(i) Mr CHAN Choi-hi was delighted that the proposed lift retrofitting at the Sun Yat Sen Memorial Park was included for consideration by the HyD.  However, he requested the HyD to submit the relevant information to the DC for consultation as soon as possible.
(ii) Miss LO Yee-hang welcomed that the HyD would work on the proposed lift retrofitting at the Sun Yat Sen Memorial Park.  She said that the HyD had stated in its written reply that the consultation period would end on 31 October and the documents would be submitted to the DC after consolidation.  She hoped that the HyD would provide the information as soon as possible as it was already mid-November.
(iii) Miss SIU Ka-yi opined that the HyD representative should have attended the meeting to listen to the views of Members.  It was mentioned in the HyD’s reply that the lift retrofitting works would be implemented according to the priorities.  She had doubts about this as neither the criteria for determination of priorities nor the persons engaged in the determination were set out in the Paper.  She asked what role the DC was playing in this process and whether it was the consultative machinery.  She hoped that the HyD would respect the views of Members.  Finally, on behalf of the elderly in the district, she conveyed their hope for earliest implementation of the lift retrofitting works.
16. The Chairman said that there were 16 proposed locations of lift retrofitting works in the Central & Western District (C&W District), and Members considered that the lift retrofitting at the Sun Yat Sen Memorial Park should be given priority.  He said that when the HyD visited the DC for consultation, Members could discuss the priorities of the retrofitting works on the basis of the information provided by the government and the aspirations of the public.  The Chairman suggested Members do some research before the HyD’s consultation and make their recommendations during the consultation.


	Item 6:
Request for Provision of GovWiFi Service in Medium and Small Parks in Central & Western District and Improvement of GovWiFi Service

(C&W CLSAC Paper No. 56/2012)                                               

(3:38 p.m. – 3:56 p.m.)

