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In the 2011-12 Budget announced by the Financial Secretary (FS), the initiative which has aroused the most criticism is the injection of $6,000 into people's MPF accounts.  This has given rise to great repercussions in Hong Kong, and even with the introduction of the proposal to address the situation, this initiative is still subject to extensive criticisms.  Many Honourable colleagues think the lack of long-term vision in the Budget has caused an avalanche of complaints.  Anyhow, I am wondering whether the Government should review its communication and consultation work this time.

Frankly, before the release of the Budget, the Government's consultation and publicity efforts seemed to have improved in that publicity was conducted through various means, such as cartoons, television advertisements and the Internet, and different sectors of the community could express their opinions.  Unfortunately, everyone was very disappointed after the release of the Budget.  People have a feeling that the so-called consultation was actually only a one-way collection of opinions, and it seems that there were no interactions, exchanges and dialogues.  Does this give people an impression that the authorities often cling obstinately to their course despite what people say and have deviated from the actual situation of society?

No wonder some senior members of the industry even considered that the Government should probably arrange for Administrative Officers to live in caged homes or districts with many low-income people for one month, apart from sending them to overseas studies, to broaden their horizons and life experience, and to facilitate their formulation of policies which can give regard to different sectors of the community.  I think the Government should learn from this valuable experience and seriously review how best effective consultation can be conducted in the future with a view to genuinely answering the demands of the public.

After the industry and I have put forth the relevant proposals, the Budget proposed to alleviate the problems in the property market by introducing initiatives to increase land supply.  We welcome this proposal in principle, but we have great doubts about its effectiveness.  Although the Government has undertaken to reserve five land sites for the My Home Purchase (MHP) Plan to provide about 5 000 small to medium flats, as property price levels hinge on land price, if the Government cannot ensure that land will be sold at a low price to the Hong Kong Housing Society (HKHS) for the construction of flats under the MHP Plan, members of the public will still be unable to afford these flats.  May I ask how the Hong Kong spirit, that is, the gradual upward movement on the so-called social ladder, can be maintained?

I propose requiring that land reserved for the MHP Plan should be provided to the HKHS for development at a low price or even premium-free.  I also propose that Hong Kong should follow the example of Singapore and organise open architectural competitions to dovetail with such specific tendering requirements as green buildings and greening arrangements to ensure that members of the public participating in the MHP Plan will have a quality living environment.

I also think the Government should continue to build public rental housing (PRH) flats and resume the Home Ownership Scheme (HOS).  In this regard, should the Government only allow the sale of HOS flats in the secondary market to eligible Green Form applicants without the need to pay premium, so that they will have the opportunity to live in HOS flats?

As for the allocation of $300 million to conduct a study to facilitate the formulation of long-term planning and examine the feasibility of reclamation and rock cavern development, as stated in the Budget, I am very supportive of it.  It can release land for housing and other uses, and it is rather original.  However, I would like to point out that this study involves planning which will be extended over a very long period of time and thus must be conducted on a long-term basis.  However, before launching this study, should we not study the ecological environment to identify sites in Hong Kong which call for conservation?

Members from the planning sector and I always think that the Government has a duty to make proactive efforts to strengthen nature conservation.  In particular, many rural areas in the New Territories with significant conservation value should be zoned within the boundary of country parks or protected by way of statutory plans.  If resources are available, the Government should also set up a nature conservation trust to protect and conserve the precious natural environment and historical monuments of Hong Kong.  I think the conservation of these reserves will help create more high-pay jobs.  In particular, it may benefit low-education and low-skilled people who are interested in engaging in the green industries or jobs relating to green tourist attractions, facilitate the development of tourism and narrow the wealth gap.  Unfortunately, however, the Budget is silent on the relevant arrangements.  Therefore, I hope the $300 million fund can be used for examining the development of these sites, with priority accorded to exploring the feasibility of carrying out nature conservation, to be followed by studies on other aspects, such as the development of other sites, reclamation and rock cavern development.
The Government always stresses its intention to develop a quality living environment for the public.  In order to do so, we have to formulate a planning strategy for comprehensive sustainable development.  Although the Budget has proposed arrangements for innovation and technology, the environmental industries and the cultural and creative industries, it seems that they are not related and co-ordinated in such a way that will enable Hong Kong to develop into a green city.  If innovation and technology, transportation network planning, energy policies and land use planning are not brought under an overall planning and development strategy in a comprehensive and co-ordinated manner, we will be unable to develop Hong Kong into a quality city.  We should pay special attention to the importance of a good transportation network to the dynamism of the community because the transportation network may shorten the distance between people and the distance between people and communities, thereby directly lifting the dynamism of a city.  If resources are available, should we not buy back the two tunnels which are now charging exorbitant tolls?  Should we relax the eligibility criteria for applying for the transport subsidy to enhance the dynamic of Hong Kong society?

