Notes of the Thirteenth Meeting of the Eastern District Council


The Thirteenth Meeting of the Eastern District Council (EDC) was held on 23 February 2006 and the major items discussed were summarized as follows:

I.
Suggestion of writing to the Chief Secretary for amendment of obsolete legislations.  (EDC Paper No. 5/06)
     The views expressed by the Councillors were summarized as follows :

(a) A number of Councillors pointed out that at present there were many legislations in Hong Kong which had been outdated for a few ten years and had rendered related government departments, such as the Police, Food and Environmental Hygiene Department (FEHD) and Lands Department (LANDS) unable to enforce law efficiently in order to solve the problems of street management, including unlawful collection cages and trailers, buying of used electrical appliances by the roadside and touting /sale of telecommunication service, roadside recycling industry, hawking within the precinct of private building (e.g. Tai On Building) and street obstruction by shops etc.  Almost all Councillors who expressed their views hoped that the government would amend those outdated legislations as soon as possible in order to plug the loopholes and keep up with times, so that government departments could enforce law effectively and solve related problems once and for all.

(b) A number of Councillors considered that before legislations were made immaculate, the most effective way to solve the problem of unlawful collection cages and trailers was by means of enforcement actions to be taken by FEHD under the “Public Health and Municipal Services Ordinance” as a supplement to the grey area of the “Land (Miscellaneous Provisions) Ordinance” and that it was FEHD’s duty to do that.

(c) A Councillor considered that legislations could not be made immaculate, what was the most important lay in the execution of legislations.  He opined that the top management should lay down clear-cut policies so that the execution personnel could enforce law strictly.
(d) A Councillor was of the view that at the time of amending the related legislations, the government should also seriously consider how effective prosecution and supervision could be achieved.
(e) A Councillor disagreed with FEHD that roadside promotional activities did not involve pecuniary transactions, so that the offence of hawking without a licence could not be framed for prosecution.  He considered that “goods” should include “service” and that payment by credit cards or cheques both belonged to pecuniary transactions.

(f) A Councillor realized the priority of the police duty, but pointed out that only by cooperation of the police could the problems of unlawful collection cages etc be solved.  He opined that it was sufficient for the police to make cooperation with the departments just for a short period of time.
(g) A Councillor hoped that the government could fix the time schedule for the clearance of A Kung Ngam Village as soon as possible and that the land of A Kung Ngam Village could be resumed as soon as possible for the purpose of building a garden.
(h) On the other hand, a Councillor considered that the priority function of the legislations was to safeguard the dignity, rights and freedom of human beings.  He worried that if the government made laws to prohibit buying and promotional activities by the roadside, citizens might therefore not be allowed to conduct election publicity campaign and street appeal activities etc either, thus seriously infringing on personal freedom and rights.  

    After discussion, Councillors resolved that a letter be sent to the Chief Secretary to express the views and proposals of Eastern District Council on the Paper No. 5/06 and to arrange for a meeting with the Chief Secretary when the need arose. 

.II.
Development of the Mandatory Provident Fund System
(EDC Paper No. 4/06)

    Several Councillors pointed out that the employers of some trades requested their employees to turn self-employed, so that they could evade the responsibility of contributing to the mandatory provident fund (MPF) for their employees.  The incomes of those employees were often meager and they could hardly contribute to the MPF any more.  They hoped that the Authority could plug the loophole in this respect.  A Councillor expressed that an employee in the course of his work for a few ten years, might have joined several MPF schemes and by the time they retired, they might have forgotten the number of schemes they had joined.  He was concerned about the service charges of each scheme which would affect the amount of the MPF obtained.

    A Councillor welcomed that the Mandatory Provident Fund Schemes Authority (MPFA) subsidized District Council (DC) to hold related MPF educational activities and suggested that the Community Services Working Group be responsible for following up the matter.  A Councillor expressed that the MPF scheme was a good retirement protection system but the time of implementation was not optimum. He hoped that the MPFA could review the present system and should not let citizen withdraw money from the account freely lest the security during late years would not be sufficient.  He also stated that in the future if the MPF had accumulated to an amount which was large enough, the Authority might consider allowing citizen to withdraw money to buy houses. 
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