17. The Vice Chairlady chaired the discussion of this agenda item.
18. The Vice Chairlady started the discussion on the Paper.  The views and questions of Members were as follows:
(i) Mr MAN Chi-wah asked in case there was damage to the Wi-Fi equipment at GovWiFi venues, whether a complaint had to be lodged by the public for attention or regular tests would be conducted by the Office of the Government Chief Information Officer (OCGIO)
(ii) Mr WONG Kin-shing was worried that members of the public might have their personal data stolen by hackers when using the GovWiFi service.  He asked the OCGIO what security measures were in place to prevent leakage of data, and whether advice or education was provided to members of the public using the GovWifi service. 
(iii) Mr YEUNG Hoi-wing opined that in view of the high public patronage of the Belcher Bay Park, provision of the GovWiFi service at the park would be a convenience to the public.
(iv) Mr CHAN Hok-fung said that the government should educate the public on the safe use of GovWiFi for protection of their own privacy.  He asked the OGCIO whether it had conducted promotion and education on public awareness of online security.
(v) Dr Malcolm LAM pointed out that the Belcher Bay Park had high public patronage, part of which was given by youngsters, so he proposed providing the GovWiFi service in the park.  He also said that the OGCIO should conduct regular inspections at GovWiFi venues and set up an online notification mechanism to enhance the efficiency of repair and maintenance.
(vi) Mr WONG Sai-kit asked why a public password had to be input for using the GovWiFi and whether the password input procedure could be eliminated to facilitate public use.
(vii) Mr KAM Nai-wai asked the OGCIO about the mechanism for provision of the GovWiFi service, i.e. whether the OGCIO already had a list of parks for provision of the service or would further consider the provision after collecting the suggestions.
(viii) The Vice Chairlady said that the Belcher Bay Park and the Hollywood Road Park had higher public patronage, so there was a need to give them priority for the provision of service.  As it was stated in the OGCIO’s reply that the provision of GovWiFi service was dependent on the public patronage, she enquired about the criterion of public patronage.  She also wanted to know the reason for the Wi-Fi malfunction at the Sun Yat Sen Memorial Park, the number of previous malfunctions at the park and the standard Internet access speed of the GovWiFi service.
19. Mr HO Tze-kin, Senior Systems Manager (OP) GNET (Acting), OGCIO responded as follows:
(i) The GovWiFi service was provided by an outsourced contractor.  The contractor had set up a surveillance system for daily monitoring of about 400 venues and over 2 000 access points throughout Hong Kong.  In case of access point problem, the contractor would send staff to the venue to carry out repairs.  He added that Wi-Fi was a short-range technology of which the Internet access speed would be affected by only a small distance away from the access point, and the focus of the GovWiFi coverage was largely inside the park.  The Internet access speed of the GovWiFi service within the coverage area was about 1-2 Mega bits/s.
(ii) There were two network signals for the GovWiFi service, one of them with encryption capability.  If the encrypted network was selected, the information sent to the access points from mobile phones or notebook computers of the public would be encrypted, and other people would not be able to read it.  The other non-encrypted network was mainly to cater for some older electronic products which did not support encrypted connection.  The OGCIO advised the public to select the encrypted connection to the Internet for security.  If a member of the public chose the non-encrypted network, the GovWiFi captive portal would remind the user to pay more attention to online security as non-encrypted connection was in use.
(iii) As regards education, the OGCIO had launched a website (infosec.gov.hk) on IT security, which also covered security knowledge on using Wi-Fi.  The GovWiFi website (www.gov.hk.wifi) also provided Wi-Fi security information for reference by the public.
(iv) Regarding a Member’s suggestion to provide the GovWiFi Service at the Belcher Bay Park and the Hollywood Road Park, the OGCIO responded that the public patronage was the criterion for determining whether Wi-Fi facilities would be installed.  The OGCIO had already adjusted the criterion for outdoor venues in the Next Generation GovWiFi Programme by reducing the daily public patronage from 20 000 to 5 000.  At the same time, the OGCIO also needed to consider the resources for the GovWiFi Programme because the cost of outdoor Wi-Fi installation was several times higher than that of indoor installation.  According to the information of the Leisure and Cultural Services Department (LCSD), the daily public patronage of the Belcher Bay Park was 3 600 while the daily public patronage of the Hollywood Road Park was 900; neither of them had met the criterion of 5 000.
(v) Where it comes to the need to input a password to use the encrypted network, it was a technical requirement for the user to enter his user name and the password to set up an encrypted connection to the encrypted network, and there was no way to eliminate this step at the meantime.
(vi) In regard to the OGCIO’s mechanism for provision of Wi-Fi service, the OGCIO representative said that the funding obtained from the Legislative Council for the programme was limited, they would endeavour to install Wi-Fi facilities for more places with the resources in hand.  The venues for selection were proposed to the OGCIO by various government departments, the OGCIO would consider their public patronage in determining whether to provide the service or not.
20. Ms Cindy CHOW, Deputy District Leisure Manager (District Support) Central & Western, LCSD, responded that free Wi-Fi services were currently provided at 39 LCSD parks throughout the 18 districts in the territory.  Of these parks, seven were in the C&W District, denoting a higher share than other districts.  Having regard mainly to the public patronage and its being a tourist attraction, the Central Section of the C&W District Promenade to be opened next year would also have free Wi-Fi facilities.  Although the current patronage of the Belcher Bay Park and the Hollywood Road Park was below the criterion, the LCSD would keep in close view of the patronage and submit the latest data to the OGCIO for follow-up.
21. The Vice Chairlady added that the OGCIO could re-examine the criterion for public patronage as there was a real public need for Wi-Fi services in parks.  In addition, the Sheung Wan Cultural Square also had a high daily patronage, the OGCIO could also consider providing the service at the Square.  The Vice Chairlady thanked the representatives from the OGCIO and the LCSD for attending the meeting.

	

	Item 7:
Social Welfare Department-Central Western, Southern and Islands District Social Welfare Office: Report on Work Progress in Central and Western District

(C&W CLSAC Paper No. 57/2012)                                               

(3:56 p.m. – 4:17 p.m.)