The formulation of clear policies to support the manufacturing industries, including providing land to attract investment and creating more high-pay jobs, is vitally important.  Members from the sector and I think that we should vigorously promote scientific researches.  In particular, promotion efforts should be made so that research projects on environmental protection in relation to renewable energy, environmentally-friendly construction materials, the conversation of newly-developed land and reclamation will be elevated to the level of scientific researches.  Any result achieved by these researches will not only be able to promote the putting of green concepts into practice but also help nurture local talents and enable the Innovation and Technology Fund to make profits.  Actually, the development of green economy is a highlight in the 12th Five-Year Plan.  Therefore, I find it very strange that the Budget has not mentioned anything about the environmental industries at all.  The Government has even neglected such an important aspect.

Talking about environmental protection, we professionals have always been very concerned about the promotion of a low-carbon life.  Some members from the industry even said that if the Government really intends to promote green living and green concepts effectively, instead of offering an electricity tariff subsidy of $1,800, it should use the amount of $4.7 billion to introduce an incentive scheme to offer subsidies to households which can reduce their annual electricity or water consumption or offer incentive grants to all households in Hong Kong which manage to reduce their annual water and electricity consumption by 10% or 20%.  I think it may be a more effective way to promote public education in this respect.

Besides, although it is pointed out in the Budget that Hong Kong will strengthen co-operation with Taiwan and neighbouring municipalities and regions in China, members from the industry and I would like to remind the Government that it is necessary for us to thoroughly examine the co-operation between Hong Kong and Taiwan and position ourselves in the Mainland's Urban Agglomeration Development Plan in the West Side of the Strait to avoid lagging behind other regions.  Regarding co-operation with neighbouring regions, Hong Kong is actually capable of making great achievements.  The Hong Kong & Shenzhen Bi-city Biennale of Urbanism/Architecture co-organised by members from my industry and their counterparts in Shenzhen are well-received by the people of Hong Kong and Shenzhen and even tourists from other places.  It has provided an example for local creative talents and an opportunity of communication between people of the two places.  As the Government has not ascertained whether this activity should be categorised as an educational and attractive project over these years, I hope the Government can face squarely the development of the cultural and creative industries and enhance its support for local creative professionals.

Many professionals have relayed to me that as the Government has substantial resources, it should no longer adopt the Build-Operate-Transfer (BOT) mode in implementing government works projects.  Actually, we should place our focus on the implementation of the Ten Major Infrastructure Projects.  In particular, complementary facilities for community building should be launched as soon as possible.  It is also necessary for the Government to provide additional resources to expedite the development of the software and hardware of urban design and landscape.  It is most important to improve the living environment.

I always say that Hong Kong is widely recognised as an international city, but if you take a look at the pavements in Central, you will find that our greening efforts are lagging far behind those of other major cities.  Actually, greening works at the district level will only take up a very small proportion of the infrastructure expenditure, but such works have direct impact on people's daily life.  Therefore, we should expedite urban greening and related enhancement works.

There are quite a lot of voices from members from my industry, pointing out that the Government should make good use of the substantial resources to achieve another major objective, which is to solve the problem of manpower and resource shortage in government departments.  Adopting the principle of "big market, small government" does not mean that manpower and resources have to be reduced or even professional posts have to be split into assistant professional posts, causing the unfair disparity in pay amongst employees undertaking the same duties.  This practice has made it difficult for government departments to retain professionals, thereby undermining their responsiveness to crisis management.  We very much hope the authorities will review and improve the remuneration packages and promotion prospects of civil servants and non-civil service contract staff.

On the education front, we are certainly glad to see that the FS has allocated quite a lot of resources to help students at different stages of study.  However, I do not understand why, even though there is a huge surplus in the Treasury, the Government would prefer reducing the number of classes and closing schools, thereby giving rise to an avalanche of grievances in the education sector, to allocating resources for the implementation of long-term policies, such as implementing small class teaching, providing 15-year free education and enhancing professional training and development of teachers.  Regarding the after-school tutorial programme, I have strong views on it because I do not agree to providing tutorials to students.  Does the provision of tutorials imply that students' regular classroom learning is not effective, and so tutorials are required?  Or are meaningless tutorials given to help students prepare for examinations?  I think the truth is that schools give tutorials out of the fear of losing out and being compared unfavourably.  In proposing to offer assistance in this respect, will the Government do a disservice to them?  Therefore, I hope the Government, parents, students and schools will reflect on how we should do a better job in education and make better use of our resources.
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