22. The Vice Chairlady chaired the discussion of this agenda item.
23. Mr HUNG Wai-lun, Assistant District Social Welfare Officer (Central Western, Southern & Islands), Social Welfare Department (SWD), reported to the Committee the progress and reports of the SWD’s welfare work in the C&W District.  Subsequently, he briefly introduced the SWD’s future development plans.  He said that in 2012-2013, the SWD achieved the six strategic objectives through 35 district collaboration projects, benefiting about 19 000 people.  Through five District Coordinating Committees, the Central Western, Southern and Islands District Office coordinated four large-scale activities to tie in with the theme of the year.  In addition, funding was allocated to the SWD to improve the facilities of elderly centres.  The centres would undergo renovation in batches.
24. The Vice Chairlady started the discussion on the Paper.  The views and enquiries of Members were as follows:
(i) Mr Sidney LEE was worried that the services of elderly centres would be affected during the renovation.  He was concerned about how the elderly centres would coordinate with other centres in the district to maintain services during the renovation.  He hoped that the SWD would pay attention to the arrangements in this regard.
(ii) Mr YIP Wing-shing opined that the SWD should put more resources for youth affairs so that youngsters participating in the activities would be able to progress both physically and psychologically, and broaden their horizons to get prepared for their career life.
(iii) Mr CHAN Choi-hi said he had learnt from the data that there was quite a large number of working poor and that the SWD would provide them with short-term food assistance and integrated employment assistance services.  He asked how the DC could help out at district level.
(iv) The Chairman advised that the SWD could organise more youth forums to help inspire the thinking of youngsters.  In addition, he pointed out that integrated support centres should be set up to maintain the services of elderly centres during the maintenance works.  Finally, he said that a Wing Chun teacher had asked him to relay to the SWD his intention of providing voluntary teaching of Wing Chun to people with disabilities (PWDs).
(v) The Vice Chairlady said that she found that some elderly centres were quite decrepit during a visit to the elderly a few days ago.  She asked whether there were priorities for maintenance of elderly centres in the C&W District.  If the priorities were made known among the elderly centres, the centres would be able to coordinate among themselves or cooperate with other community centres in the district so as to avoid disruption to services.
25. In response to Members’ enquiries and views, the SWD representatives replied as follows:
(i) As regards support to elderly centres during the renovation period, the youth centres and integrated family service centres nearby, in addition to other elderly centres in the district,  would also be able to provide support.  If necessary, the SWD would discuss with the non-governmental organisations (NGOs) concerned to explore ways for better coordination.
(ii) Regarding a Member’s proposal of putting more resources on youth development, the SWD would continue to collaborate with the relevant youth services NGOs to nurture the younger generation.
(iii) With regard to the concern of Mr CHAN Choi-hi about poverty, as the Commission on Poverty (CoP) was currently developing relevant policies, the SWD would work in tandem with the future measures devised by the government and the CoP.
(iv) The SWD gratefully welcomed a voluntary Wing Chung teacher to teach Wing Chun to PWDs, and would contact the Chairman in due course.
(v) The SWD would give Members a written reply on the maintenance priorities of elderly centres in due course.
26. The Vice Chairlady thanked the SWD representative for attending the meeting.

	

	Item 8:
Community Care Fund - Elderly Dental Assistance Programme

(C&W CLSAC Paper No. 58/2012)                        
(4:17 p.m. – 4:35 p.m.)

27. The Chairman said that the Secretariat had written to the departments concerned again on 7 November this year to invite them to the meeting, but the departments all replied that their representatives were unable to attend the meeting due to other official commitments.  The Secretariat had tabled the promotional leaflets of the Community Care Fund (CCF) Elderly Dental Assistance Programme, which were mainly for distribution to eligible elders through NGOs.  The views of Members were as follows:
(i) Mr CHAN Hok-fung said that the Committee should write to reprimand the departments concerned because absence from the meeting was an act of disrespect to the DC and made it difficult for the DC to keep in communication with them.  In addition, Mr CHAN Hok-fung pointed out that the teeth were very important to the elderly because they had a direct impact on digestion and absorption.  He had learnt in an earlier visit to a Sheng Kung Hui elderly centre that not all elders having received the Integrated Home Care Services were benefited.  Many elders were disappointed with the Programme.  He said that the gums would shrink after tooth loss, if there was no immediate follow-up care, the condition would deteriorate over time and the elder would have a greater difficulty in eating in the future.  Moreover, dental care was very expensive, hence many elders would ignore the deterioration of dental health to save money.  Prolonged neglect of the dental health of the elderly would only increase the overall healthcare expenditure of the government.  Therefore, he hoped that the government or the CCF would expand the Programme so as to improve the quality of life and health status of the elderly.  Finally, he said that he could not find useful information on the CCF webpage, so he urged the CCF to review why a complete set of information was not disseminated along with the launch of a new Programme.
(ii) Mr IP Kwok-him was dissatisfied with the implementation progress of the CCF Elderly Dental Assistance Programme.  He opined that the CCF should make elders benefited as soon as possible, or it would be disrespectful to the elderly.  Dental services were currently very expensive and would be more a burden to the elders with less financial means.  Elders lacking proper dental care for a long period might only be able to take liquid food at last.  Therefore, he hoped that the departments concerned would speed up the effort.  Also, he expressed regret that no representative of the government departments concerned attended the meeting.
(iii) Mr Sidney LEE said that Hong Kong was very short of dental services.  As dental services were essential to every member of the public, he hoped that the government would consider setting up more dental hospitals and clinics.  This issue was related to the well-being of the entire community and the few services provided under the CCF should not be the sole solution.
(iv) Ms CHENG Lai-king suggested that the Elderly Dental Assistance Programme should be included in the Elderly Health Care Voucher Scheme.  She opined that the amount of health care vouchers could be increased with reference to the prevailing charge of $1,000-2,000 for a dental check and scaling service.  If the CCF Elderly Dental Assistance Programme was included in the health care voucher scheme, the elderly would be able to receive dental care once a year.  In addition to enabling elders’ access to dental services as soon as possible, this would obviate the registration process and thus promptly enhance the elderly’s quality of life.
(v) Mr Joseph CHAN conveyed the elderly’s concern about insufficient dental care.  He said that the elderly could not afford the high fees charged by private dental clinics.  Inability to eat would have a large impact on the elderly’s quality of life.  He hoped that the Administration would put more resources to improve dental services for the elderly.  In addition to safeguarding their dental health, this would also reduce their risk of other related illnesses, thus reducing the healthcare expenses in other aspects.  Finally, he said that it was inadequate that the CCF only printed leaflets for publicity.  In promoting activities for the elderly, publicity through various channels was particularly necessary; the CCF could not expect the elderly to access the information on-line and download the forms.
(vi) Mr WONG Kin-shing expressed discontent with the absence of departmental representatives from the meeting.  He requested the Committee to lodge written complaints to the departments concerned.  He would like to enquire the departments about the CCF’s total expenditure as at present, the number of beneficiaries, and whether the Programme could be expanded to cover other areas; however, there was no departmental representative to give him a reply.  In addition, he had heard from elders that government dental clinics only opened for four hours, only served civil servants, and only provided the elderly with tooth extraction services, etc.  But there was no departmental representative to answer his enquiries.  He reiterated that the Committee had to write to reprimand the departments concerned.
(vii) Mr YEUNG Hoi-wing said that when the Elderly Dental Assistance Programme was first launched by the CCF, many elders had expectations on the Programme and visited his ward office for enquiries.  They then learned that the Programme was not aimed to benefit all the elderly and cumbersome procedures such as referrals by social workers were required.  He hoped that the Administration would review and streamline the procedures of the Programme.
(viii) The Vice Chairlady expressed on behalf of the elderly that they were in great need of the service and the Programme should not only benefit a small number of elders.  The elderly requested the CCF to make the Elderly Dental Assistance Programme fully open so that all elders could benefit from it.
28. The Chairman agreed to write to the relevant departments to express the discontent.  He added that dental services were very important and very appropriate to the elderly, so public opinions should be taken into account for the publicity and implementation.  He remarked that it was mentioned in the Paper that consideration should be given to benefiting more elders by requiring an assets test for applicants and relaxing the eligibility criteria.  The existing public dental services provided by the government were very limited; however, preventive efforts, e.g.  check-ups, were also very important.
29. Ms CHENG Lai-king opined that a letter should be sent to the Secretary for Food and Health because policy and administrative work would be involved in her proposed incorporation of elderly dental services into the health care voucher scheme.  She said that in addition to writing to reprimand the Home Affairs Bureau (HAB), the Committee should also refer her recommendation about health care vouchers to the Food and Health Bureau (FHB) for consideration.
30. Mr Sidney LEE agreed with Ms CHENG Lai-king that the Committee should write to the Secretaries of both Bureaus at the same time to convey the views of Members.
31. The Chairman concluded that the Committee would write to the FHB and the HAB to express the concerns of Members about the agenda item.

	


	Item 9:
Central and Western District Time Capsule 2012 – Consultation on the rundown of 


event and items to be stored

(C&W CLSAC Paper No. 59/2012)                                          
(4:35 p.m. – 4:55 p.m.)

32. Miss Susan YAU, Secretary of the CLSAC, briefed Members on the preparatory work for the Time Capsule 2012.
33. The Chairman started the discussion on the Paper, and sought Members’ views on the items to be stored in the time capsule and the rundown of the event.  The views and enquiries of Members were as follows:
(i) Mr CHAN Hok-fung and Mr MAN Chi-wah worried that the photos to be stored might fade after ten years.  Mr MAN Chi-wah recommended scanning the photos and making laser-printed copies because they would last longer than photofinished prints.  In addition, Mr MAN Chi-wah asked whether the NGOs that had participated in the event years ago would be invited to update their items for storage.
(ii) Mr IP Kwok-him believed that the items to be stored in the time capsule should remain valuable and representative ten years later.  He advised that Members should put autographs on the DC Work Report to enhance its uniqueness.  He also asked about the total number of time capsules in the C&W District and the relationships between the capsules.
(iii) The Chairman said that the recommendations of Mr MAN Chi-wah and Mr IP Kwok-him were worth considering.  He remarked that there were a total of two time capsules in the C&W District.  The other capsule was for the celebration of the 60th anniversary of the founding of the People's Republic of China and was different from the one to be placed this time.  The documents that Members chose to store should be submitted to the Secretariat by 7 December this year.
(iv) Mr NG Wing-yan said that he had no comments on the items to be stored, but he hoped that there would be a clear concept and purpose for the time capsule being placed.
(v) The Chairman responded that the significance of the time capsule was to pass things on and to record the change marked by the flow of time.
34. Mr Sidney LEE opined that photos could be taken for the items unearthed after storage for a decade, and the photos could be compiled into a publication for comparison with the present circumstances.  The Secretariat could consolidate the relevant information during the coming year so that a work report could be worked out in future.
35. The Chairman closed the discussion of this agenda item.


	Item 10:
Arts and Cultural Activities Organised By the Leisure and Cultural Services 
Department In the Central and Western District


(C&W CLSAC Paper No. 60/2012)                                              
(4:55 p.m. – 5:11 p.m.)

36. Miss Elisa WONG, Senior Manager (Cultural Services)HK West, LCSD, reported to Members on the various arts and cultural activities organised by the LCSD in the C&W District for the period from September 2012 to January 2013 as well as the usage of the Sheung Wan Civic Centre.
37. The Chairman made several enquiries about the Paper: which organisation organised the “Music DJ@School” Music Workshop; how the course fee for the “Storytelling Under the Banyan Tree” Storytelling Workshop of the Asian People’s Theatre Festival Society was calculated; what the contents of the School Culture Day Scheme were; and what the major uses of the Sheung Wan Civic Centre Exhibition Hall for hire were.
38. Miss Elisa WONG of the LCSD responded as follows:
(i) The “Music DJ@School” Music Workshop was organised by the Music Office of the LCSD.  Instructors from the Music Office were in charge of the workshop.  They would visit schools to teach students music knowledge through guided music appreciation with different themes to enhance students’ interest in music. 
(ii) The main targets of the School Culture Day Scheme were primary school students.  Under the Scheme, students would participate in various arts and cultural activities by paying visits to LCSD cultural venues, such as performing arts venues, museums and libraries, during school hours.
(iii) The usage rate of the Sheung Wan Civic Centre Exhibition Hall had increased recently, and the reason for the increase was believed to be that more people had learnt about the Exhibition Hall as a brief introduction of the exhibition hall facilities had been published in the recent monthly programmes of the Civic Centre.  Most of the activities held in the Exhibition Hall were exhibitions organised by hirers including neighbouring traders, associations, local organisations, arts groups and auctioneers of arts, etc.  She added that business establishments had to pay a higher rental for the venue than non-profit-making organisations because the LCSD did not provide any rental subsidy for them.
39. Ms Winnie LEE, Manager(HK West) Marketing, Programme & District Activities, LCSD, supplemented that the “Storytelling Under the Banyan Tree” Storytelling Workshop of the Asian People’s Theatre Festival Society was one of the programmes under the Community Cultural Ambassador Scheme.  The course fee covered six sessions, i.e. $22 for each session.  In addition to teaching children how to tell stories, the workshop also promoted the message of sharing stories in the city.
40. Mr Sidney LEE asked about the details of the usage of the Sheung Wan Civic Centre Theatre set out in the Paper.  He hoped that the LCSD would provide the relevant usage information, including the name of hirer and the use for each session, after the meeting.
41. Mr CHAN Choi-hi recommended that a mechanism should be set up for the Sheung Wan Civic Centre Theatre to allow unsuccessful applicant organisations to waitlist for the theatre bookings cancelled by other organisations.  In addition, he recommended that one day of theatre booking should be set aside every quarter for priority use by the DC.
42. In response to the enquiry of Mr Sidney LEE, Miss Elisa WONG of the LCSD said that only the district performing arts programmes organised by the LCSD with departmental resources at the Sheung Wan Civic Centre Theatre were set out under Item C of Annex 1, information of the events organised by other hirers was not included.  On the other hand, the usage rate of the Sheung Wan Civic Centre Theatre shown in Annex 2 was inclusive of the usage for the programmes organised by the LCSD and the events organised by other hirers.  She said that she would provide supplementary information on the relevant usage to the Secretariat after the meeting.  In addition, as the LCSD had a uniform policy for booking of performing arts venues under its purview, the recommendation of setting aside one day of theatre booking every quarter for priority use by the DC was not implementable in the meantime.  She added that the successful rate of hiring the Theatre for DC events was relatively high in general because the events generally had significance in promotion of arts in the district.  Also, she said that under the current rent determination mechanism, in case of cancellation of bookings by hirers, the Civic Centre would accept late booking applications.  Provided that the organisations concerned had sufficient time for preparation, the LCSD would be happy to process and approve their booking applications according to the established booking policy.
43. The Chairman thanked the LCSD representatives for attending the meeting.

	


	Item 11:
Action checklist on matters arising from the 5th CLSAC meeting (2012/2013)

(C&W CLSAC Paper No. 61/2012)                                    
(5:11 p.m. – 5:12 p.m.)

44. Members noted the matters arising and had no other comments.

	


	Item 12:
Reports of working groups
(5:12 p.m. – 5:14 p.m.)

45. The Vice Chairlady reported that the annual tour visits of the Working Group on Elderly Service had commenced on 5 November this year, and half of the elderly service units were yet to be visited.  She welcomed Members to participate in the visits.

	

	Item 13:
Any other business
(5:14 p.m.)

46. No other business was raised by Members.

	

	Item 13:
Any other business
(5:14 p.m. – 5:15 p.m.)

47. The Chairman announced that the 7th CLSAC meeting would be held on 7 February 2013.  The paper submission deadline for government departments was 17 January, while the deadline for Members was 23 January.
48. The meeting was adjourned at 5:15 p.m.


The minutes were confirmed on 7 February 2013
Chairman: Mr CHAN Chit-kwai, BBS, JP
Secretary: Miss Susan YAU
Central & Western District Council Secretariat
February 2013
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